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Executive Summary 

This report provides clarification on issues raised by DEEDI (Office of Advanced Manufacturing) 
regarding the final location of the China First Coal Rail alignment traversing Mining Lease Application 
70426, commonly known as “Alpha Coal” owned by Hancock Coal Pty Ltd, and Mining Lease 
Application 70425, commonly referred to as “Kevin’s Corner” also owned by Hancock Galilee Pty Ltd. 
In particular, the Department requested that Waratah Coal achieve an agreed outcome with 
Hancock Coal (GVK) on the rail route through the ML applications as it relates to the potential 
impacts of the planned accommodation village. 

This report sets out to explain the history of rail alignment designs by Waratah Coal since the Galilee 
Coal Project (Northern Export Facility) Project inception in 2008. There were a total of three options 
designed to mitigate several impacts the various alignments had on Hancock Coal’s ‘Alpha and 
Kevin’s Corner’ Projects and surrounding graziers. 

The rail alignment traversing through the Alpha and Kevin’s Corner Projects is commonly known as 
‘Option 3’. The option 3 alignment was derived from an iterative design process of developing rail 
alignment options 1 and 2. 

Rail alignment ‘Option 1’ was the original alignment developed by Waratah Coal in 2008 as part of 
the Initial  Advice Statement for the “Galilee Coal Project (Northern Export Facility)”. This alignment 
impacted upon the future conceptual developments of Hancock Coal’s “Alpha Coal” Project. 

Rail alignment ‘Option 2’ was developed to avoid interaction with Hancock Coal’s “Alpha Coal and 
Kevin’s Corner” Projects. Option 2 however, had unacceptable impacts on several graziers by 
dissecting their properties. 

The final rail alignment, ‘Option 3’, was developed as a compromise between Grazier’s and 
Hancock’s concerns. The option 3 alignment traversed the western boundaries of the affected 
grazing properties and navigates clear of Hancock infrastructure. The alignment is set back to have 
reasonable buffer zones to the proposed ‘Alpha and Kevin’s Corner’ mine infrastructure. 

Correspondence with Mr Dan Hunt, Deputy General of the Department of Natural Resources and 
Mines on the 3rd of October 2012, highlighted interactions with the proposed rail alignment and 
Hancock infrastructure. Key pieces of infrastructure included the accommodation village, airstrip, rail 
loops and tailings storage facilities. The proposed Kevin’s Corner accommodation village and airstrip 
were sufficiently set back from the rail to not be grossly affected. The rail loops being proposed by 
Alpha and Kevin’s Corner are appropriately located to splice into the Waratah Coal rail alignment. It 
is considered that there will only be one rail alignment from the Galilee Basin as per State 
Government policy. The Waratah rail alignment embankment is positioned upslope of the Hancock 
Tailings Storage Facility (TSF) and would be designed with water management and stream diversion 
structures above the full supply line of the TSF. Finally, the proposed alignment does not sterilise 
coal resources derived from the C and D seams as they sub-crop well to the west of the proposed rail 
alignment. The deeper E and F seems which are thought to sub-crop near the proposed alignment, 
are considered by Hancock as uneconomical in this area. 

Correspondence to Mr Paul Mulder, Managing Director of Hancock Coal Pty Ltd, was sent out on the 
28th September 2012 for comment. Waratah Coal is in receipt of a letter from a potential Galilee 
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Basin coal developer from the 26th October 2012. The letter was marked “Without Prejudice”, and 
as such Waratah Coal cannot make any comment regarding information contained in this letter 
public or provide mitigating measures as requested by the Department on the impacts Waratah 
Coal’s rail alignment may or may not have on the Alpha (ML application 70426) and Kevin’s Corner 
(ML application 70425) Projects. 

Waratah Coal later sent a follow up letter on the 30th October 2012 to Mr Andy Mifflin, Manager of 
the Kevin’s Corner project. The letter requests from Mr Mifflin’s comment on potential impacts the 
Waratah Coal rail alignment may have to his Project. To date, no response has been received from 
Hancock Coal to this letter.  
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Introduction 

Waratah Coal Pty Ltd proposes to develop the China First Coal Project within the Galilee Basin, 35 
km north-west of the township of Alpha. The China First Coal Project is an integrated Project 
developing new coal mines and a high capacity rail system, and using future coal export facilities at 
the Port of Abbot Point to export high quality thermal coal to international markets. The rail being 
developed is a heavy haul standard gauge rail system capable of handling 20,000 tonne trains and 
stretches over 453 km from the mine to the boundary of the Abbot Point State Development Area 
(see Figure 1). 

This report sets out to provide further clarification on issues raised by DEEDI (Office of Advanced 
Manufacturing) regarding the final location of the China First Coal Rail alignment traversing Mining 
Lease Application 70426(commonly known as “Alpha Coal” owned by Hancock Coal Pty Ltd) and 
Mining Lease Application 70425 (commonly referred to as “Kevin’s Corner” and owned by Hancock 
Galilee Pty Ltd). 

The issues raised by the Department are their concerns on the proximity of Waratah Coal’s rail 
alignment relative to the proposed mining infrastructure and planned airstrip and accommodation 
village for the Hancock Coal Alpha Project, and for the potential conflict to be resolved before the 
final route is determined. 

