
Australian Government 
Department of the Environment 

Ref: EPBC 2013/6978 

Mr Thomas Watt 
Senior Planning Officer 
Resource Assessments 
NSW Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Dear Mr Watt 

Mount Owen Continued Operations Project - Response to PAC Review 

Thank you for providing the Department of the Environment (the Department) with the 
opportunity to comment on Mount Owen Pty Limited's Response to PAC Review Report for 
the above project. 

The Department notes that the proponent has included the Mitchell Hills Offset Site, 
comprising 83.1 ha of woodland dominated or co-dominated by key foraging tree species 
for the Swift Parrot (Lathamus discolor), in a revised Biodiversity Offset Strategy (BOS). 
With the inclusion of the Mitchell Hills Offset Site, the Department considers that the revised 
BOS meets the requirements of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation 
Act 1999 (EPBC Act) Biodiversity Offset Policy. 

In addition to comments provided on 14 September 2015 and 7 October 2015, if the project 
is approved the Department suggests incorporation of development consent conditions to 
provide for the long-term protection and habitat condition improvement of the proposed 
offset sites. 

If you have any questions in relation to the Department's comments, please contact the 
project officer, Anu Datta by email toanu.datta@environment.gov.au. or telephone 
02 6274 1898 and quote the EPBC reference number shown at the beginning of this letter. 

Yours sincerely 

Dane Roberts 
Director 
NSW Assessments North 
Environment Standards Division 
I y June 2016 

GPO Box 787 Canberra ACT 2601 • Telephone 02 6274 1111 • Facsimile 0262741666 
www.environment.gov.au 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

NSW Department of Primary Industries 
Level 11, 323 Castlereagh Street Sydney NSW 2000 

Tel: 02 9934 0804  landuse.enquiries@dpi.nsw.gov.au  ABN: 72 189 919 072 

OUT16/11626 
 
 
Mr Matthew Sprott 
Resource Assessments  
NSW Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY  NSW  2001  
 
Matthew.Sprott@planning.nsw.gov.au 
 
 
Dear Mr Sprott, 
 

Mount Owen Continued Operations Project (SSD 13_5850) 
Planning Assessment Commission Request for DPI Water Advice 

 
I refer to your email dated 2 March 2016 to the Department of Primary Industries 
requesting DPI Water advice in respect to the above matter. 
 
Comment by DPI Water 

DPI Water has reviewed the Planning Assessment Commission’s review report and 
provides the following advice on recommendation 16 of the report.  
 
DPI Water notes the further response provided by the proponent in November 2015 
addressing the concerns outlined by DPI Water following Response to Submissions. 
DPI Water accepts there may be reasons for some dams remaining in the final 
landform, including final land use and environmental purposes, however some of the 
assumptions related to how these dams will be appropriately accounted for or 
licensed require further consideration. 

• The water accounting approach for dams in the final landform presented by 
the proponent only includes water use from the dam, including stock watering 
and evaporative water losses.  DPI Water requires the total volume of dams 
to be accounted for, rather than just the stock watering and evaporative 
losses.  DPI Water notes that the surface area of dams to remain is 
calculated by the proponent as approximately 47.8 hectares in total.  It is 
likely that the total volume of the dams currently proposed to remain in the 
Jerry’s Water Source will still exceed the 200ML of entitlement held and the 
proponent’s harvestable right combined. 

• In previous correspondence DPI Water requested that where the water 
captured by dams is intended to be accounted through harvestable rights, 
consideration should be given to the final ownership of the land to ensure the 
dams will be within the maximum harvestable right, or otherwise licensed or 
decommissioned.  The proponent has not provided information to address 
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this.  The proponent calculates their harvestable right based on their current 
total landholding of 4913 hectares and has not provided information on the 
likely ownership of land following rehabilitation of the mine, including any 
breaking up of land ownership as part of the proposed future land use and 
how this may impact on the legality of dams remaining in the landscape.  

 
DPI Water notes that Mt Owen makes a general statement committing to remove 
any dams that cannot be appropriately licensed.  The proponent also states that it is 
likely that many of the sediment dams included in the estimate will be removed as 
part of the mine closure process and development of a final landform sympathetic 
with the surrounding topography. 

Further design of the final landform water management system should be included 
in Water Management Plans for consideration of DPI Water.  This should include 
specific consideration of individual dams, their specific purpose, their capacity, and 
under what mechanism they are proposed to be accounted for. 
 
