Department of Planning, Housing and Infrastructure ‘ IV ”
Nk
Our ref: SSD-10418-PA-49

Chris Lauritzen

General Manager — Resources Development
MACH Energy Pty Ltd

Via Major Projects Portal

18/03/2025

Subject: Mt Pleasant Optimisation Project — Northern Link Road Biodiversity Requirements

Dear Mr Lauritzen

| refer to your letter dated 5 March 2025, requesting a revision to the biodiversity credit requirements for
the Northern Link Road in accordance with Condition B61, Schedule 2 of the consent for the Mt Pleasant
Optimisation Project (SSD 10418).

The letter describes that a refined design for ‘Option 2’ for the Northern Link Road has been developed to
achieve the following:

e avoidance of land owned by the owners of the Dartbrook mine to the north of the project and
some Crown land;

e adoption of a better road geometry at the western end where the Northern Link Road will intersect
Castlerock Road; and

e design of appropriate embankments, culverts and water management infrastructure to meet road
design standards and Muswellbrook Shire Council requirements reflective of the above
refinements to the alignment.

| note you have obtained advice the refined Option 2 footprint is generally in accordance with the EIS and
EAs as defined in Development Consent SSD 10418 and generally in accordance with the Development
Layout in Appendix 2 of the Development Consent SSD 10418, such that it complies with Condition A2
(c) and (d) of the Development Consent SSD 10418.

Accordingly MACH Energy Pty Ltd is requesting to update the biodiversity credit requirement to reflect the
refined Option 2 footprint as permitted by Condition B61.

| note:
e the letter includes a revised credit liability calculated by Dr Colin Driscoll of Hunter Eco; and

e you have consulted with the Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water
- Conservation Programs, Heritage and Regulation (CPHR) as required by the condition. CPHR
confirmed it has no comments on the letter.
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Accordingly, as a nominee of the Planning Secretary, | approve the revised biodiversity credit
requirements for the Northern Link Road as outlined in the letter dated 5 March 2025.

Please ensure you make the document publicly available on the project website at the earliest
convenience.

If you wish to discuss the matter further, please contact Jack Turner on 9995 5387.

Yours sincerely

Stephen O'Donoghue
Director
Resource Assessments

As nominee of the Planning Secretary
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5 March 2025

Mr Stephen O’Donoghue

Director Resource Assessments

Department of Planning, Housing and Infrastructure
GPO Box 39

Sydney, NSW 2001

Sent via email: Stephen.ODonoghue@planning.nsw.gov.au

RE: MOUNT PLEASANT OPTIMISATION PROJECT DEVELOPMENT CONSENT SSD 10418 — NORTHERN LINK ROAD
BIODIVERSITY CREDIT REQUIREMENTS

Dear Steve,

Development Consent for the Mount Pleasant Optimisation Project (the Project) was granted under Part 4 of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (NSW) (EP&A Act) by the NSW Independent Planning
Commission on 6 September 2022 (State Significant Development [SSD] 10418).

As you are aware, MACH Energy Australia Pty Ltd (MACH) commenced Development Consent SSD 10418 for the
Project on Monday 12 February 2024.

This amended letter provides an update on the design and construction of the approved Northern Link Road and
requests the agreement of the Planning Secretary under Condition B61 of Development Consent SSD 10418 to
vary the number of credits that must be retired prior to the commencement of construction of the Northern Link
Road and incorporates the additional information requested on 28 February 2025. This letter is also intended to
commence the consultation process with the Planning Secretary and the Biodiversity Conservation and Science
Directorate (BCS) in relation to the retirement of credits under Condition B61 of the Development Consent SSD
10418.

Update on Northern Link Road Detailed Design

The Mount Pleasant Optimisation Project Environmental Impact Statement (the EIS) evaluated two options for
the Northern Link Road, with Option 1 being preferred, subject to landholder access. The centreline of each
option is shown in Figure 3-1 of the EIS, which became Figure 1: General Project Arrangement of the
Development Layout Plans in Appendix 2 of the Development Consent SSD 10418.

Note 2 to Figure 1: General Project Arrangement of the Development Layout Plans in Appendix 2 of the Consent
notes the arrangement is “Subject to detailed design of Northern Link Road alignment”. Section 3.13.4 of the EIS
noted the alignment of the Northern Link Road would be designed and constructed in accordance with the
Austroad Guidelines in consultation with Muswellbrook Shire Council (MSC).