The Department has requested that Waratah Coal needs to achieve an agreed outcome with 
Hancock Coal (GVK) on the rail route through the ML applications as it relates to the potential 
impacts of the planned accommodation village. 

Waratah Coal has been active within the Galilee Basin in an exploration and development sense 
since 2005. Waratah Coal owns eighteen exploration permits for coal within the Galilee Basin 
covering an area of approximately 17,000 km². Being the largest tenement holder within the basin, it 
is within Waratah Coal’s interest to develop cost effective infrastructure for the life of the basin and 
the rail alignment is key to this. 

Waratah Coal has investigated three alignments through the vicinity of Mining Lease Application 
70426 and Mining Lease Application 70425. This report will elaborate on the merits of each of these 
alignments and the processes dictating why  changes were made to successive alignments. For the 
purpose of this report, the original alignment is known as ‘Option 1’, the second alignment known as 
‘Option 2’ and the final alignment is ‘Option 3’. The final rail alignment, option 3, shown in this 
report, has been developed through an iterative design phase carried out by Waratah Coal since 
inception of the China First Project in 2007. The various alignments developed have been open for 
public comment and responses. These responses have been taken on board and where possible, 
alignment changes have been designed accordingly. Refer to Figure 2 for an overall view of options 1 
to 3 superimposed on proposed mining lease applications 70426 and 70425.  
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Figure 1: Project Regional Context 
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Figure 2: Overall view of options 1 to 3 superimposed on proposed mining lease applications 70426 and 
70425  
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Option 1 

Option 1 was developed by Waratah Coal in 2008 for their Initial Advice Statement, known as the 
“Galilee Coal Project, (Northern Export Facility)”. This same alignment was lodged by Waratah Coal 
in December 2010 as part of their Environmental Impact Statement, and later as part of their 
Infrastructure Facility of Significance lodged in January 2011. Refer to Figure 3 for the ‘Option 1’ rail 
alignment from the mine to Abbot Point.  

The alignment was developed using Qantum rail infrastructure software which looked at a study 
corridor 50 km wide, stretching from the mine to Abbot Point. The software developed various 
alignment scenarios to rail coal from the China First mine site to Abbot Point. The program required 
various design parameter inputs such as ruling grades for loaded and unloaded trains, train 
operational performance, train consists parameters, mass haul parameters, environmentally 
sensitive areas, restrictive lands, flood immunity parameters and maximum cut and fill levels. The 
Qantum program was then loaded with data bases covering a 50 km corridor. These data bases 
include alignment topography, river and creek systems, Q100 flooding information, restrictive 
parcels of lands such as national parks, mining leases, townships, regional geology, soil types and 
engineering and construction costs.  

The program, through several iterative processes and millions of alignment options, utilising the 
above parameters and data bases, produced a short list of 200 alignments which are the most 
economical from a construction cost perspective and least intrusive to the environment, properties 
and mining areas. These alignments were then further investigated by rail engineers who came up 
with the best 50 alignments from a constructional and operational point of view. The 50 alignments 
were re-entered into the Qantum software program and re-evaluated with stringent control over 
topography, environmentally sensitive areas, restrictive lands, flood modelling and ruling grades. 
The results of these studies were evaluated by rail engineers who came up with a final 6 alignments 
based on construction and operational costs. Refer to Figure 4 for the final 6 rail alignments from the 
mine to Abbot Point. 

These final 6 alignments were re-entered into the Qantum software program, with further control 
over flood modelling, topography, cut and fill quantities and train performance models. These same 
alignments were concurrently run through train performance modelling programs to ascertain the 
alignment performance and efficiencies from a time performance, fuel consumption and rail system 
maintenance point of view. Of the final 6 alignments, the Qantum program, along with rail engineers 
review and train performance modelling, a final corridor alignment “C1.2”was selected. This 
alignment was selected not only based on capital and operational costs and performance, but 
provided the proponent and stake holders with a corridor which had the least impact to stake holder 
lands, infrastructure and the environment.  

The “C1.2” alignment was then overlaid with a 1.6 km wide corridor to be considered for future 
studies and detail design works. This corridor was then made available to the public and Galilee 
proponents through the Initial Advice Statement, known as the “Galilee Coal Project, (Northern 
Export Facility)” (2008). The Environmental Impact Statement was lodged in December 2010 and the 
Infrastructure Facility of Significance was lodged in January 2011. Comments from these public 
documents were received by Waratah Coal for consideration. Refer to Figure 4 for “C1.2” rail 
alignment (Option 1) traversing through ML applications 70426 and 70425. 
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Figure 3: Rail Options 1, 2 and 3. 
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Figure 4: Final 6 Rail Alignments from the mine to Abbot Point   
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Figure 5: “C1.2” rail alignment (Option 1) traversing through ML Applications 70426 and 70425  
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Option 2 

Option 2 (Figure 3) was developed by Waratah Coal in January 2011 as a result of Waratah Coal’s EIS 
and IFS documents being made public and receiving comments from Hancock Coal Pty Ltd regarding 
potential impacts to their proposed mining lease applications 70426 and 70425. 