For further information contact Brendan Mee, Water Regulation Officer, (Newcastle 
Office) on (02) 4904 2524 or at brendan.mee@water.nsw.gov.au. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Mitchell Isaacs 
Director, Planning Policy & Assessment Advice 
07/03/2016 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

NSW Department of Primary Industries 
Level 11, 323 Castlereagh Street Sydney NSW 2000 

Tel: 02 9934 0804  landuse.enquiries@dpi.nsw.gov.au  ABN: 72 189 919 072 

OUT16/24451 
 
 
Mr Thomas Watt 
Resource Assessments  
NSW Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY  NSW  2001  
 
Thomas.watt@planning.nsw.gov.au 
 
Dear Mr Thomas Watt 
 

Mount Owens Continued Operations Project (SSD 5850) 
Comment on the Response to Planning Assessment Commission Review Report 

 
I refer to your email dated 1 June 2016 to the Department of Primary Industries requesting 
comment on the above matter. Comment has been sought from relevant divisions of DPI. 
Any further referrals to DPI can be sent by email to landuse.enquiries@dpi.nsw.gov.au. 
 
DPI has reviewed the response and provides the following comments and 
recommendations: 
 

 With reference to Figure 6.1 Conceptual Final Landform Water Licensing and 
Accounting Framework, DPI Water advises that stock and domestic dams built prior 
to 1 January 1999 and dams less than 1 Megalitre (ML) on a property approved for 
subdivision prior to 1 January 1999 must be included in calculations of Maximum 
Harvestable Right when calculating licensing requirements and additional storage 
construction. The proponent should clarify whether this has been accounted for in 
the licensing requirements as detailed in Table 2.7 in Appendix 6. 
 

 Table 2.7 of Appendix 6 indicates that the proponent holds 450 ML in the Glennies 
Creek Water Source of the Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated and 
Alluvial Water Sources. Review of water access licences (WALs) in this water 
source and discussions with the proponent have shown for this to be incorrect, and 
this information to have been based on an incorrectly converted WAL (WAL 17999) 
previously held by Glennies Creek Coal Management, which has recently been 
purchased by Glencore. 
 

 DPI is unable to confirm the licensing requirements or ability within the Glennies 
Creek Water Source without further information and recommends the proponent 
arrange to meet with DPI Water (Newcastle office). DPI notes that there is limited 
potential for trade within this water source, and the Water Sharing Plan does not 
allow for any trading into this water source nor any change of category. 
 

 It is noted that Table 2.7 of Appendix 6 indicates that 47 ML is required to be purchased 
from the Jerrys Water Source of the Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated and 
Alluvial Water Source. DPI Water advises that there is likely sufficient market depth to 



 

provide for this trade as there are 2097 shares of unregulated category entitlement in 
this water source across 19 licences. 
 

 With respect to impacts to groundwater sources and groundwater dependent 
ecosystems DPI Water is satisfied with the proponent’s response to the PAC’s 
comments and recommendations. 

 
 

The proponent should contact Graeme White, Manager Assessments to arrange a meeting. 
Mr White can be contacted on (02) 9934 0806 or Graeme.White@dpi.nsw.gov.au. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Mitchell Isaacs 
Director, Planning Policy & Assessment Advice 
28 June 2016 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

NSW Department of Primary Industries 
Level 11, 323 Castlereagh Street Sydney NSW 2000 

Tel: 02 9934 0805  landuse.enquiries@dpi.nsw.gov.au  ABN: 72 189 919 072 
 

OUT16/28201 
 
 
Mr Thomas Watt 
A/ Team Leader 
Resource Assessments  
NSW Department of Planning & Environment 
 
thomas.watt@planning.nsw.gov.au 
 
Dear Mr Watt 
 

Mount Owen Continued Operations Project (SSD 5850) 
Additional Comment on the Response to the Planning Assessment Commission 

Review Report 
 
I refer to supplementary information received by Department of Primary Industries 
regarding the Mount Owen Continued Operations Project, SSD 5850.  
 
Comment by DPI Water 
 
DPI Water has reviewed the information provided in the letter dated 12 July 2016 and the 
following attachments: 
 

 Attachment 1 – Table A – Dams – Licensing Accounting for Final Landform 
 Figure 1 – Mount Owen Continued Operations Project Conceptual Final Landform 
 Figure 2 – Conceptual Final Landform Water Licensing Accounting Framework  

 
In accordance with this review DPI Water provides the following advice. 
 
Information indicating that significant entitlement was required from the Glennies Creek 
Unregulated Water Source was supplied in response to the Planning Assessment 
Commission’s (PAC) review report. It is noted that it is sometimes appropriate for these 
issues to be addressed post approval however this was raised as an assessment issue as 
the licensable volume indicated of 330 ML/a is 72% of the licenced water in this source 
(Table 2.7 - response to the PAC review report – Appendix 6). This volume may be difficult 
to obtain from the market at a later stage and therefore is an important consideration in the 
assessment of the project. 
 
