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PROF M. O’KANE: All right, Howard. Let’s — thanfou for coming in - - -
MR H. REED: Yep.

PROF O'’KANE: - --and we'll get going. I'll jugslo the opening statement and off
we - - -

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'KANE: Off we go. So, in opening, I'd like acknowledge the Gadigal
people of the Eora Nation, ah, and pay my resgedtseir Elders, past, present and
future. And, in this case, the Bloomfield Groupéeking approval for SSD6300 to
continue open cut mining of Rix’s Creek South Qdale for an additional 21 years.
My name is Mary O’Kane. | chair the Commissiontbis panel. Joining me are my
fellow commissioners, Andrew Hutton and Tony Peaysmd the panel is supported
by Dennis Lee from the Commission Secretariat.

In the interests of openness and transparencysare full capture of information,
today’s meeting is being recorded and a full trapsevill be produced and made
available on the Commission’s website. This is pak of the Commission’s
decision-making process and the information weegatlelps with our determination.
If there are any questions where you want to ¢ldhém, please do. If asked a
guestion which you’re not in a position to answiethe moment, feel free to take it
on notice and provide written material, and coutlall say our names when we
speak for the first time.

MR REED: Sure.

PROF O'’KANE: So thank you. And, um — as you knowm — and thank you for
considering it — we’ve sent a letter with a seaégquestions. We will probably ask
other things too, but that’s just a — a start abasis for — for discussion. So — um,
and as we’ve said this is — ah, sort of feels lkaj know, Groundhog Day with
Rix’s Creek, since we've now been here a few time= the last few months on its
various, um, determinations. So | guess if yotappy to start with the questions.
Are there any big ones we want to start with fomdod beforehand?

MR T. PEARSON: No, I'm happy to run through chotogically, if that’s - - -
PROF O'KANE: Okay.

MR REED: Okay.

PROF O'KANE: So, Howard, since we’ve all got tiigestions in front of us,
where - - -

MR REED: Well, perhaps | should just make an apgstatement. For the - - -
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PROF O'’KANE: That would be gorgeous.

MR REED: For the record, my name is Howard Reléd.a director of resource
assessments in the Department of Planning, Indastiythe Environment, and, um,
ah, I should say that the department received thasstions, um, yesterday
afternoon, and, ah, ah, in my view, it would tak®ubstantial amount of work to
provide, um, ah, thorough, ah, responses to e&glihat can be relied on, ah,
completely by the Commission. Ah. |- | wouldiaiate — or | should also say
we’re under quite constrained resource limits inarga of the department at the
moment. So my prediction is that it would take twdhree weeks to give you a
thorough and reliable answer to the 25 questions.

PROF O'KANE: And - and maybe we — you don’'t h&we- you know, there’s
some we could discuss and maybe just put aside - -

MR REED: Yep.

PROF O'’KANE: - - - so that you don’t have to dbut we’ll note that and thanks.
MR REED: Sure.

PROF O'’KANE: And that — that — that timing wonkell with our public meeting
anyway. Um, so great. Thanks, Howard. Um, seelsg, um, we're interested —
you know, the first one goes — why don’t we justadecanter through and I think, um,
comment on — on things — the first one really goesh, extra information requested

of the applicant. Is —is it all there or is therare there things we should be
particularly paying attention to in the new infortioa post the — us — post our review

MR REED: Well, no.

PROF O'’KANE: - --and in the light of MOD 10?

MR REED: My initial response to this would bettita all on our website.
PROF O’KANE: Right. Okay.

MR REED: And, ah, otherwise — ah, and the impurthings to draw your
attention to are in the department’s assessmeattrep

PROF O’KANE: Yep.

MR REED: And, um —ah. And, indeed, in the, aim, recommended consent
conditions.

PROF O'’KANE: Yep, which we’ll cycle back to.
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MR REED: Yeah. Yeah.
PROF O'KANE: Yep. Any other comments .....
MR HUTTON: No, that's fine. That's fine.

PROF O'KANE: Fine. Yeah. Um, the one — that\geay particular one about
review ..... three subject to reasonable noticguelss we're interested to know, um,
is it something — it's an area that has been broughum, in general terms by the —
the community about mine — mine-owned, but occupgstiences. What do you
think is — um, what would be reasonable noticeoimething - - -

MR REED: Well, we've responded. Ah, in regardtioited Wambo, the
Commission has proposed - - -

PROF O’KANE: 14 days.

MR REED: - - - 14 days as being reasonable notice

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR REED: And, ah, we responded yesterday thatwoald be appropriate.

PROF O'KANE: Okay. Good. All right. Well, weilvnote that. Um, so the next
one’s very much your space. Do you wantto - - -

MR A. HUTTON: Yeah, Andrew Hutton. Howard, wejiest keep to see whether
we could, um, get some visibility on the — the pesgive rehabilitation of the — the
site through the life of mine and whether theregg any information provided that
would show the status of those different miningutizance categories with
particular interest in the ones at the cessatianioning, so we can understand the
progressive rehab commitments. Are you aware pir@ormation that you could
provide, or is that a question we direct to theliappt?

MR REED: Well, ah, I think the best answer wibhee from the applicant insofar —
if — if — if | can be assured that, um, ah, th@infation that's already been provided
by the applicant and by the department doesn’$fyagour request, then, clearly, we
will require additional information from the apmlict, and my view is that the best
way for the Commission to obtain that is to talikhathe applicant directly.

MR HUTTON: Yes.
PROF O’KANE: | guess one thing we're interesteddvice from the department

on the speed at with — with which they should bebditating as they go and what
you think we should be all together trying to agkién this area.
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MR REED: Well, ah, how can | put this? Um, ifuydrive through the Hunter
Valley, ah, Rix’s Creek is, ah, fairly, um, apparand a fairly obvious mine site
from, ah, major roads like the New England Highwag, ah, the department
considers that, ah, rehabilitation should be, ahnereased focus of, ah, the
company going forward. It's for that reason — tkey reason that we’ve put forward
in the conditions that there should be a rehabiitestrategy.

PROF O'KANE: Yep.

MR REED: We don't always recommend that for eache. Ah, the standard
condition is a rehabilitation management plan.

PROF O’KANE: Yep.