Waratah Coal lodged a draft IFS for rail with the State Government in January 2011. As a response to 
this lodgement, the State Government advised Waratah Coal to make contact with various 
proponents where the rail being proposed by Waratah Coal intersected various Exploration Permits 
for Coal (EPC) and requests were made for comments. Waratah Coal made contact with several EPC 
proponents through formal meetings and asked for feedback on the potential impacts the rail may 
have to their EPC operations. These proponents included Xstrata (EPC 773), Endocoal (EPC 1518), 
QCoal and Hancock (EPCs 1210). All of these proponents were supportive of the alignment bar 
Hancock.  

A letter was sent to Hancock on the 17th November 2010 requesting for feedback on potential 
impacts the rail alignment would have to their operations. A meeting was held between Waratah 
Coal staff and Hancock staff to discuss the potential impacts of the rail alignment on Hancock 
operations. This meeting was held at Hancock’s offices at 10:40 am on Friday 10th December 2010. A 
letter was then received from Hancock dated 15th December 2010, detailing concerns Hancock have 
with the current alignment, option 1 which materially interfered with recently applied for mining 
lease applications 70425 and 70426. At this stage, infrastructure plans provided by Hancock on their 
Alpha Coal and Kevin’s Corner Projects were conceptual at best. Having reviewed Hancock’s high 
level proposals, Waratah Coal then considered ‘Option 2’. Option 2 is the preferred alignment which 
at best veers around ML applications 70425 and 70426. Refer to Figure 6 and Figure 7 for the 
“Option 2” rail alignment traversing around ML applications 70426 and 70425. 

Option 2 was lodged in April 2011 as part of the IFS rail document. 

The option 2 alignment generally seeks a north east direction as it leaves the China First mine site, 
avoiding infrastructure being proposed by the Alpha Coal Project as part of ML application 70426. 
Once the alignment reaches the eastern boundary of ML application 70426, it takes a northern 
alignment, paralleling the ML application boundaries of applications 70426 and 70425, avoiding 
interaction with high level infrastructure proposal being developed by Hancock in April 2011. Once 
passed ML application 70426 north east corner, the rail alignment veers north-west joining the 
original option 1 alignment at approximately kilometre mark 407 km. 

This alignment was lodged with the State Government as part of Waratah Coal’s IFS rail application 
for “Application by Waratah Coal for the Governor in Council approval of an Infrastructure Facility of 
Significance – Waratah Coal Corridor”, on the 1st July 2011. See Appendix ‘A’ – Letter to Keith Davies, 
Co-ordinator General – Waratah Coal Corridor. 

  

12 
 

W A R A T A H  C O A L   |  Galilee Coal Project  |  Supplementary Environmental Impact Statement – March 2013

3774



 

 

M
L

A
 7

0
4

2
6

CLERMONT RD

4
5

0

4
4

0

4
3

04
2

0

S
U

R
B

IT
O

N

W
IN

D
A

R
E

E

T
R

E
S

S
IL

L
IA

N

1
4

6
°3

0
'0

"E

1
4

6
°3

0
'0

"E

23°10'0"S

23°10'0"S

23°20'0"S

23°20'0"S

0
1

2
3

4
5

K
ilo

m
e

te
rs



1
:1

0
0

,0
0

0
A

3
 S

c
a

le

T
h

is
 p

la
n

 i
s

 b
a

s
e

d
 o

n
 o

r 
c
o

n
ta

in
s
 d

a
ta

 p
ro

v
id

e
d

 b
y
 o

th
e

rs
. 

W
a

ra
ta

h
 C

o
a

l

P
ty

. 
L

td
. 

g
iv

e
s
 n

o
 w

a
rr

a
n

ty
 i
n

 r
e

la
ti
o

n
 t

o
 t

h
e

 d
a

ta
 (

in
c
lu

d
in

g
 a

c
c
u

ra
c
y,

re
li
a

b
il
it
y,

 c
o

m
p

le
te

n
e

s
s
, 

c
u

rr
e

n
c
y
 o

r 
s

u
it
a

b
ili

ty
) 

a
n

d
 a

c
c

e
p

ts
 n

o
 l

ia
b

ili
ty

(i
n

c
lu

d
in

g
 w

it
h

o
u

t 
lim

it
a

ti
o

n
, 

lia
b

ili
ty

 i
n

 n
e

g
lig

e
n

c
e

) 
fo

r 
a

n
y
 l
o

s
s
, 

d
a

m
a

g
e

 o
r

c
o

s
ts

 (
in

c
lu

d
in

g
 c

o
n

s
e

q
u

e
n

ti
a

l 
d

a
m

a
g

e
) 

re
la

ti
n

g
 t

o
 a

n
d

 u
s

e
 o

f 
th

e
 d

a
ta

.
D

a
ta

 m
u

s
t 

n
o

t 
b

e
 u

s
e

d
 f

o
r 

d
ir

e
c
t 

m
a

rk
e

ti
n

g
 o

r 
b

e
 u

s
e

d
 i
n

 b
re

a
c

h
 o

f 
p

ri
v
a

c
y

la
w

s

C
a

d
a
s
tr

a
l 
B

o
u

n
d
a

ri
e
s
: 
D

E
R

M
 2

0
1
2

M
in

e
 D

e
ta

il,
 W

a
ra

ta
h
 p

ro
p
o

se
d

R
a

ilw
a

y 
L

in
e

, 
H

a
n
c
o
c
k 

P
ro

p
o
s
e
d

 R
a
il

L
in

e
, 
O

p
ti
o
n
 2

 A
lig

n
m

e
n

t:
 W

a
ra

ta
h

C
o

a
l 
P

ty
. 
L

td
. 