The proponent has stated that advice was received verbally from DPI Water that in relation 
to legacy mining issues that the incremental increase of take from the final void after the 
commencement the Water Sharing Plan commencement being 1 August 2009 is what is 
required to be licensed. It is understood this principle is what has been applied in 
assessing volumetric licensing requirements from the Jerrys Water Source and the 
Glennies Water Source in the Water Sharing Plan for the Hunter Unregulated and Alluvial 
Water Sources, in Table 1 of the supplementary information dated 12 July 2016.  
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DPI Water understands that for calculating the licensable take in Table 1 and Table 2 that 
the harvestable right contour was used to convert from hectares to mega litres. DPI Water 
advises that all water must be appropriately accounted for via a Water Access Licence 
unless subject to harvestable rights. The context surrounding the verbal advice received is 
unclear and an incremental approach to final landform water licensing is not consistent 
with the Water Management Act 2000.  
 
As such it is recommended that the proponent liaise with DPI Water to discuss licensing of 
the final landform and also provide detail and spatial data to demonstrate the conclusions 
depicted in Table 1 which indicates that additional entitlement is also required from the 
Jerrys Water Source. It is recommended that this consultation occur prior to project 
determination to ensure that the impacts of the proposed final landform on the catchments 
are appropriately understood. 
 
It is also noted that 15 ML is required from the Glennies Water Source of aquifer category. 
Currently 10 shares of this category are within the water source however it is noted that 
this is a conservative estimate and there are to be further model refinements. 
 
It is noted that in the revised final landform that the Dams on the Forestry Corporation 
Land will be used for flood detention and not permanently hold water and therefore does 
not require a WAL.  
 
DPI Water provided further clarification on WAL 17999 at the meeting held 5 July 2016. It 
is acknowledged that there was not clear communication regarding the cancellation of this 
Water Access Licence (WAL). However this WAL would not have been able to be used to 
account for surface water storages in the final landform as it was of aquifer category and 
this water source does not allow for change of WAL category from aquifer to unregulated. 
 
It is noted that a commitment has been made to ensure that the final landform is consistent 
with proposed draft condition “The applicant shall ensure that it has sufficient water for all 
stages of the development, and if necessary, adjust the scale of operations on site to 
match its available water supply.” DPI Water supports this commitment. It is also reiterated 
that the Water Management Plan for the site must be updated in consultation with DPI 
Water. 
 
For further information please contact Hannah Grogan, Water Regulation Officer 
Newcastle on (02) 4904 2516 or hannah.grogan@dpi.nsw.gov.au.  
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Graeme White 
A/Director, Planning Policy & Assessment Advice 
27 July 2016 
 
 



 
 
 

NSW Department of Primary Industries 
Level 11, 323 Castlereagh Street Sydney NSW 2000 

Tel: 02 9934 0805  landuse.enquiries@dpi.nsw.gov.au  ABN: 72 189 919 072 
 

OUT16/30478 
 
Mr Thomas Watt 
Resource Assessments  
NSW Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY  NSW  2001  
 
Thomas.watt@planning.nsw.gov.au 
 
Dear Mr Watt 
 

Additional Comment on the Response to the Planning Assessment Commission Review 
Report – Mount Owen Continued Operations Project (SSD 5850) 

 
The Department of Primary Industries- Water (DPI Water) has reviewed the additional information 
provided by the proponent dated 12 July 2016. A meeting was also held at the DPI Water office in 
Newcastle on 3 August 2016 where the proponent and the consultant presented information on 
how loss of catchment and take of water was calculated. 
DPI Water is satisfied with the methodology used to calculate catchment loss and the estimated 
volume of water take in the proposed final landform (inclusive of voids). It is noted that this 
approach is consistent with the methodology used for other projects such as Drayton South. 
The new information indicates that sufficient water entitlement may be obtained from the Glennies 
Water Source from the existing market share. The total loss from the Jerrys Water Source equates 
to 769 ML and we note that this will occur at cessation of mining and in the final landform.   
DPI Water considers that all take in the final landform will require licensing. There is a total of 
11,053 shares in the Jerrys Water Source with 3,343 of those shares being aquifer and 
unregulated category. 

Recommended Conditions: 
 The applicant should ensure that it has sufficient water for all stages of the development, 

and if necessary, adjust the scale of operations on site to match its available water supply. 
 The Water Management Plan for the site should be updated in consultation with DPI Water. 
 The final landform should be designed in consultation with DPI Water and this design 

should consider impacts on Jerrys Creek and Glennies Creek catchments. 
 The proponent should continue to consult with DPI Water regarding licensing requirements 

for the final landform. 
Should you require further information please contact Hannah Grogan, Water Regulation Officer on 
4904 2516. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Rebekah Gomez-Fort 
A/Director, Planning Policy & Assessment Advice 
16 August 2016 
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Department 
of Industry 
Resources & Energy 

OUT16/27880 

Mr Thomas Watt 
Senior Planning Officer 
Resource Assessments 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Email: thomas.watt@planning.nsw.gov.au  

Dear Mr Watt 

Mount Owen Continued Operations Project (SSD 5850) 
Glencore Response to Commission Review Report 

I refer to your email of 1 June 2016 requesting a review of the Glencore's (the 
Proponent) response to the Planning Assessment Commission's (PAC) Review 
Report for the Mount Owen Continued Operations project (the Project). 