MACH has elected to proceed with Option 2 of the Northern Link Road due to landholder access constraints and
has been undertaking detailed design of the Northern Link Road in consultation with MSC on this basis.
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MACH has reached 100% detailed design of a Northern Link Road footprint in consultation with MSC, herein
referred to as the “Refined Option 2 Footprint”. The Refined Option 2 Footprint for the Northern Link Road is
similar to Option 2 described in the EIS, but with the following necessary and/or desirable adjustments:

e avoidance of land owned by the owners of the Dartbrook mine to the north of the Project and some
Crown land.

e adoption of a better road geometry at the western end where the Northern Link Road will intersect
Castlerock Road; and

e design of appropriate embankments, culverts and water management infrastructure to meet road
design standards and Muswellbrook Shire Council requirements reflective of the above refinements to
the alignment.

The Refined Option 2 Footprint is presented in Attachment 1 to this letter.

The Refined Option 2 Footprint would involve clearing approximately 0.6 hectares (ha) less native vegetation
compared to the footprint assessed for Option 2, and 4.7 ha less native vegetation than Option 1, as the Refined
Option 2 Footprint would traverse areas separately assessed and approved for disturbance (Attachment 1). The
Refined Option 2 Footprint would involve a slight increase in disturbance of the woodland form of the Box-Gum
Woodland Critically Endangered Ecological Community (CEEC) (approximately 2 hectares) due to the need for
appropriate embankments adjacent to the road alignment and the adoption of the amended geometry at the
western end. There would be no overall increase in disturbance of the Box-Gum Woodland CEEC (woodland and
Derived Native Grassland [DNG] forms) compared to what was assessed, and the disturbance would be
appropriately offset with the proposed credit retirement outlined in this letter.

MACH proposes to lodge an amended survey plan of the approved disturbance areas required under
Condition A11 of Development Consent SSD 10418 to reflect the Refined Option 2 Footprint and limit disturbance
to these areas for works associated with the Northern Link Road.

It is noted that the Refined Option 2 Footprint includes temporary disturbance that would be associated with
construction activities and installation of associated environmental control measures (e.g. temporary erosion
and sediment control) that would be rehabilitated following the completion of construction works.

It is expected that construction works for the Northern Link Road will commence in Q2 2025, as soon as the
Works Deed with Muswellbrook Shire Council is finalised, appropriate biodiversity credits retired and contractors
mobilised.

MACH has obtained legal advice that the Refined Option 2 Footprint is generally in accordance with the EIS and
EAs as defined in Development Consent SSD 10418 and generally in accordance with the Development Layout in
Appendix 2 of the Development Consent SSD 10418, such that it complies with Condition A2 (c) and (d) of the
Development Consent SSD 10418. This advice is enclosed for the information of the Department in
Attachment 2.
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Northern Link Road Biodiversity Credit Requirements
Condition B61 of Development Consent SSD 10418 requires the following (emphasis added):

B61. Prior to the commencement of construction of the Northern Link Road the Applicant must retire the
biodiversity credits specified in Table 8, unless otherwise agreed by the Planning Secretary in
consultation with BCD. The retirement of credits must be carried out in consultation with BCD and
in accordance with the Biodiversity Offsets Scheme of the BC Act.

Table 8: Biodiversity credit requirements —Northern Link Road

i Credits Required
Credit Type Option 1 | Option 2

Ecosystem Credits

PCT 483 — Grey Box x White Box Grassy 17+ 104*

Woodland

PCT 483 — Grey Box x White Box — Spotted Gum 237% 7%

Grassy Woodland

PCT 483 — Spotted Gum Derived Native Grassland 0 2*

PCT 618 — Forest Red Gum Grassy Open Forest 5* 5*

PCT 1605 — Plantation 6 5

PCT 1606 — White Box — Narrow-leaved Ironbark 16% 16%

— Blakely’s Red Gum

PCT 1606 — Derived Native Grassland 32% 30*
Total 313 234

Species Credits

Squirrel Glider (Petaurus norfolcensis) | 268 | 194

*Credits relevant to EPBC 2020/8735.

Similarly, Condition B62 of Development Consent SSD 10418 sets out the requirements for the retirement of
credits for the Hunter Valley Delma (Delma vescolineata) consistent with the applicable Biodiversity Risk
Weighting (yet to be published).