MR REED: But where there’s a lot of rehabilitatito be undertaken, ah, and, ah,
ah, you want to be assured that there is a clieaolimine strategy towards
rehabilitation, ah, and, ah, that, ah, there anpertargets for progressive
rehabilitation and, ah — and, ah, a straightforwaag to — to measure that, then a
rehabilitation strategy is a — ah, is — is our vwaapf choice, if | can put it that way.
PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: Ah, the rehabilitation management pkentirely, ah, within the
oversight of the Resources Regulator, whereas #yetle conditions are drafted, ah,
there is, ah, an oversight of the rehab strateghéy- ah, by the secretary of the
department.

PROF O’KANE: Right.

MR REED: Ah, and it's our way of, ah, ensuringegdate focus on rehabilitation
going forward.

PROF O'’KANE: So that's really useful. That's- -

MR HUTTON: ltis.

PROF O'’KANE: That's really good.

MR HUTTON: Yeah.

PROF O'KANE: So we might signal we’ll come backeo that conversation - - -
MR REED: Yep.

PROF O'’KANE: - - - because that is very helpful.

MR HUTTON: Yes.
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PROF O'KANE: So, in practice, does the departmeliite, the secretary watch
through the strategy and you have the Resourcel&egwatch the more day-to-day
aspects of it for you.

MR REED: In —in simple terms, yes, that's exacight.

PROF O’KANE: What in slightly more in complex tes, because I've got a good
— good understanding of what happens?

MR REED: Um, I'm not quite sure how you recorthagh, but - - -
PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: Ah, um, I think that, um — ah, well, trehab strategy is meant to be,
ah, a rolling document that’s, ah, reviewed. Ah,vae would - - -

PROF O'’KANE: And that's done as part of the evdmee-year review?

MR REED: Yes. Yes. |believe it's every thresays. We would always involve
the Resources Regulator in that.

PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: It's a matter of coordination and co@iem. Ah, they have a much
larger, um, suite of — of statutory powers under-th-

PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: The Mining Act, ah, and they're well rcathey also hold the, um,
security deposit under the mining lease. So tleeyéry well placed, ah, for that
day-to-day management. That’s not to say that,almthe department’s compliance
branch doesn’t get involved in rehabilitation, kah, we certainly try not to tread on
each other’s toes. That's a cooperative relatignsh

PROF O’KANE: Good.

MR HUTTON: The ICMM recently released a mine ciasguideline that sets out,
| guess, industry best practice standards for miogure planning.

MR REED: Yes.
MR HUTTON: One of the key elements in there s ifsue of sudden closure - - -
MR REED: Yep.

MR HUTTON: - - - and ensuring that planning natylooks at the life of mine,
but also gives regard to the — the — the prosgesiadden closure - - -
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MR REED: Sure.

MR HUTTON: - - - and that — and that the minsustably positioned to respond to
that should it occur for whatever reason. Theaeihole range of reasons. Would
sudden closure be something that you would seg alkenent of the strategy — the
department strategy document, or is your view nati@ut the life-of-mine planning
rehab?

PROF O'KANE: Or both?

MR HUTTON: Or both, yeah.

MR REED: Well, I'm at a little bit of a disadvage, Andrew - - -
MR HUTTON: Yep.

MR REED: - - -inthat | haven't seen that documte

MR HUTTON: Sure.

MR REED: But I've seen previous ICMM documents.

MR HUTTON: Yep. Yeah.

MR REED: - - - and my expectation would be thatas — would be a high-level
international instrument that could be applied wagety — variety of circumstances.

MR HUTTON: Yep.

MR REED: And - ah, and my first response wouldHz, ah, in New South
Wales, ah, the pros — ah, the possibility of suddere closure, ah, was first
addressed, um, ah, well over 40 years ago thrdugMining Act 1973 and — and its
requirements for security deposits.

MR HUTTON: Yeah.

MR REED: So, ah, we could have, ah, a discussibmut the historical, um, ah, ah,
adequacy of security deposits, but over the lagiril® years, um, the agency that is
now the Resources Regulator — it has paid increasédncreasing and — ah, and
focused attention on ensuring that security dep@as#, ah, at the right scale to close
the mine, um, or to rehabilitate the mine followitigsure in practically any
circumstance. So that's the — ah, that's thedaié mechanism, ah, that — ah, that,
ah, the state has employed for many, many yearsder to — to address those
circumstances.

Beyond that, um, ah, | think it's a good thing fah, mines to always be looking
forward, and, and | think you would all know thath®e mine managers find it all too
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easy to focus on the day-to-day operations andhahgnnual bottom line, ah, rather
than paying sufficient attention to, um, how bestio things, ah, perhaps when
another mine manager will be in their shoes in figars time, and so in order to
only move dirt once, if that cost needs to be bhadgrward, well, will a mine
manager always do it? So in that — for reasoresthlat, it's a very good thing to
have this three-year planning cycle in regard &rtéhab management plan and the
rehabilitation strategy to always stay on top drmaffing circumstances, whether
they’re changing seam extraction or changing ecancircumstances, or changing,
um, weather - - -

PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: - - - circumstances, um, ah, and thewarthings that can interfere
with, um, a schedule that, um - - -

PROF O'KANE: Was - - -

MR REED: - - - ah, an environment officer - - -
PROF O'’KANE: .....
MR REED: - - - puts forward for rehabilitatione@vthe coming 12 months.

PROF O’KANE: | think that gives us quite a goodrmework. So we’ll probably,
at a second meeting — subsequent meeting - - -

MR REED: Yep.

PROF O'KANE: - - - or certainly the conditions atmg, cycle back through there,
but that, | think, helps point the way forward wedre.

MR REED: Okay. I could - - -
PROF O'KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: |- 1think it's worthwhile pointing oubat, um, there are some
uncertainties about, ah, the — the mine closurefteime and strategy for — for Rix’s
Creek. So as you know, there are two voids ttepesposed, ah, two pits, two
voids, the North Pit and the West Pit, and mosthink that extraction will take
place in the North Pit, ah, and, ah, ah, beforaliing extraction in the West Pit, ah,
and — ah, but rehabilitation of the North Pit wdme&t completed, nor will mining in
the North Pit be completed until much later in +ha life of mine.