Summary of Division Rehabilitation and Mine Closure Recommendations 
The Division has reviewed the Mount Owen Continued Operations Project Response 
to PAC Review Report May 20/6 prepared by Urnwelt (Australia) Pty Limited, and 
Mount Owen Continued Operations Project Response to Queries Raised by 
Agencies Following Response to Submissions November 2015 prepared by Umwelt 
(Australia) Pty Limited and responses to issues raised by the Division, it is 
recommended that conditions to be imposed on the Consent Conditions to ensure 
the following is addressed: 

1) Inclusion of Preliminary Condition 21"Independent Rehabilitation Audit" (if 
considered necessary : see note below) 

2) Inclusion of Preliminary Condition 46 "Rehabilitation Objectives". 
3) Inclusion of Preliminary Condition 48 "Progressive Rehabilitation". 
4) Inclusion of Preliminary Condition 49 "Rehabilitation Management Plan", with the 

following amendment: 
c.49(g) include detailed performance and completion criteria for evaluating the 
performance of the rehabilitation of the site consistent with Table 10, and 
triggering remedial action (if necessary); 

Division of Resources and Energy 
PO Box 344 Hunter Region Mail Centre NSW 2310 

516 High St Maitland NSW 2323 
Tel: 02 4931 6666 Fax: 02 4931 6776 www.industry.nsw.gov.au  

ABN 72 189 919 072 



DIVISION COMMENTS ON THE PAC REPORT RECOMMENDATIONS 

PAC Report Recommendation 10 
That prior to determination, the Department clarifies the number of currently 
approved final voids and seeks further justification from the Applicant for any 
additional proposed final voids. 

The applicant has proposed a reduction in the number of final voids from three voids 
to two voids. The Division supports the reduction in the number of final voids as 
proposed by the Proponent as it results in an increase of beneficial land use on mine 
closure. The altered locations of final voids are to be included in revisions of the 
Rehabilitation Management Plan (RMP), also known as a Mining Operations Plan 
(MOP) under a Mining Lease. 

PAC Report Recommendation 11 
That, prior to determination, the Department seeks further information about 
alternative post-mining land use options, including the possibility of increasing 
woodland rehabilitation on slopes and focusing on agricultural species on the flatter 
areas of land to support grazing activities. 

The assessment of potential land uses has been revised with consideration of the 
new final landform. Woodland has been increased and the area for grazing reduced. 
The Division considers this is appropriate to ensure long-term land uses can be 
achieved. The changes in land use objectives are to be incorporated into revisions of 
the MOP. 

PAC Report Recommendation 12 
That, prior to determination, the Applicant provides a revised mine plan that: 

• includes more detailed consideration of the potential minimisation of final 
voids, with particular reference to the large volumes of overburden 
material that would be moved over the life of the project; 

• provides more detail about the final void shapes and how these are to be 
achieved; 

• incorporates micro-relief, with a focus on ensuring that the final landform 
will be more sympathetic to the surrounding landscape; and 

• includes a more refined composition of proposed vegetation within the 
rehabilitated areas in order to ensure a diversity of species and 
appropriate fauna habitat. 

Compared to the EIS, the proposed modifications result in one less void and a 
reduction of 12 ha of void catchment and 6 ha of pit lake area. The Division considers 
the reduction in void catchment and pit lake area compared to that proposed in the 
EIS as an improvement in mine closure outcomes. 

PAC Report Recommendation 13 
That the recommended preliminary conditions relating to the Rehabilitation 
Management Plan and/or Revision of Strategies, Plans and Programs are 



strengthened to take into account the outcomes of any review of the NSW 
Government's current policy on final voids. 

The Division notes that any change to the mine design following approval by the 
Department of Planning and Environment (DP&E) would require a modification of the 
Project consent conditions. The MOP, regulated by the Division's Environment 
Sustainability Unit (ESU), reflects and adopts the DP&E approved mine design, 
conditions of consent and commitments made by the Proponent. Any changes to the 
mine design that reflects future development of NSW Government policy on final 
voids is to be reflected and adopted into an approved MOP. 

PAC Report Recommendation 14 
That the recommended preliminary condition of consent relating to the Independent 
Environmental Audit should be linked to the preliminary Rehabilitation Management 
Plan condition to ensure that rehabilitation is independently monitored and audited on 
a regular basis. 

The Division notes that the Proponent agrees with this condition being imposed. 
It is further noted that the Minister for Resources and Energy has a similar power 
under s.246P the Mining Act 1992 to impose a mandatory audit condition on mining 
leases at any time. Accordingly, the imposition of preliminary consent condition 21 on 
the Project Consent for a mandatory audit of the progress of rehabilitation may not be 
necessary, but if considered necessary in the consent, is supported. 