In accordance with Condition B61 of Development Consent SSD 10418, MACH proposes that the Planning
Secretary vary the number of credits to be retired prior to the commencement of construction of the Northern
Link Road to reflect the Refined Option 2 Footprint.

This will resultin an overall increase in the total number of credits to be retired by MACH compared to the current
requirements for Option 2 in the Development Consent but remains less than the total credit requirement for
Option 1.

Table 1 presents the proposed credits to be retired for the Refined Option 2 Footprint, based on the information
presented in the Project Biodiversity Development Assessment Report (BDAR), as calculated by Dr Colin Driscoll
of Hunter Eco, Biodiversity Assessment Method (BAM) accredited assessor (Accreditation no: BAAS17004) and
presented in Attachment 3.
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Table 1
Biodiversity Credit Requirements — Northern Link Road

Credits Required Refined .
Credit T Obtion 2 Difference
redi e ion
P Option 1 Option 2 .p (Option 1/2)
Alignment
Ecosystem Credits
PCT 483 — Grey Box x White Box
17 104 133 +116/+29
Grassy Woodland
PCT 483 — Grey Box x White Box —
237 72 122 -115/+50
Spotted Gum Grassy Woodland
PCT 483 — Spotted Gum Derived
. 0 2 3 +3/+1
Native Grassland
PCT 618 — Forest Red Gum Grassy
5 5 4 -1/-1
Open Forest
PCT 1605 — Plantation 6 5 2 -4/-3
PCT 1606 — White Box — Narrow- 16 16 4 12/-12
leaved Ironbark — Blakely’s Red Gum
PCT 1606 — Derived Native Grassland 32 30 2 -30/-28
Total 313 234 270 -43/+36
Species Credits
Squirrel Glider (Petaurus norfolcensis) | 268 | 194 207 | -61/+13

For completeness, Table 2 presents the outcomes of the credit calculation for the Hunter Valley Delma
(Delma vescolineata) for the Refined Option 2 Footprint. As the calculated number of credits is less, MACH is not
seeking a change to the number of credits to be retired at this stage.

Table 2
Biodiversity Credit Requirements — Northern Link Road — Delma vescolineata

Refined .
L . ) L . ) ) Difference
Biodiversity Risk Weighting Option 1 Option 2 Option 2 )
. (Option 1/2)
Alignment
1.5 293 225 165 -128/-60
2 391 300 218 -173/-82
3 586 450 326 -260/-124
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Table 3 defines the areas of Vegetation Zones 1a (PCT 483 [Grey Box x White Box Grassy Woodland — DNG]) and
6a ([Narrow-leaved Ironbark - Native Olive Shrubby Open Forest — DNG]) defined within the Mount Pleasant
Optimisation Project EIS. These zones are not included in Table 1 as the vegetation integrity (VI) scores of these
specific zones are not high enough (215) to meet the requirements for offsetting as per the Biodiversity
Assessment Method (BAM).

Table 3
Disturbance Area — Vegetation Zone 1a and 6a

. Area \Y/| Credits Required — Refined
Credit Type i .
(ha)! Score Option 2 Alignment?
PCT 483 — Grey Box x White Box Grassy .
14.2 14.9 Nil
Woodland DNG
PCT 1605 — Narrow-leaved Ironbark - .
. . 0.2 4.7 Nil
Native Olive Shrubby Open Forest DNG
Total 14.4 - Nil
1 Note — the area values defined within the above table follow the same rounding conventions as per Table 3 of Attachment 3.

No credit totals are required for offset due to the VI Scores of the associated vegetation zones being <15.

MACH kindly requests the Department’s confirmation of the credits that should be retired for Option 2 of the
Northern Link Road as refined in the detailed design process in consultation with MSC.

Please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned should you wish to discuss.

Yours sincerely,

o /

3 . . -
2y ‘ 7

4 &L,

Chris Lauritzen
General Manager — Resources Development
MACH Energy Pty Ltd

Attachments:

e Attachment 1: Northern Link Road Disturbance Footprint
e Attachment 2: Legal advice on the Refined Option 2 Footprint

e Attachment 3: Hunter Eco — Mount Pleasant Optimisation Project SSD 10418 Northern Link Road Credit
Retirement Calculations
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ATTACHMENT 1

NORTHERN LINK ROAD DISTURBANCE FOOTPRINT
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infrastructure, access tracks, topsoil stockpiles, power supply, temporary offices,
other ancillary works and construction disturbance.
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LEGAL ADVICE ON THE REFINED OPTION 2 FOOTPRINT