Now, my understanding — the basic reason for th#tat, ah, the company is looking
to, ah, ah, preserve its options for undergroungngiaccess from the high wall of

the North Pit. So that area of the — the — th@@#&ds to be, um, left accessible, but
that is some time down the track. This is setioutin, um, the, ah, original, um, ah,
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EIS, and — ah, and it's discussed, | think, um Jaiefly in — in the — the preliminary
assessment report. That — that decision is, dikkelynto be taken for economic
planning reasons for quite a number of years, iadh, @h, it's — it's beyond the
normal mine planning cycle. | can’t remember thact date - - -

PROF O'’KANE: No, you're right. It's - - -

MR REED: - - - but I think it's — I think it's 288 or beyond, and, um, ah — and then
there’s, | think, something up to seven years of underground mining that's a
potential possibility. So that means — and thisasunusual for, ah, large, um, coal
mines or, for that matter, any large mine thatsessing a — a stratiform resource,
ah, that, ah, extends beyond, ah, a defined piit sten, it's not unusual for, ah, a
current mine plan to — to only um, ah, addressoaqmtion of the available resources,
and, indeed, the available resources might charitpeasonomics or technology and
that regularly happens as well. So | would darébayRix’s Creek is like dozens of
other mines, whether they’'re, um, mineral, sand or coal or, um, ah - - -

PROF O’KANE: Iron ore, or whatever you like.

MR REED: Ah, um, iron ore quarry resources that the state that, um, ah,
haven’t reached the end of their identified resewmed, ah, ah — and partly because
of limits placed by the department, that is, wewareomfortable with mine plans or
guarry plans beyond a generation, so 25 to 30 ya#&liesre uncomfortable —
uncomfortable about proposing approval for, ah~uimthe open-ended fashion
which was more the — it was common with approvalthe 60s and the 70s and —
and before. Ah, we would — we think they oughibédimited for the benefit — for
reasons of, ah, intergenerational equity. So dml'& ju — just wrapping that up,
ah, the situation at Rix’s Creek does require tthioeight about, but it's not unusual.
It's far from unique. There are dozens of othemesiin the state - - -

PROF O’KANE: Of course.
MR REED: - - -that are in the same situation.

PROF O'KANE: No. That's very handy, yeah, contexall that. Been — a lot of
our —we're asking a lot of these questions to e&xoialise that because of
uncertainties around the whole issue of — of cadl@dimate change too, and, you
know, if there’s resilience to deal with uncertgijrthen, you know, that helps deal
with some of that, and that’s why the strategy ideso attractive.

MR REED: Well, | think there’s two elements t@th One is the policy uncertainty
and — and that direction that the policy agenda takg, whether it's internationally
or nationally or — or in the state, and the — ttieepside of — of — of that coin is the
economic forecasts, and the economic forecasts]yigr wrongly, appear to be
universally robust.
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PROF O’KANE: The other side, again connectech&dconomic thing, is
technology, the move of technology, what it canidoluding emissions capture and
storage.

MR REED: Yes. Yes. Yes. Yes. Yes. Yes.

PROF O'KANE: So, you know, it — but it — it's juthe uncertainty is what causes a
lot of the angst in this. That's great. Let's ggming. Maybe you should run for
the most bit, till we hit some of the economic digss, | think.

MR HUTTON: Yeah. Sure.
PROF O'KANE: Yeah. Justto — yeah — keep it mgvi

MR HUTTON: Well, we were just keen to hear ddithit more about the — your, |
guess, assessment of the applicant’s review oboptl and 2.

PROF O'KANE: Yeah. Very keen on this.

MR REED: Well, there are elements of this that fjoing to have to take on notice.
The — the department accepted the company’s aseesfimt option 2 was the
preferable option, ah, that it obtained most oflibeefits that, ah, had been, ah,
thought possible by the commission’s expert, ahalata low and acceptable cost,
ah, and the, ah, the alternative, ah, ah, offéneidield additional benefit, ah, at a
substantially increased cost. Ah, that’s not tptbat, ah, either option wasn’t, um,
ah, able to be pursued. They — they aren’t todssyged — both options, but, ah, the
department considered that the company’s assessvasireasonable and, ah, didn’t
—didn’t require to be, ah — didn’t require a lbpashback.

MR HUTTON: Because the option 1, no other .lacpment would have meant —
would potentially mean retention of EEC habitatdasquirrel glider and those
aspects. So they — they've all been considerdgeimix of assessment.

MR REED: Yes.

MR HUTTON: Yes.

MR REED: But it's also an extra, um, I think, @&xira 14 metres in height.

MR HUTTON: Yes.

MR REED: 1think it's an extra 40 feet in heigitso.

MR HUTTON: Yes.

MR REED: And that increase in height is permarnegdacy in respect of visual,
um, ah, ah, presence. | won’t say necessarily atpbait a visual presence. And, ah,
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and because the dump is higher and farther awayahlage cost, um, ah, are a
significant — significantly increased. | thinksta factor of four or five, um, ah,
increase so that the option 2 — and | don’t béh-rlot sure whether it has been
assessed that that — that, ah, ah, increased batdaggcomes with increased, ah,
diesel emissions — particular emissions and — ageinfpouse gas emissions, so I'm
not sure whether they were taken into account,uut,ah, they, ah, they would be
relevant.

MR HUTTON: Mmm. Mmm.

MR PEARSON: Could | —-on those, um, costs, pregid table on page 28 which
has biodiversity credits, 2.7 million. This is 1.Behabilitation of 0.2. This is 0.5.
How are those characterised? Are they NPV cosaseothey just a summation of

the annual costs?

MR REED: Tony, I'm going to have to get back tmyon that.
MR PEARSON: Okay. Thanks.

PROF O’KANE: | suppose we’re onto the best prctiWe just wanted the
reference for that. Thisis - - -

MR REED: Um, well, when the department sayssragsessment reports that, ah,
ah, these conditions represented best practidhéamanagement of coal mining .....
open cut coal mining in New South Wales, perhapotirase isn't as transparent as
it could be.

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR REED: But what it really, ah, means is thah, &ah, the department’s
assessment practices, um, and knowledge doesrdineastatic, that it continues to
develop. Ah, so each coal mining assessment, omadds a little bit more to the
knowledge fabric and, ah, the assessment framew®okum, we would say that if
you lined up 10 coal mining assessment reports theelast 10 years that you could
see the, you know, a continual development betwleem, so, ah, in terms of
assessment practice, ah, the current practicestgb&ctice.

MR HUTTON: Right.
PROF O’KANE: Okay.

MR REED: But beyond that, ah, we would also $ef,tah, ah, our conditioning,
ah, of, ah, of — of coal mines, whether it's inchy to the rehab strategy that |
mentioned before or the precision with which digigrrequirements are — are
framed, ah, or, ah, the development of operatimglitions or increased precision in
air quality conditions, we would say that thereais, been a continual improvement,
perhaps even greater than in the assessment repertthe last 10 or 15 years. So,

.IPC MEETING 9.7.19R1 P-11
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Gmence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

basically, we're saying this assessment reportla@se conditions are, um, the best
that we can do and, ah, ah — and we’re confideaittttere has been a trajectory in
improvement over a significant period of time. tBat’s what we mean when we say
it's best practice.