The Division recommends that the preferred approach is to reserve the Independent 
Rehabilitation Audit power to operate in accordance with the Mining Act 1992, and 
then be imposed only as necessary should regular audits not be conducted 
voluntarily. The Mandatory Audit Condition may be imposed to ensure periodic or a 
singular audit as required and may be 'tailored' to the issues and circumstances as 
they arise at the time. Further this approach relieves the project operator of 
commitment to a costly audit on a regular basis, resulting in reduced compliance 
costs for those companies that demonstrate leading practice mine rehabilitation. 

PAC Report Recommendation 15 
That the Department reviews intentions to mine existing rehabilitated land and 
considers options to ensure that proposed rehabilitated areas are not disturbed in the 
future, through conditions of consent or any other means. 

The Division recommends that where mining applications to re-disturb rehabilitated 
areas are proposed, each case be examined on its merits and where improved mine 
closure outcomes are expected, support the proposal. In assessing the benefits and 
costs of each proposal, changes to existing rehabilitated land may result in improved 
rehabilitation outcomes. For example, the reworking of former emplacement 
stockpiles to fill voids or for visually enhanced, sympathetic landform profiles 
containing micro relief and natural-like drainage lines. 



RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

The Division recommends that the following conditions be incorporated into the 
Development Consent, if granted: 

Rehabilitation Objectives and Applicant Commitments 
1) Inclusion of Preliminary Condition 21 "Independent Rehabilitation Audit" similar to 

the following form: 

Mandatory Audit Action Condition 

1. The authority holder must undertake, to the satisfaction of the Secretary, a 
mandatory audit to: 

(a) provide information to demonstrate compliance or otherwise with 
rehabilitation progression and rehabilitation obligations under the 
authorisations and compliance or otherwise with the final land use 
outcomes imposed by the project's Planning Approval 

(b) enable a determination of whether the authority holder is 
progressively rehabilitating the mine site to an acceptable standard. 

2. The authority holder must undertake a mandatory audit by: 
(a) appointing an auditor(s) certified to AS/NZS ISO 19011:2014 
Guidelines for auditing management systems 
(b) preparing an audit report in accordance with AS/NZS ISO 
19011:2014 Guidelines for auditing management systems 
(c) submitting the audit report to the Secretary on or before [Date]. 

3. The audit must: 
(a) Identify the areas and status of rehabilitation undertaken for each 

year of mine operation 
(b) Include a plan prepared in accordance with the structure of the 

Series 3 Plans described in the Division's ESG3: Mining Operations 
Plan (MOP) Guidelines, September 2013 including: 

(i) The proposed final land use domains (e.g. grazing, 
biodiversity corridors etc.) 

(ii) Surface contours at 5 metre contour intervals 
(iii) Active mining areas 
(iv) The Planning Approval boundary 
(v) The mining lease boundaries 
(vi) Areas that are excised from the mining lease 
(vii) The status and age of rehabilitation areas and what phase 

they are up to in the rehabilitation program (e.g. 
decommissioning; landform establishment; growth 
medium development; ecosystem and land use 
establishment; and ecosystem and land use sustainability) 

(viii) The location of any specific rehabilitation observations 
identified in the audit. 



(c) Determine whether rehabilitation, including final landform 
establishment, is being undertaken progressively and that the 
outcome of the rehabilitation is likely to comply with the final 
landform and land use objectives imposed by the project's Planning 
Approval; 

(d) Determine the adequacy of any current rehabilitation monitoring and 
management programs that have been implemented to date (e.g. 
scope, frequency, number of monitoring locations and use of 
analogue sites) and whether the associated findings can 
demonstrate that progressive rehabilitation is on a trajectory to 
meeting the final landform and land use objectives as approved in 
the Planning Approval; 

(e) Determine the effectiveness of rehabilitation care and maintenance 
programs in place to ensure that rehabilitation progress remains on 
a trajectory of meeting the final land use objectives in a timely 
manner; 

(f) Determine any areas of failed rehabilitation or areas that, if left 
unmanaged, are likely to result in a delay in achieving rehabilitation 
obligations; 

(g) Based on the findings of the audit, outline recommendations for 
rectifying any rehabilitation performance or non-compliance(s) 
identified. 

(h)  
2) Inclusion of Preliminary Condition 46 "Rehabilitation Objectives". 
3) Inclusion of Preliminary Condition 48 "Progressive Rehabilitation". 
4) Inclusion of Preliminary Condition 49 "Rehabilitation Management Plan", with the 

following amendment: 
1. c.49(g) include detailed performance and completion criteria for 
evaluating the performance of the rehabilitation of the site consistent with 
Table 10, and triggering remedial action (if necessary); 

Key Findings of the Proponents Response 
The Environmental Assessment (EA) and additional information has generally 
addressed the Division's Adequacy Review comments. The Division notes that the 
preliminary conditions of consent include the requirement to prepare a Rehabilitation 
Management Plan to the satisfaction of the Division. 