(Redacted)
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HUNTER ECO — MOUNT PLEASANT OPTIMISATION PROJECT (SSD 10418) NORTHERN LINK ROAD

CREDIT RETIREMENT CALCULATIONS
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MACH Energy Australia
Suite 302, Level 3

251 Wharf Road
Newcastle 2300

Attn: Chris Lauritzen
20 February 2025
Dear Chris,

RE: Mount Pleasant Optimisation Project SSD 10418 Northern Link Road Credit
Retirement Calculations

Introduction

Hunter Eco prepared the Biodiversity Development Assessment Report (BDAR)
(Hunter Eco, 2021) for the Mount Pleasant Optimisation Project (the Project). The BDAR
determined the number of biodiversity credits required to be retired for the Project. The
credit obligation is specified in Development Consent State Significant Development
(SSD) 10418.

A component of the Project was the construction of the Northern Link Road, which will
connect Dorset Road and Castlerock Road. MACH Energy Australia Pty Ltd (MACH) has
refined the design of Option 2 of the Northern Link Road (NLR) (herein referred to as “the
Refined Option 2 Footprint”) such that it will have the disturbance footprint shown on
Figure 1.

MACH is seeking to amend the biodiversity credits required to be retired for the NLR to reflect
the disturbance footprint of the Refined Option 2 Footprint.

Hunter Eco has prepared this report to document the number of credits that would be
required for the Refined Option 2 Footprint, by adopting the Plant Community Types (PCTs)
and the Biodiversity Assessment Method (BAM) in place at the time of the final BDAR (Hunter
Eco, 2021), and the Vegetation Integrity (VI) scores for Option 2 of the NLR (Development
Footprint 3).

The areas utilised for this study are that of the Refined Option 2 Footprint, excluding any
and all areas approved for other clearance activities under SSD 10418 (Figure 1).

HUNTER ECO - ABN 25 112 984 240
PO Box 59, Wangi Wangi, NSW 2267 M 0438 773 029 E cd_enviro@bigpond.com
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infrastructure, access tracks, topsoil stockpiles, power supply, temporary offices,
other ancillary works and construction disturbance.



Methods

Credit requirements were manually calculated using the equation set out within the BAM
(DPIE, 2020). These equations were then used in Excel to manually calculate the Ecosystem

and Species Credit obligations of the revised NLR Footprint.

Both of the below images are excerpts of Page 48 of the BAM (DPIE, 2020) demonstrating
the key variables and processes required to determine the credit obligation required of any

prescribed impacts.

Equation 1 Determine the number of ecosystem credits required for the impact on
vegetation that is a TEC, contains threatened species habitat, or is any other PCT

n

Ecosystem credits required foreach  _ 3. (Ay] Loss x BRW x area) x 0.25
vegetation zone 4 )
f=

where:

i = the " vegetation zone on land directly impacted by the proposal

AVI Loss = the change (loss) in the vegetation integrily score of a vegetation zone at the development
site as determined by Equation 27

BRW = means the biodiversity risk weighting applied to the vegetation zone. The biodiversity risk
weighting for a TEC or a PCT containing threatened species habitat is based on the sensitivity to loss
class of the TEC/PCT and the highest sensitivity to gain class of the predicted threatened species. For
a PCT or TEC not associated with threatened species habitat, the sensitivity to loss class for the PCT
or TEC is used with the low sensitivity gain class

area = the area in hectares of the vegelation zone

Equation 2 Determine the number of fauna species credits or flora species credits required
for the impact of development, activity, clearing or biodiversity certification

Number of fauna or flora species credits required = [}, _ HC; x HL)[ x BRW x 0.25

where:

HC; = the condition of fauna or flara habitat within each vegetation zone {or portion thereof) which
occurs within the i species polygon

HL; = the area of habitat within each vegetation zone {or portion thereof) which occurs within the
species polygon for the development site or biodiversity certification proposal, prepared in accordance
with Box 2

HCi x HL; is summed for each vegetation zone (or portion thereof) which occurs within the i species
polygon

BRW = the biodiversity risk weighting for the species as set out in the TBOC

HUNTER ECO - ABN 25 112 984 240
PO Box 59, Wangi Wangi, NSW 2267 M 0438 773 029 E cd_enviro@bigpond.com



Results

Tables 1 and 2 provide a summary of the Biodiversity Credit Requirements for Option 2 of
the NLR as presented in Conditions B61 and B62 of SSD 10418 compared to the revised
Biodiversity Credit Obligations for the Refined Option 2 Footprint.