PROF O'KANE: Thank you. | mean, it hooks backhe earlier conversation, like,
the strategy conversation. We were just trying/éok out where all that aligned
with a — a way forward which we’re just all thingithrough, but — look, don’t — you
don’t need to write any more on that.

MR REED: Okay.

PROF O’KANE: I think we’ve covered that, thankuyoAnd any of the others
where you think we've adequately covered it, dgp&nd time - - -

MR REED: | would — I would appreciate it if theramission could - - -
PROF O’KANE: If we mark out - - -

MR REED: - - - confirm to which questions we neéecdddress further.
PROF O'KANE: Yep, that's a good idea.

MR REED: And it doesn’t have to be today.

PROF O'KANE: No.

MR REED: But, ah, if — if you can agree and tikeme back to those, that would
be great.

PROF O'’KANE: Yes. | would happily do that.

MR REED: Yes.

MR HUTTON: Good. Tony.

MR PEARSON: So this question 7 ..... on the list.

MR REED: Yes.

MR PEARSON: So that the CBA, um, ah — it's TorgaPson here, sorry, for the
transcript. I'm keen to understand, um, if we couhpack the CBA methodology a

little bit to understand what — what goes intontdavhat doesn’'t go into it. So - - -

MR REED: Yes.
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MR PEARSON: - - - obvious sort of things that @off the top of my head are
things like scope 3, the reliance on achievableeoriteria as opposed to the — the

MR REED: Yes.

MR PEARSON: - - - the sort of first pass regirhattwould ordinarily apply to
mines. So | guess what I'm seeking is an unded#tgrof what's in and what's out
of that whole modelling process.

MR REED: Ah, and it's a very good question. Aliill need to get back to you,
Tony.

PROF O'KANE: Okay. Thank you.

MR REED: | wouldn't to, ah, ah — to mislead you.

PROF O'’KANE: Then the one about how draft comais were mod — if consent
were modifying in responding to agencies’ conceM&’re particularly — and that
links, | think, we get the same time, cover 17,rabe letter from New South Wales
Health from, I think, yes, 21 December.

MR REED: Mmm.

PROF O’KANE: So over to you, | think. Did thegroe back again?

MR REED: No, they didn't.

MR HUTTON: They didn’t. They left it there.

MR REED: They didn't. Yes. Yes. The — ah, tlepartment — it's hard to know
where to start on this.

PROF O’KANE: Yes.

MR REED: We have a difficult job in that, ah, Wave to undertake a
multifactorial analysis. If — if one agency sa¥idjke oranges,” and, ah — and, ah,
there are six oranges here and another agency*vég8, | like apples,” and, ah,
there are four apples here - - -

PROF O'KANE: Yes

MR REED: - - -then we have to basically, ah, agdvhat’s in the fruit basket - - -

PROF O'KANE: Mmm.
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MR REED: - --and work it all out. It's not @asy thing to do and the planning
legislation gives us that responsibly - - -

MR HUTTON: Yes.

MR REED: - - - and the objects of the Act and, thle matters, ah, to be taken into
account under, ah, section 4.15 - - -

PROF O'KANE: Yes

MR REED: - - - really call for a balancing Act),ao look at all, um, values and all
impacts or benefits or costs, whereas, ah, othemaes, ah, many other agencies,
ah, come from, ah, a single-issue perspective t'Stieeir legislation. And, ah, and
they, ah, to varying degrees advocate for, umthe),ah, values that underpin their
legislation, so not every officer within an agemeyuld take the same view, same
stronger advocates. Others, um, ah, perhapskitermre accepting of — of — of
what happens in other parts of government.

PROF O'KANE: Mmm.

MR REED: And so the long and the short of ithatf ah, we have advice from
agencies, ah, following exhibition that reflectsith+ ah, their focus and that’s what
it should, um, ah, reflect.

PROF O’KANE: Sure.

MR REED: But we have to take it all into accoant, ah, ah, and add it up. So
turning to health, um, health’s interest is in harhaalth.

PROF O'KANE: Mmm.

MR REED: And it's —in that respect it's — um,, glays great, ah, significance and
attention to, um, ah, an epidemiological studyherltke that would suggest that, um,
ah, there is no, um, ah, threshold limit, ah, famlan health impacts from particulate
matter.

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR REED: So from health’s perspective, and, alevelopment application that
they're asked to comment on, ah, that, ah, is @&stsacwith, for example, particulate
matter, or it could be, ah, noise or other thitgg, in particular, particulate matter,
they will take a, ah, ah, strong and straightfodwaew - - -

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR REED: - - - which they should, but, ah, thgaeément also has to pay attention
to, ah, the, ah, particulate matter, um, ah, linfiég are expressed in, ah, the air
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guality methods and EPA policy, ah, and the ovdrathework for regulating and
managing, ah, air quality impacts across the stdtg.ah, it may be that, ah, some
agencies will not be entirely satisfied whetherageress their concerns or — or not.
They will not be entirely satisfied by the outconfea multifactorial analysis. That's
the — the world that, um, the department are ptapand, indeed, the IPC - - -

PROF O'’KANE: Operate in. Yeah.

MR REED: Yes. Yeah.

PROF O'KANE: |- go on.

MR HUTTON: | was going to say, accepting thatm, it would assist us if we
were able to get a — um, a marked-up version oftimelitions, because — to step
back, in the assessment report, you — you nomthatehe department has
incorporated this advice into a recommended carditiThat occurs a number of
times through the report. It'd be good to seg¢hendraft conditions, where you've

given regard to that agency’s matter and brougittithas a condition and just sort
of highlight that for us would be useful.

MR REED: The —the — 1 — | —we’re happy to datthit’ll probably take a
substantial amount of work.

MR HUTTON: Right.