2
0
1

2

R
o

a
d
s
: 
G

e
o

sc
ie

n
ce

 A
u
s
tr

a
lia

 2
0
1
2

W
a
te

rc
o

u
rs

e
s:

 V
e
g

e
ta

tio
n

M
a
n

a
g
e

m
e

n
t A

c
t 
Q

u
e

e
n
s
la

n
d

R
e

g
ro

w
th

 O
th

e
r 

W
a
te

rc
o
u
rs

e
s
 V

e
rs

io
n

2
.1

 (
D

E
R

M
 2

0
1
2
)

C
o

o
rd

in
a

te
 S

y
s
te

m
: 

G
C

S
 G

D
A

 1
9

9
4

G
A

L
IL

E
E

 C
O

A
L

 P
R

O
J

E
C

T
 

M
in

e
ra

lo
g

y
 H

o
u

s
e

, 
L

e
v
e

l 
7

, 
3

8
0

 Q
u

e
e

n
 S

tr
e

e
t,

 B
ri

s
b

a
n

e
 Q

ld
 4

0
0

0
, 
A

u
s
tr

a
lia

F
ile

:

D
is

c
la

im
e

r:

S
o

u
rc

e
:

F
ile

:W
A

R
2

0
-2

6
-S

E
IS

0
0

8
9

b
-F

IG
-5

-A
L

P
H

A
-M

L
7

0
4

2
6

-1
3

0
3

0
6

(N
o

rt
h

e
rn

 E
x

p
o

rt
 F

a
c

il
it

y
)

P
ro

p
o

s
e

d
 W

a
ra

ta
h

 R
a

il 
lin

e
 (

v
2

.1
)

P
ro

p
o

s
e

d
 H

a
n

c
o

c
k
 R

a
il 

lin
e

R
a

il 
A

lig
n

m
e

n
t 

(O
p

ti
o

n
 2

)

W
a

ra
ta

h
 M

in
e

(E
P

C
1

0
4

0
 &

 P
a

rt
 o

f 
E

P
C

1
0

7
9

) 

A
lp

h
a

 (
M

L
A

 7
0

4
2

4
) 

O
P

TI
O

N
 2

 R
A

IL
 

A
LI

G
N

M
E

N
T 

TH
R

O
U

G
H

 A
L

P
H

A

(M
L

A
 7

0
4

2
6

) 

  Figure 6: “Option 2” rail alignment traversing around ML 70426. 
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Figure 7: “Option 2” rail alignment traversing around ML 70425. 
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Option 3 

Waratah Coal lodged an application for the declaration of their rail corridor with the State 
Government on the 4th June 2010. A subsequent application was lodged again with the State 
Government on the 1st July 2011. 

The IFS for rail was publicly advertised by the State Government during September and October 
2011, inviting the public for submissions regarding Waratah Coal’s IFS rail corridor. The submissions 
brought about by public comment lead to the re-design of option 2 to give ‘Option 3’. Refer to Figure 
8 and Figure 9 for the “Option 3” rail alignment. 

On 24th November 2011, the State Government wrote to Waratah Coal indicating that a total of 26 
submissions were received through the public consultation process. These submissions were divided 
into three groups, that of; traditional land owners, landowners affected by the rail corridor and a 
Galilee Basin coal proponent. 

Of the three categories, the affected landowners had the greatest impact on the rail alignment 
changes, which brought about the design of ‘Option 3’, alignment through ML applications 70426 
and 70425. 

The two categories of traditional owners and Galilee Basin coal proponents made comments which 
had negligible effect on the alignment through ML applications 70426 and 70425. 

The traditional owners submissions informed Waratah Coal of the Juru claim area and their requests 
to have their interest registered for Native Title and be consulted on Cultural Heritage Management 
Plans and Social Impact Plans. 

The Galilee Basin coal proponent was ‘Hancock Coal Pty Ltd’. Their comments were not so much 
against the alignment adjacent to ML application 70426 and 70425, but rather constructability and 
performance of the alignment overall. 

Of the affected landowner’s category, there were a total of 14 submissions. Of these, there were a 
total of three landowners adjacent to ML application 70426 and 70425, which were similar in their 
comments on the impacts of the  ‘Option 2’ alignment.  

Submission ‘D11 111146’ name and property details withheld1 

This landholder’s comment on alignment 2 was: “There are 5 properties divided completely in half in 
a northern direction from ‘Tresillian’”. The same letter indicated impacts of the option 2 alignment 
that would cause the grazing business to be unviable and recommended a new alignment closer to 
the western boundaries of each property. See Appendix ‘B’ . 

Submission ‘D11 119501’ name and property details withheld2 

This landholder’s  comment on alignment 2 was: “The alignment dissects the property creating 
inefficient parcels for beef production”. The same letter indicated a disconnect between existing 
flow of paddock migration,  essential for beef production, and safety given the rail location relative 

1 For reasons of landholder confidentiality 
2 For reasons of landholder confidentiality 
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to existing residence. A recommendation by the landholder was to reposition the alignment to a 
more western route, having less impact on both amenities and cattle grazing impacts.  