MACH Energy proposes to retire 270 Ecosystem Credits and 207 Species Credits for the
Refined Option 2 Footprint, resulting in an additional 36 Ecosystem and 13 Species Credits
when compared to the Option 2 credit requirements outlined in Condition B61 of SSD 10418.
The proposed credits to be retired would be less than the number of credits required for
Option 1, and by inference, there would be no net increase in the impact on biodiversity
compared to that assessed in the BDAR.

Given the calculated number of credits for the Hunter Valley Delma (Delma vescolineata) for
the Refined Option 2 Footprint is less than that required Condition B62, Hunter Eco
understands that MACH will retire the greater number of credits (i.e. that specified in
Condition B62).

Tables Al (Ecosystem Credits), A2 (Squirrel Glider Credits) and A3 (Hunter Valley Delma
Credits) in Attachment A demonstrate how the credit values of Table 1 and Table 2 have
been determined - in relation to the Equations 1 and 2 set out within the BAM.

Table 1
Biodiversity Credit Requirement - Refined Option 2 NLR Footprint.
Condition B61 Refined Option2
Credit Type Option 2 of Footprint of the Difference
the NLR NLR
Ecosystem Credits
483 - Grey Box x White 104 133 +29

Box Grassy Woodland

483 - Grey Box x White
Box - Spotted Gum 72 122 +50
Grassy Woodland

483 - Spotted Gum DNG 2 3 +1
618 - Forest Red Gum 5 4 1
Grassy Open Forest

1605 - Plantation 5 2 -3

1606 - White Box -
Narrow-leaved Ironbark - 16 4 -12
Blakely’s Red Gum

1606 - Derived Native

Grassland 30 2 -28
Total 234 270 +36

Species Credits

o foicenaisy | etaurus 194 207 113

HUNTER ECO - ABN 25 112 984 240
PO Box 59, Wangi Wangi, NSW 2267 M 0438 773 029 E cd_enviro@bigpond.com
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Table 2

Hunter Valley Delma (Delma vescolineata)

Biodiversity Credit Requirement - Refined Option 2 NLR Footprint.

Biodiversity Condition B62 ge:i'::dz
Risk Option 2 of the P Difference
Weighting NLR NLR.
Footprint
1.5 225 165 -60
2 300 218 -82
3 450 326 -124

Areas (ha) associated with credit generation have been rounded to the nearest whole tenth
decimal (Table 3), ensuring a conservative measure has been taken in calculating the credit

obligations associated with each vegetation zone and species polygon.

Table 3
Rounded structure of calculated Vegetation Zones
credit Type Non-rounded Rounded Area Difference

yp Area (ha) (ha) (ha)
Ecosystem Credits
483 - Grey Box x White Box Grassy
Woodland 3.24 3.3 +0.06
483 - Grey Box x White Box - Spotted
Gum Grassy Woodland 4.20 4.2 0
483 - Spotted Gum DNG 0.26 0.3 +0.04
618 - Forest Red Gum Grassy Open Forest 0.03 0.1 +0.07
1605 - Plantation 0.04 0.1 +0.06
1606 - White Box - Narrow-leaved
Ironbark - Blakely’s Red Gum 0.0007 0.1 +0.0993
1606 - Derived Native Grassland 0.003 0.1 +0.097

Total 7.7737 8.2 +0.4263

HUNTER ECO - ABN 25 112 984 240
PO Box 59, Wangi Wangi, NSW 2267 M 0438 773 029 E cd_enviro@bigpond.com
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Attachment A - Credit Calculation Working
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Table A1l
Summary of Requirements - Ecosystem Credits
Credit Type Vegzeot::ion Vegetati(o\l;I;ntegrity ?;:3 Credit Requi;eon;te::;;tRevised NLR

Ecosystem Credits
483 - Grey Box x White Box Grassy Woodland 1 64.10 3.3 133
483 - Grey Box x White Box - Spotted Gum Grassy Woodland 2 46.40 4.2 122
483 - Spotted Gum DNG 2a 15.20 0.3 3
618 - Forest Red Gum Grassy Open Forest 3 73.70 0.1 4
1605 - Plantation 6b 31.20 0.1 2
éi(: - White Box - Narrow-leaved Ironbark - Blakely’s Red 7 50.60 0.1 4
1606 - Derived Native Grassland 7a 29.70 0.1 2