The recommended conditions of approval have been reviewed for consistency and 
standardisation with other project assessments and as exist on the current project 
being modified. The standard conditions of approval appear to have been adopted. 

The PAC Report did not specifically address issues raised in the Division's 
submission. 



The Proponent's response refers to the current Mount Owen Complex MOP, 
however the requirement to "address all aspects of mine closure" is deferred to the 
development of future mining operations plans and the development of a detailed 
Mine Closure Plan at least five years prior to the cessation of mining. This is 
acceptable provided the obligation for progressive rehabilitation is met in the interim 
and incorporated into the MOP(s). 

Should you have any enquires regarding this matter please contact Steve Cozens, 
Senior Project Officer on (02) 9842 8573. 

Your erely 

est 
er, Royalties & Advisory Services 
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Matthew Sprott

From: Michael Howat
Sent: Monday, 7 March 2016 4:25 PM
To: Matthew Sprott
Subject: RE: Request for EPA Advice - Mount Owen Continued Operations Project (SSD 

5850)

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Matthew, 
In regards to your comments below seeking clarification of the EPA’s position on the potential water management 
and water sharing/discharge scheme in place for the Mount Owen Complex sites, the EPA is aware of the Greater 
Ravensworth Water Sharing Scheme in place and notes that any water transferred from the Mount Owen  Complex 
under that scheme becomes the responsibility of the premises accepting the water for 
storage/processing/use/disposal.  
 
For example if Liddell Colliery (subject to EPL 2094) receives surplus water from Mount Owen through the GRWSS 
that water must then be managed by Liddell and managed/disposed of in accordance with all relevant approvals and 
licence conditions associated with that site.   
 
If the proponent chooses to pursue a direct discharge point at the Mount Owen Complex then this will be assessed 
by the EPA once a formal application to vary the Environment Protection Licence (or licenses) is received.  
 
Hope the above helps clarify our position.  
 
Regards 
 

Michael Howat  
Operations Officer - Hunter  
NSW Environment Protection Authority  
Ph: (02) 4908 6819   Mob: 0407 262 553 

michael.howat@epa.nsw.gov.au  www.epa.nsw.gov.au  @EPA_NSW

Formal electronic correspondence to the EPA should be sent to hunter.region@epa.nsw.gov.au 
Report pollution and environmental incidents 131 555 (NSW only) or +61 2 9995 5555 

 
 
 

From: Matthew Sprott  
Sent: Wednesday, 2 March 2016 5:24 PM 
To: Karen Marler 
Cc: EPA RSD Hunter Region Mailbox; EPA Planning Matters Mailbox 
Subject: Request for EPA Advice ‐ Mount Owen Continued Operations Project (SSD 5850) 
 
Good afternoon Karen, 
 
As you may be aware, the NSW Planning Assessment Commission (the Commission) published its review report on 
the Mount Owen Continued Operations Project on 17 February 2016.  
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The Commission’s report included a total of 24 recommendations regarding the Department of Planning and 
Environment’s (the Department’s) preliminary environment assessment, which relate to biodiversity, air quality, 
final landform and rehabilitation, water, Aboriginal cultural heritage, socio‐economics and the need for further 
public input. The Commission’s report can be downloaded from the Department’s website at: 
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/index.pl?action=view_job&job_id=5850 
 
Throughout the assessment of this project, the Department has consulted with a number of agencies and received 
advice from the EPA on 6 March 2015 and 26 August 2015 (see attached). As part of its review report, the 
Commission has recommendation that the Department undertake further consultation with the EPA in relation to 
air quality and water issues.  
 
Specifically, the Commission’s seventh and sixteenth recommendations state, in part, that “The Department should 
forward a copy of the updated peer review of the AQIA to EPA … and seek further comments in relation to the 
residual issues raised in their previous submissions.” and “That, prior to determination, the Department seeks 
further comments from … EPA about the discharge of surplus water from this project”. 
 
The Department would therefore appreciate the EPA’s consideration of and response to the following two matters. 
 

1)      With regards to the air quality peer review, I have attached a copy of Todoroski Air Sciences’ peer review 
(dated 20 November 2015) and Pacific Environment Limited’s (ie Glencore’s) initial response to this peer 
review (dated 14 December 2015).  
 
In light of this additional information, DPE is seeking confirmation from the EPA as to whether the concerns 
it has raised to date have been adequately addressed and whether it has any residual concerns regarding 
the air quality aspects of the project.  

 
FYI: Following its initial response to the November 2015 peer review, Glencore is in the process of providing 
some additional information (including data input files) for Todoroski Air Sciences’ consideration in finalising 
its final peer review of the air quality aspects of the project. Once the final air quality peer review has been 
completed, DPE will seek the EPA’s final feedback on air quality matters.  