See Appendix ‘C’  

Submission ‘DEPC11 3048’ name and property details withheld3 

This landholders comments regarding alignment 2 were: “ The corridor would cause…our property 
(name withheld) …to become landlocked, dividing our property and thus creating an area ineffective 
for beef production. Either of the rail corridor western options would be greatly preferred as they 
would not divide our property”. The same letter indicated that option 2 would cause a realignment 
of fences, extreme safety concerns to staff and family, and disrupt current stock movement 
patterns. A recommendation by the landholder was to consider a far western rail corridor 
alternative which would diminish the impact on their property and present a more ecologically 
aware and economical solution for land management. See Appendix ‘D’. 

The three affected landowner submissions as described above and as evidenced in letters contained 
in appendices ‘B’, ‘C’ and ‘D’ (provided to the State government, but withheld from public review for 
reasons of landholder confidentiality) are reasons to why Waratah Coal felt it prudent that the 
alignment adjacent to ML application 70425 (Kevin’s Corner) and ML application 70426 (Alpha Coal) 
be re-designed to reflect the ‘Option 3’ alignment. The option 3 alignment is aligned as best as 
practical to the western boundaries of ‘Tullamore’ (Lot 6 on BF 46), ‘Tipton’ (Lot 2 on SP233089), 
‘Burtle’ (Lot 1 on BF58), ‘Surbiton South’ (Lot 3533 on PH56) and ‘Surbiton Station’ (Lot 681 on 
PH406). This alignment is considered a best fit alignment to mitigate the concerns of 5 grazing 
properties and the impacts option 2 posed to their ongoing grazing business. Option 3 is also 
considered a practical alternative to avoid concept infrastructure proposals being put forward by 
Hancock for their Alpha Coal and Kevin’s Corner coal proposals. Refer to Figure 8 and Figure 9 for the 
“Option 3” rail alignment. 

 

  

3 For reasons of landholder confidentiality 
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  Figure 8: “Option 3” rail alignment. 

17 
 

3779

A p p e n d i c e s  |  Rail Alignment through MLAs 70426 and 70425



  
Figure 9: “Option 3” rail alignment. 

18 
 







M
L

A
 7

0
4
2
5

CLERMONT RD

4
5

0

4
4

0

4
3

0

4
2

0

4
1

0

S
U

R
B

IT
O

N

H
O

B
A

R
T

V
IL

L
E

B
U

R
T

L
E

W
IN

D
A

R
E

E

T
R

E
S

S
IL

L
IA

N

1
4

6
°3

0
'0

"E

1
4

6
°3

0
'0

"E

1
4

6
°2

0
'0

"E

1
4

6
°2

0
'0

"E
23°0'0"S

23°0'0"S

23°10'0"S

23°10'0"S

23°20'0"S

23°20'0"S

0
1

2
3

4
5

6
7

8

K
ilo

m
e
te

rs



1
:1

5
0

,0
0

0
A

3
 S

c
a

le

T
h
is

 p
la

n
 i
s
 b

a
s
e

d
 o

n
 o

r 
c
o

n
ta

in
s
 d

a
ta

 p
ro

v
id

e
d
 b

y
 o

th
e

rs
. 

W
a

ra
ta

h
 C

o
a
l

P
ty

. 
L
td

. 
g
iv

e
s
 n

o
 w

a
rr

a
n

ty
 i
n

 r
e

la
ti
o
n

 t
o

 t
h

e
 d

a
ta

 (
in

c
lu

d
in

g
 a

c
c
u

ra
c
y,

re
lia

b
ili

ty
, 
c
o
m

p
le

te
n

e
s
s
, 
c
u

rr
e
n

c
y
 o

r 
s
u

it
a

b
ili

ty
) 

a
n

d
 a

c
c
e
p

ts
 n

o
 l
ia

b
ili

ty
(i
n

c
lu

d
in

g
 w

it
h

o
u

t 
lim

it
a
ti
o
n

, 
lia

b
ili

ty
 i
n

 n
e

g
lig

e
n

c
e
) 

fo
r 

a
n

y
 l
o

s
s
, 
d

a
m

a
g
e

 o
r

c
o

s
ts

 (
in

c
lu

d
in

g
 c

o
n
s
e
q

u
e
n

ti
a

l 
d

a
m

a
g
e

) 
re

la
ti
n
g

 t
o

 a
n

d
 u

s
e

 o
f 

th
e
 d

a
ta

.
D

a
ta

 m
u
s
t 

n
o

t 
b

e
 u

s
e
d

 f
o

r 
d

ir
e

c
t 
m

a
rk

e
ti
n

g
 o

r 
b
e

 u
s
e

d
 i
n
 b

re
a
c
h

 o
f 

p
ri

v
a
c
y

la
w

s
.

C
a

d
a
s
tr

a
l 
B

o
u

n
d

a
ri
e

s
: 

D
E

R
M

 2
0

1
2

M
in

e
 D

e
ta

il
, 
W

a
ra

ta
h
 p

ro
p

o
s
e
d

R
a

ilw
a

y
 L

in
e

, 
H

a
n
c
o

c
k
 P

ro
p

o
s
e

d
 R

a
il

L
in

e
: 

W
a

ra
ta

h
 C

o
a

l 
P

ty
. 
L

td
. 