MR REED: Um, ah, the — the, ah — there are twlessto that coin as well. So the
department is constant — constantly striving fom, ah, standard conditions - - -

PROF O'KANE: Yep---

MR REED: - - - template conditions - - -
PROF O'’KANE: - - - and which we support.
MR REED: - - - that can be applied, ah, to, uny, development of — of — of a — of

a like type. Um, it's not necessarily the casé tther agencies, um, ah, are even
aware of our existing template conditions. So, thra,— it's — it's not, um, unlikely
that a similar thought from, um, ah, an agencyparicular line agency, um, ah,
over three or four projects would be expressedffarént terms. And so the — and,
for that matter, ah, sometimes, ah, requests fodiions are not expressed in legally
robust terms. They're — they're — they're — yowen— you can understand what the
intention is. Ah, they're clear — the — they areentional, but as to whether they are
either legally robust or in the framework that wemally use is a different question.
So, um, a lot of the time, um, ah, agency, ah, gsals need to be, um, ah, put
through, um — well, they need to be massaged - - -

PROF O’KANE: Yeah.
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MR REED: - - -if you like, ah, or formed intdhahe terms that we normally use,
ah, and — and we — we do pay, um, ah, some, @ntiatt to the department’s desire
for template conditions for, um, different typesdeivelopment. So it’'s not — it's not
a straightforward, um, ah, matter.

MR HUTTON: Yep. Perhaps, then, it's a case sf jdentifying what standard
condition, um, addresses that concern from the@genhat would be useful.

MR REED: 1think that would — that would be ofod of assistance, Andrew.

MR HUTTON: Yep.

MR REED: 1think that would be a lot of assistarte — um, ah, because, ah, we are
looking to, um, ah, reflect agency concerns as$as reasonable, and to do so in a
standard way. So, um, a lot of the standard cmmdithave developed over time, ah,
as a result of, um, um — well, issues commonly liaae been identified by agencies.
So - yep.

MR HUTTON: On — on the same thought process,d wqate keen to see where the
review, um, comments were addressed as conditions.

MR REED: Yep.
MR HUTTON: So the same sort of process of idgmtg - - -
MR REED: Yes.

MR HUTTON: - -- atable or a—a document thet bighlight those for us, if
that's something that’s not too difficult to proeid

MR REED: Yes.
PROF O'KANE: Okay. That sounds good.
MR HUTTON: Yep.

PROF O'’KANE: Just further on the health issueadmse this comes up ev — you
know, every mine - - -

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'’KANE: - - - every tunnel, everything. Ume’ve been wondering, and

we haven't settled on it yet, but this is sort aflg notice that we might get you to
organise a meeting for us with Health to talk ths, because they always say, every
time I've been involved in a — in a case, thatat there’s no safe level of a

particular matter, and yet — you know, as we knewen in the Hunter, it's not
Beijing. It's still — air quality is ..... but probably means some sort of standard
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condition is needed in the notification to peopies, sort of education side of things.
So | wond — this is where we’re sort of wonderisg@whether we all sit down with
Health in ..... condition story, with a — maybelw# view to a new standard

condition coming on about how people are left — kpaw left ..... S0 just signalling

MR REED: Yep.
PROF O'’KANE: - - - not sure where we’re landing that.
MR REED: Okay.

PROF O’KANE: | don’t know if you — if that woullde helpful to the department as
well as to us.

MR REED: It's —um, it's a — a vexed area.
PROF O’KANE: Yep.

MR REED: | know that in the Hunter Valley, a siipant proportion of the, um,
particulate matter in the air derives from sea salt

PROF O'’KANE: Absolutely. We've talked about thmegre.

MR REED: Which — which, um, um, ah, | haven’t teanyone mention for the
last five or six years, but - - -

PROF O'’KANE: Oh, it came up - - -

MR REED: - - - that was the studies that - - -

PROF O'KANE: We had itin the, um - - -

MR REED: - - - were done some time ago.

PROF O'’KANE: In the review period.

MR REED: Yep.

PROF O'KANE: Yeah, we talked about it in theresy

MR REED: Ah, and, um, ah — and, of course, aiggmt proportion of — of
particulate matter derives from other non-miningrses.

PROF O’KANE: And, of course, it's not always ttieemical side of it.

MR REED: No.
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PROF O’KANE: It's the shape.

MR REED: Well, um, when — when we’re talking agiture, when we’re talking,
um, ah, dust left off from agricultural surfacemyupht, bushfire, um, wood smoke
from, um, ah - - -

PROF O’KANE: Burning.

MR REED: From communities, ah, nobody seems foess any great concern
about those sources of — of — of dust.

PROF O’KANE: Oh, wood .....
MR REED: Well, in the measurement sense, they-do
PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: - - - butin the regulation sense, tdey’t. So, um, ah, | guess, um,
um, my concern there is — is one of equity.

PROF O’KANE: Oh, I think — but that’'s exactly tpeint, | — | think, that that's the
conversation that needs to be had with Health albowtit’s done for all particles
from all sources. It's not, you know, making ieat that it's a — you know, it's not a
single source that — that does it and clarifying public education terms, or
something like that.

MR REED: And | think there could be some consadier - -

PROF O’KANE: Considerable.

MR REED: Considerable value in that.

PROF O'KANE: Yeah. So we can talk further abttatt, both in the particular of

this case and in the general links between the Gesiom and department. Yeah.
Okay. Well, we'll — we’ll land on that and comediao you. Um, so | think we've

MR HUTTON: Iignored a couple, yeah.

PROF O’KANE: - - - covered that — that one. HBt&ement of commitments.

MR REED: Yeah, we're happy to provide that.

PROF O'’KANE: Allright. Good. We'll — we’ll waifor it to come. Um, and,
yeah, we're interested in understanding — andgasty, we’re cycling back again to

the first set of questions — over why some strategiou know, will be deferred, and
you explained issues like, you know, when theysare of protecting a piece of
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resource, um, and we can understand some of ityéyist wondered if there’s
further comments on that, or do you think we costdreat enough in earlier - - -

MR REED: No, no, I think — I think, um, the disgion here relates to granularity,
um, so — but before | — | talk about that, | — llyust talk about different types of
development.

PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: So if we look at the skyscrapers arousdessentially, they're
construction projects — short-term constructionjgunts. Um, two, three, four years

PROF O'KANE: Sure.

MR REED: - - -it’s built, walk away from it. Adr that, um, ah, the development
consent really only applies to the use of thatlitsci So, um, ah, it's a fairly focused
and defined, um, ah project that can be, if yoa,lgngineered and — and designed
and well run. Um, ah, a mine is — is a differeimidkof development. | could talk
about others as well - - -

PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: - - - but let’s just jump to mines. Uah, | said before that a coal mine
has a stratiform resource, um, ah, and knowledgleabfresource through surface
drilling is incomplete. Ah, it's a 30 or, in soroases, 50 or 70 year, ah, life of mine.
Broken Hill has been running for a hundred and - -

PROF O'’KANE: That's right. Something - - -
MR REED: - - - thirty years.
PROF O'’KANE: Yeah, something like that.