 
2)      With regards to the discharge of surplus water from the project, I note that the project is expected to 

generate a net positive water balance in the later years of the mine life and that this water may be 
transported offsite under the Greater Ravensworth Water Sharing Scheme (GRWSS). I believe that the 
Commission is seeking recognition from the EPA that the project could result in water from the Mt Owen 
site being transported offsite and the EPA’s express consideration of the acceptability of the potential for 
discharging this water from licensed discharge points at the Ravensworth or Liddell sites under the GRWSS. 
Your comments on these matters would be greatly appreciated. 

 
The Department considers your advice in response to the Commission's recommendations to be critical in informing 
the Department’s final assessment of the project. It is therefore requested that, as a matter of urgency, you 
consider the Commission's review report, focussing on the seventh and sixteenth recommendations, and provide 
further comments or feedback on the above matters (including any requirements concerning additional information 
to be provided by Glencore) to the Department by no later than COB Wednesday, 9 March 2016. 
 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any queries regarding the above. 
 
Regards, 
Matthew 
 
Matthew Sprott  
A/Team Leader | Resource Assessments 
Department of Planning & Environment 
23-33 Bridge Street SYDNEY 2000 | GPO Box 39 SYDNEY 2001 
ph: 02 9228 2054 | e: matthew.sprott@planning.nsw.gov.au  
 





























Hunter New England Local Health District 
ABN  63 598 010 203 

 
Hunter New England Population Health 

Locked Bag 10 
Wallsend  NSW  2287 

Phone (02) 4924 6477  Fax (02) 4924 6490 
Email HNELHD-PHEnquiries@hnehealth.nsw.gov.au 

www.hnehealth.nsw.gov.au/hneph 

Hunter New England Local Health District 
Hunter New England Population Health 
Direct Contact Details 
Phone:  (02) 4924 6477   Fax: (02) 4924 6490 
Email: carolyn.herlihy@hnehealth.nsw.gov.au 
 
 
 

 
 

28 June 2016 
 
 
 
 
 

Mr Thomas Watt 
Senior Planning Officer 
Resource Assessments 
NSW Department of Planning & Environment 
GPO Box 39 
Sydney  NSW  2001 
 
 
Dear Mr Watt 
 
SSD 5850 - MOUNT OWEN CONTINUED OPERATIONS PROJECT (SSD 5850): GLENCORE 
RESPONSE TO COMMISSION REVIEW REPORT 
 
I refer to your email of 1 June 2016 inviting Hunter New England Health (HNEH) to review and 
provide comment on the response by Glencore to the Planning Assessment Commission’s Review 
Report for the Mount Owen Continued Operations Project. 
 
The above documents and the April 2016 Air Quality peer review document have been reviewed 
with particular attention being paid to issues HNEH raised in relation to air quality, which may have 
an impact on public health. 
 
Air Quality 
 
In our previous correspondence we expressed our concern that the environmental assessment 
used the current annual PM10 goal of 30 µg/m3 given the national air standards that would prevail 
during the operation of the mine were under review.  The proponent’s response to this concern 
was that air quality was assessed against current standards and not against the future standards 
to be implemented during the lifetime of the mine. 
 
Since then, on 15 December 2015, the National Environment Protection Council (NEPC) agreed to 
vary the National Environment Protection (Ambient Air Quality) Measure (NEPM). The amending 
instrument took effect on 4 February 2016. The new standards are as follows: 
 

Pollutant Averaging Period Maximum 
concentration standard 

Maximum allowable 
exceedances 

Particles as PM10 1 day 50 µg/m3 None 

 1 year 25 µg/m3 None 

Particles as PM2.5 1 day 25 µg/m3 None 

 1 year 8 µg/m3 None 

 
Reference: https://www.legislation.gov.au/Details/F2016C00215  

https://www.legislation.gov.au/Details/F2016C00215
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Mr Thomas Watt 
28 June 2016 
 
 

 
It is clear within the Air Quality peer review document and the prior environmental impact 
statement that many private residences will be exposed to particulate levels that exceed the levels 
in the current air quality standards for particulates.   
 
Should you require any additional information in relation to the above, please telephone Ms 
Carolyn Herlihy, Environmental Health Officer on (02) 4924 6477. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Dr Craig Dalton 
Acting Service Director - Health Protection 
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NSW GOVERNMENT 

Dams Safety 
Committee 

Thomas Watt 
Senior Planning Officer 
NSW Dept of Planning & Environment 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

111 HO 11 111 PC U065670 

7th June, 2016 

Our ref: 10.121.046 

Your ref: SSD5850 

Dear Thomas, 
Re: Mount Owen Continued Operations Project SDD 5850: 

Glencore response to Commission review report 
The DSC has reviewed the Planning Assessment Commission's review report on the Mount Owen Continued 
Operations Project (SSD 5850), as requested in your email of 1/06/2016. 

