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1. OPENING OF MEETING

The Chairman opened Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) Meeting 
No. 1122 at 0905 h and welcomed the Members and others in attendance.

2. ACCEPTANCE OF AGENDA

The EPA accepted the Agenda for EPA Meeting No. 1122 (as at 12 December 
2018).

3. DISCLOSURE OF PERSONAL INTERESTS

Mr Robert Harvey and Dr Jenny Pope each identified a pecuniary interest in 
other companies operating on the Burrup that may be affected by any advice 
related to Item 5.3.4 (Technical Ammonium Nitrate Production Facility) of EPA 
Meeting No. 1122, as provided for in section 12(1) of the EP Act, recused 
themselves from the meeting for the Item and abstained from all discussion, 
consideration and voting on the matter.

There were no other Member disclosures of personal interests in relation to the 
Agenda for Meeting No. 1122 pursuant to either section 12(1) of the EP Act or 
the EPA Code of Conduct.

Potential issues arising out of:
a) All matters before the EPA, current and future, as set out in the lists of

• Forward Agenda Items;
• Referrals under s38 and s48A for the period 31 October-7 December 

2018;
• Active assessments under s38 as at 7 December 2018;
• Active assessments under s48A as at 7 December 2018;

b) Any interactions outside of EPA meetings (e.g. person with business 
before EPA/lobbyist); and

c) Gifts, benefits and hospitality, 
will be noted in the Members’ Register.

4. ADMINISTRATIVE AND GOVERNANCE MATTERS

4.1 Confirmation of Minutes of previous meetings 

The EPA:

1. Noted that Members had been given an opportunity to review a draft of 
the Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1121, held on 15 November 2018, 
and had not raised any substantive matters.
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2. Approved the draft Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1121, held on 15 
November 2018, as a true and correct record of the meeting, subject to 
minor editorial amendment.

ACTION:

Hatton Sign off the approved Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1121, held 
on 18 November 2018.

4.2 Action List

The EPA noted and updated the status of the action items on the Action List.

4.3 Correspondence

The EPA noted the miscellaneous correspondence included in the agenda 
papers.

4.4 Non-statutory delegation from EPA to Chairman

The purpose of the item was to consider making a minuted delegation to the 
Chairman in relation to evaluating EPASD services to the EPA in the 
preparation of technical guides. The rationale behind this delegation includes 
providing rigour to the process and providing data for a Departmental key 
performance indicator.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided in the briefing note.

2. Agreed to delegate to the Chairman the EPA satisfaction rating in the 
finalisation of technical guides.

ACTION:

Freeman • Note in the procedures to advise the EPA Executive Officer when
the Chairman signs off a technical guide.

Fandry • Coordinate the Chairman’s evaluation of EPA services and
updating of Departmental key performance indicator data.
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5. KEY STRATEGIES OF THE EPA STRATEGIC PLAN

5.1 Foster strategic and regional consideration of potential short and long 
term environmental impacts

5.1.1 EPA strategies for 2019-2022

The purpose of the item was to discuss the framework and approach to the 
EPA strategies for 2019-2022, for further consideration at the EPA Strategic 
Planning Day in February 2019.

The philosophical, ideological and intellectual discussion, led by Mr John 
Barrington, identified the following concepts for consideration in developing a 
draft framework:
• Mission/Purpose - the light on the horizon, forever pursued but never 

delivered upon; Possible Purpose - to protect the environment for 
Western Australians;

• Complemented by and supplemented by the Vision, a line in the sand, to 
be succeeded/renewed by future visions, once achieved;

• In the parlance of the Argenti Strategic Planning System, Purpose has 
three components:
o Who are the beneficiaries;
o What benefits do they expect; and
o What are the beneficial performance indicators (bpi);

• Elements of a bpi:
o Targets (satisfactory and minimum) and the gap between the target 

levels helps identify what strategies are required to meet the bpi; 
o Forecasts (optimistic and pessimistic), in the absence of any 

changed strategy;
• Alternative performance measures:

o Transactional effectiveness (e.g. time taken); 
o Substantive effectiveness (e.g. bpi);
o Procedural effectiveness; and
o Legitimacy.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided in the briefing note.

2. Requested Mr John Barrington to prepare a structure for the discussion 
at the January 2019 board meeting and the February 2019 Strategic 
Dialogue meeting.
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ACTION:

Freeman • Follow up outcomes of the discussion with Mr Barrington in the
preparation of a draft structure for consideration in January and
February.

5.1.2 EPA Guideline on Air Quality and Technical Guidance on 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The purpose of the item was to consider releasing the draft EPA Guideline on
Air Quality and the Technical Guidance on Greenhouse Gas Emissions to the
EPA’s Stakeholder Reference Group for comment.

In discussion, it was noted that:
• The Commonwealth Clean Energy Regulator has reinterpreted ‘regulatory 

conditionality’ in relation to offsets under the Emissions Reduction Fund 
(ERF) to the effect that offsets projects conditioned under State law 
cannot be registered under the ERF. In order to reflect the change, an 
amendment is proposed to the draft technical guidance document with the 
addition of words on page 7 with the following effect:
‘‘In order to avoid double accounting, proponents subject to offset 
conditions will be expected to surrender or voluntarily cancel offsets in the 
relevant offset register. ’’

• The EPA is following the Northern Territory Supreme Court’s hearing of 
the Environmental Defender’s Office appeal, on the basis of greenhouse 
gas emissions, against the decision by the Northern Territory EPA to not 
assess a proposal to clear 20,000 hectares at the Maryfield cattle station.

• In the event that there are no adequate offsets, the option remains open 
to the EPA to judge a proposal to be not environmentally acceptable.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided in the briefing note.