2
0

1
2

R
o

a
d
s
: 

G
e

o
s
c
ie

n
c
e
 A

u
s
tr

a
lia

 2
0
1

2

W
a
te

rc
o

u
rs

e
s
: 

V
e

g
e

ta
ti
o
n

M
a

n
a

g
e

m
e

n
t 
A

c
t 

Q
u

e
e
n

s
la

n
d

R
e

g
ro

w
th

 O
th

e
r 

W
a
te

rc
o

u
rs

e
s
 V

e
rs

io
n

2
.1

 (
D

E
R

M
 2

0
1
2

)

C
o
o

rd
in

a
te

 S
y
s
te

m
: 
G

C
S

 G
D

A
 1

9
9
4

G
A

L
IL

E
E

 C
O

A
L

 P
R

O
J
E

C
T

 

M
in

e
ra

lo
g

y
 H

o
u

s
e
, 

L
e

v
e

l 
7
, 

3
8

0
 Q

u
e

e
n

 S
tr

e
e

t,
 B

ri
s
b
a

n
e

 Q
ld

 4
0
0

0
, 
A

u
s
tr

a
lia

F
ile

:

D
is

c
la

im
e

r:

S
o

u
rc

e
:

F
ile

:W
A

R
2

0
-2

6
-S

E
IS

0
0
9

2
a

-F
IG

-8
-O

P
T

IO
N

-3
-A

L
IG

N
M

E
N

T
-K

C
-1

3
0

1
2

0

(N
o

rt
h

e
rn

 E
x

p
o

rt
 F

a
c

il
it

y
)

P
ro

p
o

s
e

d
 W

a
ra

ta
h

 R
a

il 
lin

e
 (

v
2

.1
)

P
ro

p
o

s
e

d
 H

a
n

c
o

c
k
 R

a
il 

lin
e

W
a

ra
ta

h
 M

in
e

(E
P

C
1

0
4

0
 &

 P
a

rt
 o

f 
E

P
C

1
0

7
9

) 

K
e

v
in

's
 C

o
rn

e
r 

(M
L
 7

0
4

2
5

) 

O
P

T
IO

N
 3

A
L

IG
N

M
E

N
T

K
E

V
IN

’S
 C

O
R

N
E

R

(M
L

7
0

4
2

5
)

W A R A T A H  C O A L   |  Galilee Coal Project  |  Supplementary Environmental Impact Statement – March 2013

3780



Office of the Coordinator General, requests for comments from “Department of Natural Resources 
and Mines” regarding Waratah Coal’s Option 3 rail alignment through ML applications 70425 and 
70426.   

The Office of the Coordinator General requested Waratah Coal to seek comments from the 
Department of Natural Resources and Mines regarding the potential impacts the ‘Option 3’ rail 
alignment may pose to the ‘Alpha Coal’ Project. A letter was subsequently addressed to Mr Dan 
Hunt, Deputy General of the Department of Natural Resources and Mines on the 3rd October 2012 
for comment.  Attached to the letter is a plan detailing the rail option 3 location being proposed by 
Waratah Coal, superimposed on the mine layout being proposed by Alpha Coal on ML application 
70426. See Appendix ‘E’ – 3rd October 2012 Letter from Waratah Coal to Mr Dan Hunt, Deputy 
General of the Department of Natural Resources and Mines. 

Waratah Coal were received a letter from Mr Dan Hunt on the 12th December 2012, detailing his 
comments on the potential impacts option 3 may have on the proposed Alpha and Kevin’s Corner  
Projects.  

Mr Dan Hunt’s comments initially describe the rail alignment as being undesirable land use planning 
practice to pass linear infrastructure through another party’s mining lease due to potential conflict 
with mineral resources or mine related infrastructure. Mr Hunt did however point out, and correctly 
so, that linear infrastructure has passed through mining leases previously and done so successfully, 
as will be the case here. Numerous mining leases within the Bowen Basin have linear infrastructure 
flowing through their tenements and operate successfully.  The BMA and Peabody water pipe lines 
traversing through Carborough Downs and Isaac Plains mining leases are only two examples of this 
being successfully practiced. Indeed, railway corridors traversing through mining leases are not 
uncommon in the Bowen Basin and are seen as an asset to a proponent. Further to this point, it 
should be considered by the Department that the Alpha (MLA 70425) and Kevin’s Corner (MLA 
70426) Projects are proposed Projects and mining lease applications which do not have financial 
closure and may not be developed in the short term, if at all. 

Mr Dan Hunt comments that the option 3 rail alignment will impact on activities proposed on the 
mining lease that will compromise environmental planning and assessment processes already 
completed or significantly advanced and could impose unanticipated financial and additional safety 
and health costs on the proponent of the proposed mining developments.   

It should be considered by the Department that the Waratah Coal rail alignment was conceived on 
28 October 2008 through an Initial Advice Statement “Galilee Coal Project, Northern Export Facility”, 
and has been publicly available to Hancock and the Department, to understand and acknowledge. 
The rail alignment was also made available publicly through an EIS lodged on 11th July 2011 and an 
IFS application made public by the State Government in September to October 2011. Never has 
Hancock considered in its studies and mine design, the environmental planning and assessment 
processes already completed by Waratah Coal, and the financial and additional safety and health 
costs being placed on the Waratah Coal rail alignment by Hancock’s mine development proposals. 
From Waratah Coal’s point of view, the interaction between Waratah Coal’s rail alignment and 
Hancock’s environmental planning and safety and health issues can be dealt with once both Projects 
have further definition and are financially guaranteed to proceed.  
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Comments were made of the potential impacts the Waratah Coal rail alignment may have to the 
Kevin’s Corner Project infrastructure. The infrastructure included an airstrip, accommodation village, 
light industrial area, rail line loop and roadways.  