Total 270

HUNTER ECO - ABN 25 112 984 240
PO Box 59, Wangi Wangi, NSW 2267 M 0438 773 029 E cd_enviro@bigpond.com
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Table A2
Summary of Requirements - Species Credits (Squirrel Glider)

. . Vegetation Vegetation Integrit Area Credit Requirement - Revised
Credit Type Species Polygon gZone 9 (VI) ar (ha) N?.R Footprint

Species Credits

483 - Grey Box x White Box Grassy Woodland 1 64.10 3.3 106
Squirrel Glider (Petaurus 483 - Grey Box x White Box - Spotted Gum
norfolcensis) Grassy Woodland 2 46.40 4.2 98

1606 - White Box — Narrow-leaved Ironbark -
Blakely’s Red Gum 7 50.60 0.1 3

Total 207

HUNTER ECO - ABN 25 112 984 240
PO Box 59, Wangi Wangi, NSW 2267 M 0438 773 029 E cd_enviro@bigpond.com
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Summary of Requirements - -Sr::::‘ieegiredits (Hunter Valley Delma)
Credit Type Species Polygon Vegetation | Vegetation | Ares Credit Requirements
BRW 1.5 BRW 2 BRW 3
Species Credits
3\/8030(;|a(5nr§y Box x White Box Grassy 1 64.10 3.3 80 106 159
éifn‘Gf:;’yB\‘,’V’;é d‘g';iée Box - Spotted 2 46.40 4.2 74 98 147
483 - Spotted Gum DNG 2a 15.20 0.3 2 3 4
e eley pama, | it Torest Red Gum Grasey Open 3 3 : e
1605 - Plantation 6b 31.20 0.1 2 2 3
e e B0 e eoves 7 z ; :
1606 - Derived Native Grassland 7a 29.70 0.1 2 2 3
Total 165 218 326

HUNTER ECO - ABN 25 112 984 240
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	MACH Energy - Draft Letter to Michael Howard - Northern Link Road Refined Option 2 Alignment.pdf
	1. On 6 September 2022, the Independent Planning Commission granted development consent (SSD Consent) under the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (NSW) (EP&A Act) for the Mount Pleasant Optimisation Project (the Project).
	2. The SSD Consent authorises the development described in the documents listed in condition A2(c), as modified by the conditions of the SSD Consent, including construction of the Northern Link Road, which will connect Dorset Road and Castlerock Road.
	3. Condition A2 of the SSD Consent states:
	A2. The development may only be carried out:
	(a) in compliance with the conditions of this consent;
	(b) in accordance with all written directions of the Planning Secretary;
	(c) generally in accordance with the EIS and EAs; and
	(d) generally in accordance with the Development Layout in Appendix 2.

	4. We are instructed that MACH Energy Australia Pty Ltd (MACH) has refined the design of Option 2 of the Northern Link Road such that it will have the disturbance footprint shown in the plan at Annexure A (Refined Option 2 Footprint).
	5. This letter sets out our opinion on whether the Refined Option 2 Footprint for the Northern Link Road is generally in accordance with the "EIS" and "EAs", and the Development Layout in Appendix 2 of the SSD Consent, such that it would comply with c...
	6. We are instructed that the Refined Option 2 Footprint for the Northern Link Road:
	(a) contains adjustments:
	(i) to avoid land owned by the owners of the Dartbrook mine to the north of the Project and some Crown land;
	(ii) to allow better road geometry at the western end where the Northern Link Road will intersect Castlerock Road; and
	(iii) to allow embankments, culverts and water management infrastructure;

	(b) is, within the development application area in Appendix 1 of the SSD Consent;
	(c) is within the "Mount Pleasant Optimisation Project Area" depicted in Annexure 1 of the approval (EPBC 2020/8735) (EPBC Approval) under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth) (EPBC Act);
	(d) will have a development footprint that is 0.9 ha smaller than the development footprint of Option 2 and 6.9 ha smaller than the development footprint of Option 1 described in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Project dated January 2021 (2...
	(e) involve clearing approximately 0.6 ha less native vegetation compared to Option 2 and 4.7 ha less native vegetation than Option 1, as the Refined Option 2 Footprint will traverse areas that are separately approved for disturbance (i.e. the areas i...
	(f) will affect two additional items of Aboriginal cultural heritage of unknown significance and six additional items of low significance compared to Option 2.