MR REED: Over 130. Um, um, but, ah, with coahas in the Hunter, | know that
some of them still have a 50 year mine life. Sowdedge is imperfect. Technology
changes. Economics change, policy changes, alsatiee development consent
process really isn’t about having perfect knowledfjeverything that’s going to
happen.

PROF O'KANE: We accept that completely.

MR REED: - - - but, rather, having, sufficientdwledge to have a clear
understanding of the project and how it's goindpéocarried out, particularly the
limits, ah, limits on — on production and — and, lahits on emissions and so on, ah,
and, ah, from there, you really have, um, ahctn use this term, an organic beast
that needs to be managed over — over a long life.
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PROF O'KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: Circumstances change. Um, knowledgegbs. Um, the knowledge
of — and, indeed, the community expectations raggnahabilitation change. So
from the department’s perspective, there are goactipal limits as well as policy
reasons why you wouldn’t want to freeze, um, aleyghing to do with the next 30
years of mining, or 10 or 15, ah, freeze it in time

PROF O'KANE: Yep. Agree.

MR HUTTON: Yep.

MR REED: - - - at the — a thousand lines of caitéin a development consent.
PROF O'KANE: And we don’t — it's more where —sitinderstanding when, um —
what — what is the sort of trigger stage, um, atidnk — | think we did cover a fair

bit of it.

MR HUTTON: Yeah, it —it's also to not lose opparities. Um, if we take, you
know, mine closure, post-mine - - -

MR REED: Yes.

MR HUTTON: - --land use options, there’s —las mine progresses, there — there
may be missed opportunities if we aren’t thinkitgat aspects at earlier stages as
an example, or it might be to do with water treattad the — the — the void water.
um- - -

MR REED: Yep.

PROF O’KANE: That's a good example.

MR HUTTON: Um, so it’s not just about the postrailand use. So it's about — |
agree that there — there are a lot of changeshamgistwill change going forward, but
it's about making sure that the — the applicanigelgven good regard to
opportunities, um, at — at the start of their -rtjmrney rather than - - -

MR REED: I—-1---

MR HUTTON: - - -leaving it all to the end.

MR REED: | agree with you.

MR HUTTON: Yep.

MR REED: Um, | — I think, really, um, ah, it'sits a matter of finding that safe
middle ground.
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MR HUTTON: Yeah.

MR REED: So too much focus upfront, ah, andtlaére are — there are a — a series
of downside risks.

PROF O'KANE: Yep.

MR REED: In adequate focus, um, ah, until, um yau get to the end of mine, ah,
um, or you get some surprise before the expectddemining, ah, there are clear
downside risks, and the — ah, the safest and best must be somewhere in the
middle. Now, my view is that, um — | probably wdalt have said this 10 or 15
years ago, but my view, ah, ah, is that, um, ahmix of consent conditions now is
pretty good. So, particularly where you've goehabilitation strategy that proposes
—um, ah, you've got to have a plan. You've gobhdawe a plan for the life of mine.
You need to know what you're going to do and how’'s@going to do it. Um, ah,
that needs to be reviewed, and it needs to be apgroAnd then it needs to be
regularly looked at again and — and revised.

Rehabilitation Management Plan, this is what yogoeng to do over the next three
years, this is your forward schedule, ah, thiso lyou’re going to achieve it, ah, ah,
it gives good, um, ah, opportunity for, ah, regaeaersight by, um, ah, by the
resources regulator and the department. Requitaim@nogressively rehabilitate,
well, the schedule for that reflected in the ReN&magement Plan. So there was a
time when the department’s condition requiring pesgive rehabilitation was not
integrated with the Rehab Management Plan. Itgasthere, um, um, and important
that it was there, but, ah, it needed to be magarbt linked into the Rehab
Management Plan so there was something to actuahage in respect of that
progressive rehab condition.

Turning to final voids and mine closure, | guessvigw is, ah, you could develop a
fairly slim document, um, ah, post-consent, ah,-but order to satisfy a requirement
to have a document, but, um, ah, a thoughtful delleloped, ah, mine closure plan
or final void management plan, ah, in my view, reeedbe — is — is best developed,
um, at a planned time before that expected davethé&timeframe that the
department’s traditionally used has been five yeéhs, ah, if, ah — perhaps what
we don't have is a triggered clause - - -

PROF O'’KANE: |was justgoingto .....

MR REED: - - -in terms of mine closure of mirlesure or final void planning.
Ah, if — if — if, for example, there was, um, anetlGFC - - -

PROF O'KANE: Yep.
MR REED: - - - ah, and, ah, which — which threatthe life of a number of coal

mining companies, ah, and coal mining operatidhthere was that unexpected
interference in, um, ah, or — or impact on the retdnd — and, ah, business as usual,
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ah, then I'm not quite sure that, um, we haveggér to pull at that time to bring
forward, ah, those closure planning requirements.

PROF O'’KANE: That's a good point. Are you contédyle with that?
MR HUTTON: Yep, | -1am, yeah.

PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR HUTTON: Yep.

PROF O'’KANE: We might again cycle back with that-

MR REED: Sure.

PROF O'’KANE: - - - because | think that provides-

MR REED: Yep.

PROF O'’KANE: - - -a good hook to some of thigm, next one’s you ..... the
EPBC - - -

MR HUTTON: Oh, yeah. Just the — the speciesoamraunity that was listed post
the, ah, original referral under the EPBC. I'mtjuerested in, um, getting your or
the department’s view around the — the need tefex-or to identify whether that
species needs consideration given it's now beésdlis

MR REED: Well, we — ah, | had a look at the prefiary assessment report and,
ah, the — the circumstances at — at the time wevrere well addressed there. So, ah,
the company, ah, referred itself to the Commonwealin, um, some years ago, and
the Commonwealth decided that this was not a chetkaction. Um, ah, its plans,
um, ah, changed after that, and there was an isetleaumber of hectares, ah, ah, of,
um, ah — there’s, ah — it's — it's a hard acronign't it — of the, um, ah, CHVEFW.

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR REED: Um, ah, in fact, it's not an acronynaét

PROF O'KANE: No.

MR REED: 1think an acronym has to be - - -

PROF O'KANE: .....

MR REED: - - - pronounceable, but, um, it — it,-ah — we suggested in our

preliminary assessment report that, ah, um, alatthie company re-refer itself to —
to the Commonwealth. Um, ah, | don't believe thappened.
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PROF O’KANE: Yeah.