The interaction of Waratah Coal’s rail alignment and Kevin’s Corner airstrip and accommodation 
village are considered workable given the extended buffer zone between these pieces of 
infrastructure and the rail alignment. Indeed, the separation distance from the Waratah Coal rail to 
the proposed airstrip is extensive by comparison to the separation between the Kevin’s Corner rail 
loop and airstrip. In fact, the Kevin’s Corner rail loop would appear to encroach onto the north east 
corner of the proposed airstrip. This aside, the Government should question the validity of the 
proposed Kevin’s Corner airstrip based on cumulative impacts and economics. On the surface it 
would appear uneconomical to build an airstrip at Kevin’s Corner, given the short travelling distance 
to the existing Alpha airstrip and the fact that other Galilee proponents such as Waratah Coal and 
private enterprises are looking to upgrade and use the existing Alpha airstrip as a central hub. The 
rail alignment passes adjacent to the light industrial area and this would be seen as a positive aspect, 
given rail freighting as an alternative means of transport for supplies and materials into the area and 
means to mitigate the impacts of road transport. 

Comments were made of the potential impacts the Waratah Coal rail alignment may have to the 
Alpha Mine Project infrastructure. The infrastructure included water management and stream 
diversion structures on the upslope side of the Tailings Storage Facility and the rail corridor crossing 
on Degulla Road. 

The interaction of Waratah Coal’s rail alignment and Alpha mine infrastructure would be considered, 
in particular, the water management of the Tailings Storage Facility (TSF). The water management 
and stream diversion structures on the upslope side of the TSF would be managed by building the 
rail above the full supply line of the TSF. The uphill side rail embankment would be structured and 
designed to provide sufficient water management and stream diversion structure such as clean 
water cut off drains. This would be a positive outcome to the Alpha Project, by preventing excessive 
catchment runoff water charging the TSF.     

Concerns of the interaction between Alpha and Kevin’s Corner rail loop with Waratah Coal’s rail 
alignment are unwarranted as it is generally understood that there will only be one rail corridor 
connecting the southern Galilee Basin to the port site of Abbot Point which will in fact require the 
interaction between all rail loops and the final rail alignment. The State Government has made it 
clear in a policy statement by the Deputy Premier on the 6 June 2012, that one rail corridor will be 
built in a south to north alignment. The Deputy Premier statement says, “this policy does not 
endorse the “Alpha Coal Rail” Project”. Based on this statement by the Deputy Premier, it should be 
considered that a single railway corridor could be Waratah Coal’s rail alignment. If so, Waratah Coal 
believes there is ample opportunity and space for Hancock Coal to splice their two rail loop spurs 
from the proposed mine developments of Alpha and Kevin’s Corner into the Waratah Coal rail 
alignment, avoiding the need for grade separation.  

Concerns of the interaction with roadways and the flow of personnel and materials would be 
addressed when further details on dedicated mine access road locations, traffic and personnel 
volumes are clear. Grade separation would be considered as an option where safety, traffic and 
personnel volumes warrant the need for separation. 
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Mr Dan Hunt’s final comment being on the option 3 rail alignment sterilising coal resources derived 
from the C and D seams, are not valid because they sub-crop well to the west of the proposed rail 
alignment. The deeper seams, E and F, which are thought to sub-crop near the proposed alignment, 
are considered by Hancock as uneconomical in this area.  

See Appendix ‘F’ for further information – 12th December 2012 Letter from Mr Dan Hunt, Deputy 
General of the Department of Natural Resources and Mines to Waratah Coal for further information. 

 

Office of the Coordinator General, requests for comments from “Hancock Coal Pty Ltd” regarding 
Waratah Coal’s Option 3 rail alignment through ML applications 70425 and 70426.   

The Office of the Coordinator General requested Waratah Coal seek comments from Hancock Coal 
Pty Ltd regarding the potential impacts the ‘Option 3’ rail alignment may pose to the ‘Alpha Coal’ 
Project. A letter was subsequently addressed to Mr Paul Mulder, Managing Director of Hancock Coal 
Pty Ltd on the 28th September 2012 for comment.  Attached to the letter is a plan detailing the rail 
option 3 location being proposed by Waratah Coal, superimposed on the mine layout being 
proposed by Alpha Coal on ML application 70426. See Appendix ‘G’ – 28th September 2012 Letter 
from Waratah Coal to Mr Paul Mulder, Managing Director of Hancock Coal Pty Ltd. 

Waratah Coal is in receipt of a letter from a potential Galilee Basin coal developer from the 26th 
October 2012. The letter was marked “Without Prejudice” and as such Waratah Coal cannot make 
any comment regarding information contained in this letter public or provide mitigating measures as 
requested by the Department of impacts Waratah Coal’s rail alignment may or may not have on the 
Alpha (ML application 70426) and Kevin’s Corner (ML application 70425) Projects. 