	7. We have reviewed the documents that comprise the "EIS" and the "EAs" as defined in the SSD Consent. The following paragraphs discuss sections of those documents.
	8. Section 3.5.2 of the 2021 EIS (p 3-17) explains that the earlier approved Mount Pleasant Operation included the Northern Link Road but that the footprint would be revised for the Project and two options were evaluated in the 2021 EIS (with Option 1...
	9. Section 3.3.1 of the 2021 EIS states (pp 3-4 and 3-14) (underline added):
	3.3.1 Project Biodiversity Assessment Footprint
	The proposed Project extensions comprise additional disturbance areas that would be directly impacted by the Project (based on the current mine design), relative to the existing/approved surface development area of the Mount Pleasant Operation (Figure...
	Throughout the life of the Project, MACH would continue to record native vegetation/habitat clearance against the disturbance area of the existing approved Mount Pleasant Operation and the Additional Disturbance Area adopted in this EIS.
	Any planned native vegetation/habitat clearance outside of the Additional Disturbance Area (or beyond the estimated credits calculated for the area in the BDAR) would trigger a review of the proposed activities, the relevant Project approval documenta...
	10. Section 7.10.1 of the 2021 EIS states (p 7-79) (underline added):
	The BDAR (Appendix E) assesses the estimated Additional Disturbance Area of Project extensions, including two alternative alignments of the western section of the revised Northern Link Road (Figure 1-4). Option 1 is the currently preferred option as i...
	11. In respect of Aboriginal cultural heritage, the 2021 EIS states (p 7-105):
	Some small areas (i.e. portions of the proposed Northern Link Road) were unable to be accessed during the field surveys due to private property access restrictions. These areas of the Project would be subject to additional inspection with RAPs present...
	12. Figure 3b of the Revised Biodiversity Development Assessment Report dated June 2021 (Revised BDAR) shows the assessed development footprint of Option 1 and Option 2. The Revised BDAR states (p 9) (underline added):
	The Development Footprints are indicative and may vary slightly following further detailed mine planning and particularly the detailed design of supporting infrastructure. While some changes to the Development Footprints would be expected over the lif...
	13. The Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment dated December 2020 (ACHA) and the Addendum Report dated 10 December 2020 together describe "Zone C" as including Option 1 and Option 2 for the Northern Link Road (see pp 6, 146 of the ACHA and pp 2–3 of...
	14. In relation to Zone C, the ACHA states (p 146):
	Additional field survey of Zone C in relation to the SSD Project was not considered to be warranted at present, as minimal impacts are proposed and these have not yet been subject to detailed design (ie. the precise locations of any potential impact a...
	15. The ACHA also states (p 248) (underline added):
	When detailed design plans have been finalised for any works involving surface impacts within SSD Zone C, the potential impacts on identified Aboriginal heritage sites will be reassessed. For those sites for which the heritage significance has not spe...
	16. In our opinion, the Refined Option 2 Footprint is generally in accordance with the Development Layout plans in Appendix 2 to the SSD Consent. Based on a visual comparison of Annexure A with the Development Layout plans (including Figure 1 in Annex...
	(a) the realignment of an approximately 600 m long section (common to Option 1 and Option 2) approximately 100 m southward into an approved disturbance area; and
	(b) a narrow corridor of disturbance approximately 80 m northwards along the Dorset Road.

	These are not significant changes in the context of the Project as a whole.
	17. In our opinion, the Refined Option 2 Footprint is generally in accordance with the EIS and EAs. Our reasons include that:
	(a) the 2021 EIS, the Revised BDAR, and the ACHA afforded flexibility in respect of the final alignment of Options 1 and 2 of the Northern Link Road (see p 7-79 of the 2021 EIS, p 9 of the Revised BDAR, and pp 146, 248 of the ACHA quoted above); and
	(b) the Refined Option 2 Footprint will not increase the Project's disturbance area and will not increase the Project's impact on biodiversity compared to Option 1, which was the preferred option at the time of the 2021 EIS.

	Annexure A
	Figure showing Refined Option 2 Footprint for the Northern Link Road Compared to Options 1 and 2 in the 2021 EIS

	Annexure B
	Figure 1: General Project Arrangement in Appendix 2 of the SSD Consent


	Annexure A - MPO_NLR Option Credit Report_Figure 1(700362023.1).pdf
	Annexure B - Figure 1 of Appendix 2 to SSD Consent(698452149.1).pdf