MR REED: And, ah, ah — but we have undertakeassessment, if you like, in
accordance with, ah, everything that, um, ah, thte $s required to do. So, um, ah,
that — that woodland has, um, ah, listed New Suvdles equivalents, and they've
been taken into account in the biodiversity assessmully. So even if the
company, ah, ah, had referred itself to the Comnaatilv 18 months ago or if it did
so tomorrow, none of those things could be takeshould be taken into account in
the department’s assessment reports. They couldted, but they don’t become
matters for consideration.

The department undertakes an assessment for then@omealth in certain defined
circumstances and, ah, under the bilateral agreeledéween the two governments,
and, ah, ah, one of those defined circumstance$ st the Commonwealth process
starts early enough. So if the — if — if the Conmwealth, um, ah, decided today

that, um, ah, this was a controlled action, théntlaeir, ah, ah assessments under the
EPBC Act couldn’t be cobbled into the state procdss/ould have to take place
separately.

MR HUTTON: Separately, yep.

MR REED: So as — as far as I'm concerned, batih€fasons of timing and because
of the Commonwealth decision that this was notraroied action, ah, that turns the
page on the Commonwealth, um, ah, requiremenginst of the state’s assessment.
Ah, anything that happens, ah, ah, is now essgnéiahatter between Bloomfield
Collieries and, ah — and the Commonwealth. Slef@Gommonwealth - - -

PROF O'KANE: .....
MR HUTTON: Yep.
MR REED: Yep.

MR PEARSON: Could I ask — so, | mean, is therslathat the Commonwealth
may — may — may form a different view on the basithis additional community

that has been identified, and if that view was fedirhow would the consent process
and the approval process here address that — tbenoe of that risk?

MR REED: Ah, well, | can’t answer for the Commagaith. | can say that, um, my
understanding is that they — they’re not partidyleeen to — ah, to turn a — a non-
controlled action into a controlled action. Thethat's not their practice. Ah, but,
ah, in regard to these individual circumstancesally can’t say. | don’t know. But
in terms of what it would mean for this process, am | would say, as | said before,
it really means nothing. That is a matter betwBkromfield and the
Commonwealth. So - - -

MR PEARSON: The —the — the — yes.
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MR REED: We have taken into account all the diatéors.

MR PEARSON: Yes.

MR REED: And that's all this is, a state assesgme

MR PEARSON: Yes. The way — the way — the way aatontrolled action can be
offset, though, is different under the Commonweegdtfime to the — the available
mechanisms are smaller, more limited if you likeder the Commonwealth.

MR REED: They're a bit more limited, yes. Yes.

MR PEARSON: Yes.

MR REED: Yes.

MR PEARSON: Than under the state regime. Sank in particular, the ability
to pay into an accredited fund.

MR REED: In fact, that's the current situation.

MR PEARSON: So it places more of an emphasis pes-

MR REED: It might not remain the situation.

MR PEARSON: Right. Yes.

MR REED: But at the moment it is.

MR PEARSON: Okay. So | guess the difference mighthat — that the — the
requirement to offset has to be done — the req@neito offset would — that
particular community would need to be, um, sometluther than - - -

MR REED: Like for like.

MR PEARSON: Like for like, that’s right.

MR REED: Mmm.

MR PEARSON: It would need to be something othentpayment into an
accredited fund which - - -

MR REED: |- Ido believe that discussions argang between, ah, New South
Wales and the Commonwealth on those - - -

MR PEARSON: Okay.
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MR REED: - - - matters, but, um, ah, in any célsat would be — or the outcomes
there would be post a Commonwealth assessmentuanah, | dare say, you know,
18 months from today, something like that.

MR PEARSON: Okay.

PROF O'’KANE: All right. The scope questions egally just all a — technical
issues around how MOD 10 is factored in and — heditning question, is the 21
years from, um - - -

MR REED: No, these are fair enough questions.l have to, um, ah, confess that,
um, ah, the final assessment report could have phjetter attention to the
approval of MOD 10. | think there was a periodgsof days between, ah, the
commission’s - - -

PROF O’KANE: Yes.

MR REED: - - - approval of MOD 10 and, ah — amch, ah - - -

PROF O'’KANE: That's right.

MR REED: - - - ah, the submission of — of thipad. Ah, and — and we should
have reflected that.

PROF O'’KANE: And | guess it's just anything weegkto pick up is what'’s the
important thing. Are there any technicalities-- -

MR REED: Well, the critical question there iss-yobur question, ah, is it 15?7 The
last one?

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR REED: And we will — we will get back to you dimat.

PROF O'KANE: Okay.

MR REED: My assumption is that everything - - -

PROF O'KANE: Starts.

MR REED: Everything in the clock started from, ,uah, June 2019.
PROF O'’KANE: Right.

MR REED: Um, but | will, um, ah, check that wBhoomfield.
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PROF O'KANE: Thanks. Great. All right. Thatwsals — that's fine. Um, then,
the 16, we're just keen to understand the emploympmtess. Now, maybe this
should be directed to the applicant.

MR REED: 1think it's probably best.

PROF O’KANE: Okay.

MR REED: 1think it —if I'm correct, it seekslavel of detail beyond what was in
the PAR and the FAR.

PROF O’KANE: It does.

MR REED: Yes, then | think it's best to be addegsto the - - -
PROF O’KANE: It's understanding, you know, what--

MR REED: Year by year.

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O’KANE: And we will ask them.

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'’KANE: As we’ve really covered 17 and Inkithat — can see a way
forward there.

MR PEARSON: |think we've dealt with 18.
PROF O’KANE: Yeah, we have dealt with 18, | think

MR PEARSON: It — it —the only comment | would keahere is — is, again, just
trying to separate the economic impact from thewottonfinancial impacts - - -

MR REED: Yes.

MR PEARSON: - - - so that we can then try to ieigweigh that.
PROF O’KANE: Well - - -

MR PEARSON: The other impacts being equality bindliversity .....

PROF O'’KANE: And we will also be asking the ajgplnt about that, too. Tony, on
197
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MR PEARSON: 19 was — I'm sure it's somewhere. | - but really after some
information in terms of the — the volume and finahonpact of the scope 3
emissions.

MR REED: Well, | think — I think there is a bro&dure of, | think it's 71 million
tonnes in — in the PAR, | believe, and, um, alvas scope 3, and that — that detail
would certainly be, ah, in the EIS. And the otpkace | would look for, ah, the
dollars, is in the March 2018 economic impact assesit.

