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Dear Mr Foster

Thank you for your correspondence dated 17 November 2021, regarding Petition
No. 030 - Asbestos contamination in Wittenoom, Eastern Gorge and Vampire, which
was tabled by Hon Dr Brad Pettitt MLC, Member for South Metropolitan.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the terms of the petition, and the
submissions from the principal petitioner and Dr Pettitt. I would also like to
acknowledge the effects of the asbestos contamination around Wittenoom on the
Traditional Custodians and Native Title Holders, the Banjima People.

The Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage (DPLH) is leading a coordinated
State Government approach to manage asbestos around Wittenoom and, in this
context, chairs the Wittenoom Steering Committee (WSC) which provides advice to
Government. A senior representative of the Department of Water and Environmental
Regulation (DWER) is a member of the WSC.

Apart from contributing to the whole-of-Government approach through the WSC,
DWER s main role in relation to asbestos contamination around Wittenoom is in
administering the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 (CS Act).

An area comprising the former Wittenoom town site, Wittenoom Airfield, Wittenoom
Gorge, Vampire Gorge and the Joffre Creek flood plain between the Wittenoom
townsite and the Fortescue River, generally referred to as the Wittenoom Asbestos
Management Area (WAMA), was classified as contaminated - remediation required
under the CS Act in January 2008, in consultation with the Department of Health. This
classification was conferred due to the presence of free Crocidolite (blue asbestos)
fibres in soils of the site that present an unacceptable risk of harm to human health.

While asbestos is naturally present in the geology of the local area, and surface
expressions of asbestos-containing seams occur, I understand the contamination by
free asbestos fibres (giving rise to the CS Act classification) originates from historical
mining practices, mine waste material deposits in the gorges and the use of mine
tailings in and around the former town site.
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The restrictions on use specified under the CS Act for the WAMA are that it  is not
suitable for any human occupation or land use and all access to the site should be
prevented .

As a consequence of the contaminated - remediation required classification, the
WAMA is listed on the public contaminated sites database. Memorials have been
registered on the relevant Certificates of Title, recording the classification and
specifying that the Registrar of Titles is not to register, or accept for registration, an
instrument affecting the land unless DWER consents in writing to that registration.

Between 2009 and 2014 grants totalling $750,000 from the Contaminated Sites
Management Account (CSMA), a special purpose account established under the CS
Act, were approved to DPLH s predecessor agencies for the Wittenoom area. These
grants were for an ethnographic and archaeological study, and to identify remedial
options and develop remedial strategies (including geotechnical investigations and
feasibility and design studies).

The definition of  remediation  in the CS Act is included at Attachment 1. DWER has
advised me that there are significant technological and practical challenges in
removing the asbestos fibre contamination, and it is unlikely to be possible to restore
the WAMA to the state it was in before the contamination occurred.

I trust this information is of assistance.

Kind regards

HON AMB£R-JADE SANDERSON MLA
MINISTER FOR ENVIRO MENT; CLIMATE ACTION

Att.
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ATTACHMENT 1

Definition of  remediation  in section 3(1) of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003

remediation in respect of a site that is contaminated includes  
(a) the attempted restoration of the site to the state it was in before the

contamination occurred;
(b) the restriction, or prohibition, of access to, or use of, the site;
(c) the removal, destruction, reduction, containment or dispersal of the substance

causing the contamination, or the reduction or mitigation of the effect of the
substance;

(d) the protection of human health, the environment or any environmental value
from the contamination; 
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