Waratah Coal later sent a follow up letter on the 30th October 2012 to Mr Andy Mifflin, Manager of 
the Kevin’s Corner project. The letter requests for Mr Mifflin to comment on potential impacts the 
Waratah Coal rail alignment may have to his Project. To date, no response has been received from 
Hancock Coal to this letter. A copy of this letter can be seen in Appendix ‘H’ – 30th October 2012 
Letter to Mr Andy Mifflin, Manager Kevin’s Corner Project from Mr Nui Harris Managing Director of 
Waratah Coal. 
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Conclusion 

This report has provided clarification on issues raised by DEEDI (Office of Advanced Manufacturing) 
regarding the final location of the China First Coal Rail alignment traversing Mining Lease Application 
70426 (commonly known as “Alpha Coal” owned by Hancock Coal Pty Ltd) and Mining Lease 
Application 70425 (commonly referred to as “Kevin’s Corner” and owned by Hancock Galilee Pty 
Ltd). In particular, the Department requested that Waratah Coal achieve an agreed outcome with 
Hancock Coal (GVK) on the rail route through the ML applications as it relates to the potential 
impacts of the planned accommodation village. 

The rail alignment traversing through the Alpha and Kevin’s Corner Project is commonly known as 
‘Option 3’. The option 3 alignment was derived from an iterative design process of developing rail 
alignment options 1 and 2. 

Rail alignment ‘Option 1’ was the original alignment developed by Waratah Coal in 2008 as part of 
their Initial  Advice Statement known as the “Galilee Coal Project (Northern Export Facility)”. This 
alignment impacted upon the future conceptual developments of Hancock Coal’s “Alpha Coal” 
Project. 

Rail alignment ‘Option 2’ was developed to avoid interaction with Hancock Coal’s “Alpha Coal and 
Kevin’s Corner” Projects. It had unacceptable impacts to several graziers by dissecting their 
properties. 

Rail alignment ‘Option 3’ was developed as a compromise between grazier’s and Hancock’s 
concerns. The option 3 alignment traversed the western boundaries of the affected grazing 
properties and navigates clear of Hancock infrastructure. The alignment is set back to have 
reasonable buffer zones to the proposed ‘Alpha and Kevin’s Corner’ mine infrastructure. 

Correspondence with Mr Dan Hunt, Deputy General of the Department of Natural Resources and 
Mines on the 3rd October 2012 highlighted interactions with the proposed rail alignment and 
Hancock infrastructure. Key pieces of infrastructure included the accommodation village, airstrip, rail 
loops and tailings storage facilities. The proposed Kevin’s Corner accommodation village and airstrip 
were sufficiently set back from the rail to not be grossly affected. The rail loops being proposed by 
Alpha and Kevin’s Corner are appropriately located to splice into the Waratah Coal rail alignment. It 
is considered there will only be one rail alignment from the Galilee Basin as per State Government 
policy requiring interaction between all mine rail loops and the main connecting rail line. The 
Waratah rail alignment embankment is positioned upslope of the Hancock Tailings Storage Facility 
and would be designed with water management and stream diversion structures above the full 
supply line of the TSF. Finally, the proposed alignment does not pose sterilising coal resources 
derived from the C and D seams as they sub-crop well to the west of the proposed rail alignment. 
The deeper seams, E and F, which are thought to sub-crop near the proposed alignment, are 
considered by Hancock as uneconomical in this area. 

Correspondence to Mr Paul Mulder, Managing Director of Hancock Coal Pty Ltd was sent out on the 
28th September 2012 for comment. Waratah Coal is in receipt of a letter from a potential Galilee 
Basin coal developer from the 26th October 2012. The letter was marked “Without Prejudice” and as 
such Waratah Coal cannot make any comment regarding information contained in this letter public 
or provide mitigating measures of impacts Waratah Coal’s rail alignment may or may not have on 
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the Alpha (ML application 70426) and Kevin’s Corner (ML application 70425) Projects, as requested 
by the Department. 

Waratah Coal later sent a follow up letter on the 30th October 2012 to Mr Andy Mifflin, Manager of 
the Kevin’s Corner Project. The letter requests Mr Mifflin to comment on the potential impacts the 
Waratah Coal rail alignment may have to his Project. To date, no response has been received from 
Hancock Coal to this letter.  
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Appendix A 

Letter to Keith Davies, Coordinator General – Waratah Coal Corridor 
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Appendix B 

Letter from Landholder 1 _- Appendix withheld from public review for 
reasons of landholder confidentiality  
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Appendix C 

Letter from Landholder 2 _- Appendix withheld from public review for 
reasons of landholder confidentiality  

 
  

28 
 

Appendix D 

Letter from Landholder 2 _- Appendix withheld from public review for 
reasons of landholder confidentiality  
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Appendix E 

3rd of October 2012 Letter from Waratah Coal to Mr Dan Hunt, Deputy 
General of the Department of Natural Resources and Mines 
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Appendix F 

12th of December 2012 Letter from Mr Dan Hunt, Deputy General of the 
Department of Natural Resources and Mines to Waratah Coal  
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Appendix G 

28th of September 2012 Letter from Waratah Coal to Mr Paul Mulder, 
Managing Director of Hancock Coal Pty Ltd 
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Appendix H 

30th of October 2012 Letter from Mr Nui Harris, Managing Director of 
Waratah Coal, to Mr Andy Mifflin, Manager Kevin’s Corner Project  
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