






Mary-Anne, 
  
Thank you for your letters of 31 January  and 18 March 2014 for Airly and Angus Place mines setting out 
Centennial's proposed content of Environmental assessments (EAs) to accompany respective modification 
applications. I have discussed the content of these letters with Howard Reed and the requirements for the 
Environmental Assessments (EAs) to accompany these two applications. Howard has asked that I reply to 
you. 
  
NSW Planning and Infrastructure (P&I) will not be issuing formal Director-General's requirements for these 
two EAs. 
  
The submitted letters of 31 January 2014 for Airly and 18 March 2014 for Angus Place have generally 
identified the matters that are required to be addressed in each EA and the content of the EAs must reflect 
a thorough assessment of the identified matters.  
  
In addition, the following matters must be addressed in the respective EA; 
  
Airly 
  
1. The Airly EA should indicate those areas where and how the "mine plan has been modified to take into 
consideration contemporary environmental standards" and describe the resultant  "reduction in anticipated 
environmental impact". In a similar manner as provided with your letter, a table should be utilised that 
compares the elements of the existing approved operations with those of the proposed modification. 
  
Angus Place MOD 4 
  
2. The EA should be clear that the subsidence effects, impacts and environmental consequences under 
consideration are those associated with the extraction of the two longwall panels (LW 1001 and 1003), even 
though it is approval for first workings only within the trial mining area that is being sought by Centennial. 
The subsidence assessment must be based on the effects, impacts and environmental consequences 
of longwall extraction and an explanation provided of why this approach is necessary. 
  
3. The EA must include an assessment of impacts to Aboriginal heritage. In this regard the EA must include 
evidence of consultation with Aboriginal stakeholders and their consideration of any potential impacts for 
Aboriginal heritage. P&I notes that the company's studies of the area under consideration are reported as 
not identifying any areas/sites of Aboriginal heritage. This needs to be confirmed by the Aboriginal 
stakeholders, particularly for Aboriginal cultural heritage for which the stakeholders are the custodians of 
knowledge of these places, which may not necessarily be represented by physical attributes other that the 
land itself. 
  
4. The EA must accurately represent those portions of the Angus Place mine plan that are in accordance 
with the existing consent for the mine and those portions of the mine plan for which approval is being 
sought by way of the proposed modification application.  
  
5. The EA must be essentially a stand-alone document, save for references to the existing development 
consent and previous assessment reports. 
  
I am available to discuss any matters that would benefit from clarification. 
  
Regards 
 
  
  
Colin Phillips 
Senior Planner, Mining Projects 
NSW Planning & Infrastructure  
GPO Box 39 |  Sydney NSW 2001  
T 02 9228 6483 E colin.phillips@planning.nsw.gov.au 
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Subscribe to P&I's e-news at www.planning.nsw.gov.au/enews 
Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
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