The project application area impacts the Mount Owen North and Mount Owen Notification Areas which 
surround the Mount Owen North Void Tailings Dam, and Mount Owen Rail Loop Tailings Dams respectively. 
The Mount Owen North Void Tailings Dam and Mount Owen Rail Loop Tailings Dam are prescribed dams of 
significant consequence category in the event of dam failure. 

Proposed mining undertaken as part of the Mt Owen Continuation Project within the Notification Areas will need 
to be endorsed by the DSC and the Company will need to apply to the DSC to this end. 

Should it be identified that endorsement by the DSC to mine within the Notification Areas is required, no complications are foreseen as the DSC has no objection to the proposed mining at Mount Owen. 

If you have any further queries please do not hesitate to contact me on 9842 8076. 

Yours Sincerely 

Bill Ziegler 
Manager Mining Projects 
Dams Safety Committee 

Department of Planning 

10 JUN 2016 

Scanning Room 

GADamSafetylDataserverTiles_Numerical101121_Mining_Geni1046_DOP_Part 3A & 75A matters\Hunter 
Coalfields\Mt Owen\Mt Owen SSD5850.docx 

Postal: NSW Dams Safety Committee Address: Phone: (02) 9842 8073 
Locked Bag 5123 Level 3 Fax: (02) 9842 8071 

DcimA 

Parramatta NSW 2124 10 Valentine Avenue http: www.damsafety.nsw.gov.au 
ABN 55 079 703 705 Australia Parramatta NSW 2150 email: dsc@damsafety.nsw.gov.au 

PCU065670PCU065670



Ita 
NSW 
GOVERNMENT 

 

Transport 
Roads & Maritime 
Services 

5 August 2016 

SF2015/006050 
CR2016/002908 
TR 

Resource Assessments 
NSW Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Attention: Thomas Watt 

NEW ENGLAND HIGHWAY (A15): MOUNT OWEN CONTINUED OPERATIONS PROJECT, 
RAVENSWORTH — EXHIBITION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT— SSD 5850 

I refer to your email dated 1 June 2016 regarding the Planning Assessment Commission (the 
Commission) review of the Mount Owen Continued Operations Project (SSD 5850). Glencore 
has responded to the Commission's review report dated February 2016 and the Department of 
Planning and Environment have requested Roads and Maritime's response to Glencore's PAC 
review report. I apologise for the delay in responding. 

Roads and Maritime understands that the Commission's review recommendations were in 
regards to issues including Biodiversity, Air Quality, Land Reform and Rehabilitation, Water, 
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage and Socio-Economic 

The Commission's review report did not raise any issues regarding traffic or the impact of the 
project on the classified road network. 

Roads and Maritime Response 

Roads and Maritime has reviewed the Commission's review report and Glencore's response 
and has no additional comments in regards to the project, as the issues raised by the 
Commission do not impact on the classified (State) road network. 

On the Minister's determination of this matter, it would be appreciated if a copy of the Project 
Approval is forwarded to Roads and Maritime for our records. 

Roads and Maritime Services 

Level 1, 59 Darby Street, Newcastle NSW 2300 I 
Locked Bag 2300, Newcastle NSW 2300 I www.rms.nsw.gov.au  113 22 13 



If you require further advice please contact Hunter Land Use on (02) 4924 0688 or 
development.hunterrms.nsw.qov.au   

Regards 

David Collaguazo 
A/Manager Land Use Assessment 
Hunter Region 

Cc General Manager 
Singleton Council 



NSW GOVERNMENT 

Transport 
for NSW 

Mr Thomas Watt 
Senior Planning Officer 
Resource Assessments 
Department of Planning & Environment 
GPO Box 39 
Sydney NSW 2001 

Dear Mr Watt 

Mount Owen Continued Operations Project Singleton Local Government Area, 
Response to Planning Assessment Commission Review Report 

Thank you for your letter dated 1 June 2016 requesting Transport for NSW (TfNSW) to 
comment on the above. I apologise for the delay in providing a response. 

TfNSW has reviewed the documentation and it is advised that the Planning Assessment 
Commission Review report and corresponding Response report raised no transport 
related items. TfNSW has no further comments to offer at this stage. 

For further information, please don't hesitate to contact Edmond Platon, Transport 
Planner on 8202 2557. 

Yours sincerely 

Mark ozi ga 
Princ s. Manager, Land Use Planning and Development 
Freight, Strategy and Planning 

Department of Planning 

26 AUG 2016 

Scann1Q Room 

CD16/07943 

18 Lee Street Chippendale NSW 2008 
PO Box K659 Haymarket NSW 1240 

T 8202 2200 F 8202 2209 
www.transport.nsw.goy.au 

ABN 18 804 239 602 
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