MR PEARSON: Thank you.

PROF O'’KANE: If necessary, come back on that, tweth do you want to ask the
next couple.

MR PEARSON: Ah, so there’s a couple here. Soadrvehich | — I'm not sure that
the applicant has fully addressed one of our repadmmendations which was a
recommendation 22 to compare the existing coakgaoecast that we use, so the
Macquarie, World Bank and IMF price forecast wither available price forecasts,
so other broker reports or other independent goecasters like CRU or Wood
Mackenzie or the like. Um, so I'm not sure if tivafiormation can be obtained or
whether that — you feel that has an impact on thg thvat the recommendation has
been addressed by the applicant.

MR REED: Um, ah, this is one that | can’t, umswaar, ah, straightforwardly. | — |
think if I might make a suggestion it would be atktto the applicant. The
department is happy to deal with the matter, libink in the end we would be
talking with the applicant about the matter and, bat other than that, I'm not quite
sure | can — | can add, ah, anything today.

MR PEARSON: And then the other — the other thiveg came up when | was
reviewing the KPMG report was this, um, the envinamtal externalities that have
been costed - - -

MR REED: Yes.

MR PEARSON: - - - of $5.9 million.

MR REED: Yes.

MR PEARSON: And it would be great to be able npack that a little bit more in
terms of what - - -

MR REED: Into - - -
MR PEARSON: And it comes back to that other goestbout what's in, and in

terms of how what's in, how are these things calad in — in a little bit more detail
to help understand how that $5.9 million numberlieen arrived.
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MR REED: Okay. Um, well, how would the commissike to proceed on this?
Do you want — do you want to go directly to the laggmt on these matters or — or —
or what?

PROF O'KANE: Why don’t we speak to the applictrg next meeting.

MR PEARSON: Yes. Okay.

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'’KANE: And then when we come back to yoaudhwhich ..... we will tell
you - - -

MR PEARSON: Yes. Yes.
MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'’KANE: - - - if we need more or your helphink is the best way to do
that.

MR REED: Okay. Okay. No, that's great.

PROF O'’KANE: Are you happy with that?

MR PEARSON: Yes, that's fine. Yes, that’s great.

PROF O'KANE: The conditions questions coming o r@ally — most of them are
probably for the later condition discussion, althiouw was going to say to you, we
might have that reasonably early in the process - -

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'KANE: - - - because you're very advancadlee conditions.

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'KANE: We seem from this discussion to aéew things where we could
be working together further and I think we couldlpably be looking forward - - -

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'KANE: - - - at arelatively early time tfoe — to our discussion and then
the discussion of the applicant, I think.

MR REED: Sure.
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PROF O'’KANE: Um, you know if we are moving towardetermining in their
favour — so do you think we — should we leave thmse- -

MR HUTTON: Yea.
PROF O’KANE: | think we’re probably — generallyevmight just park those .....

MR REED: Okay. That's fine. | would say thate®of the same questions have
been addressed in respect of, ah, United Wambo.

PROF O'KANE: Yes, exactly. Yes.

MR PEARSON: Yes. Yes.

MR REED: So - yes, so, um, ah, this list mighéfidown after - - -
MR PEARSON: Yes.

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR REED: ---the .....

PROF O'’KANE: We might just need to formally trérsfrom one case to the
other.

MR PEARSON: Yes.

MR REED: Yes. Yes.

PROF O'KANE: So we might need you to send us - -

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'’KANE: Say, “This is what we did on Unitééambo.”
MR REED: Yes. Well, we did send - - -

PROF O’KANE: It's probably easier for you to tdtk yourselves than — than us to
talk to ourselves.

MR REED: We did send over revised conditionsaited Wambo yesterday.
PROF O'KANE: Wambo. Great. Yes. | knew they&ve... and thank you for
that. Um, and then we’re just clarifying, ah, ahbjunctive there from “we said”.

Now, other questions? Andrew? Anything else?

MR HUTTON: No, | think that has covered most ahm
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PROF O'KANE: Tony?
MR PEARSON: No, I'm good, thank you. That hasrbgery useful.

PROF O’KANE: Dennis, is there anything we talledxbut yesterday that we've
forgotten to raise?

MR D. LEE: No.

PROF O'KANE: Right. And | had been — going tg,daave you got time to
continue, but I think we’re there. Is there angthwe should have covered, we
didn't?

MR REED: No, don'’t think so. To — | mentioneddre my — my — that area about
the proposed underground mining and what it meankfé-of-mine planning. And

| guess my view on that is that there’s not mucle ¢hat can be done this time other
than to recognise those facts and to ensure tegtate adequately addressed in the
rehab strategy and — and so on going forward. Wigatompany has proposed is
not an unreasonable approach but it does have herwh if you like, uncertainties,
particularly regarding the future of undergrounchimg that — at that site that, um,
deserve, um, ah, exploration. And so | would thinkould be quite a reasonable
question to put to the company. Ah — ah, “Whaydo propose to do about
rehabilitation of the North Pit void if you decidet to pursue underground mining,
and when do you think that you would be in a posito take a final, um, ah — or
decision on whether to proceed with a DA for undawugd mining at the site or
not?”

PROF O’KANE: All right. Well, thank you very mhc
MR REED: Okay. Thank you.

PROF O'KANE: That's great. We will follow up witvarious other conversations
down the track but - - -

MR REED: Okay.

MR HUTTON: | would also like just to acknowledtjee way the report was made
out was very helpful - - -

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

MR HUTTON: - - -in terms of addressing eachled tecommendations from the
review report and - - -

MR REED: Yes.

MR HUTTON: - - - articulating each argument, legs, so thanks for that.

.IPC MEETING 9.7.19R1 P-30
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Gmence



10

15

20

25

PROF O'KANE: Yes.
MR REED: Thank you, Andrew. Yes.

PROF O'KANE: And | would like to echo that. | ex@ we found the material. It
has been good so we’re hoping to move quite quitklyugh this one.

MR REED: Unfortunately, we've lost the officerath- that was the prime author of
that report.

PROF O'KANE: We know. Yes.

MR REED: It's a great loss to the departmentyss, Yes.

MR PEARSON: She does great work.

MR REED: Yes, she does. Yes. Yes. Yes. Sheontinue to do so.
MR PEARSON: Yes.

MR REED: Yes. Yes.

PROF O’KANE: All right. Thank you.

MR REED: Well, thank you.

RECORDING CONCLUDED [10.32 am]
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