2. Agreed that the EPA’s draft Issues and Impacts Factor Guideline on Air 
Quality and the draft Technical Guidance on Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
can be released to the EPA’s Stakeholder Reference Group for comment, 
subject to minor editorial amendment and subject to appropriate 
document control.

Freeman

ACTION:

• Incorporate the amendments and seek feedback from the EPA 
Stakeholder Reference Group.
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5.1.3 Biodiversity Conservation Act 2006

The purpose of the item was to receive a briefing from the Department of
Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions on the Biodiversity Conservation Act
2016 (BC Act) and Biodiversity Conservation Regulations 2018 (BC
Regulations) and implications for the role of the EPA.

The briefing and discussion included the following:
• The BC Act and Regulations will provide for modern biodiversity 

conservation legislation in Western Australia and will ultimately replace 
the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950 and the Sandalwood Act 1929 and 
their associated regulations.

• The provisions of the new legislation are designed to be consistent with 
and complement the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act); for 
example, authority under the EP Act takes precedence over the BC Act, 
with some exceptions, such as threatened species and ecological 
communities.

• It was recommended that there be early communication on and alignment 
between the EP Act and the BC Act and Regulations when officers are 
preparing EPA advice.

• In relation to the State Offsets policy, it appears that the BC Act provides 
a broader scope for offsets.

• There is an aspiration for the State and Commonwealth to have a single 
flora and fauna species listing and common assessment methodologies.

The EPA thanked the officers from the Department of Biodiversity,
Conservation and Attractions for the useful briefing.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided in the briefing.

2. Noted that the Biodiversity Conservation Regulations 2018 were gazetted 
on 11 September 2018 and will come into effect on 1 January 2019.

5.2 Provide robust advice

There were no Items under this strategy.
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5.3 Provide sound advice

5.3.1 Esperance Waste Management Facility, Public Environmental 
Review, Assessment 2152 
Proponent - Shire of Esperance

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft proponent-prepared 
Environmental Scoping Document (ESD) for the Esperance Waste 
Management Facility, which is being assessed at the level of Public 
Environmental Review.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• There is much local community interest in the proposal.
• The EPASD was recommending the inclusion of additional work items into 

the proponent-prepared ESD and a high level of specificity in the scoping 
requirements.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, which highlighted 
the following matters:
• Background, need and site selection process for the landfill site;
• The Shire’s commitments in relation to transparency, consultation, 

accountable and defendable decision-making, and openness to resource 
recovery operations;

• Hydrological and hydrogeological settings and groundwater investigations 
indicate a geology that is not complex, a moderately permeable aquifer 
and slow groundwater travel time;

• Landfill design includes a back wall drain to intercept and manage 
perched water systems.

The proponent provided the following information in response to matters raised 
by the EPA in discussion:
• Based on current activities, the life span of the landfill is 30 years; 

however, there are expansion possibilities within the site and the life span 
could be further extended if resource recovery options are implemented;

• Implementation of resource recovery options is not likely to change the 
landfill classification from Class III;

• The proponent is of the view that the risk of leakage is low;
• The proponent was asked for an explanation of the springs appearing 

down slope from the proposed landfill site.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.

The EPA:

Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under 
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1. Noted the information provided by the proponent and in the briefing note 
and draft ESD.

2. Agreed that the Preliminary Key Environmental Factors for the Esperance 
Waste Management Facility are Terrestrial Environmental Quality, 
Hydrological Processes, Inland Waters Environmental Quality and Social 
Surroundings.

3. Agreed that the additional work items incorporated into the proponent- 
prepared draft ESD are acceptable work requirements for the proposal.

4. Endorsed the ESD as the basis for the form, content, timing and 
procedure for the Environmental Review Document, subject to the 
incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA Members.

5. Agreed that the Chairman finalise the ESD for the Esperance Waste 
Management Facility, subject to the incorporation of the guidance 
provided by the EPA Members.

ACTION:

Sutton/
Hughes
Hatton

• Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the Draft 
ESD for the Esperance Waste Management Facility.

• Finalise the ESD for the Esperance Waste Management Facility, 
subject to the incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA 
Members

5.3.2 Ocean Reef Marina, Public Environmental Review, Assessment 
2012
Proponent - Western Australian Land Authority (trading as 
LandCorp)

The purpose of the item was to consider the Draft Assessment Report for the 
Ocean Reef Marina proposal, which is being assessed at the level of Public 
Environmental Review, noting that the EPASD has incorporated the EPA 
guidance provided at the November 2018 meeting.

The EPASD noted that the major changes to the Draft Assessment Report 
since the November meeting are:
• Revision of the objective and content of section 5 on the Offsets Strategy, 

to be developed by the proponent, and the amendment of Condition 9 in 
accordance with the revision; and

• Revision of section 4.4 on Social Surroundings to appropriately refer to 
the Voluntary Fisheries Adjustment Scheme; and

1122 13-12-18 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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• Revision of section 7 on Other Advice to the Minister regarding the 
additions to the Marmion Marine Park.

The EPA provided the following guidance to the EPASD:
• In Section 5 (Offsets) of the Draft Assessment Report expand Principle 1 

paragraph (page 47) to incorporate mitigation measures undertaken by 
the proponent including siting of the proposal at an existing Harbour;

• In Section 5 (Offsets) refine the wording in Principle 2 paragraph (page 
47) regarding requirement for an offset consistent with WA Environmental 
Offsets Policy;

• In Section 5 (Offsets) amend that the Offsets Strategy (page 48) and 
Condition 9-3 shall ensure that research to be undertaken builds on the 
findings of the Report on Ten-Year Audit of Marmion Marine Park 
Management Plan (MPRA, 2012).;

• In Section 5 (Offsets) expand Principle 4 paragraph (page 49) to include 
examples of threats and pressures identified in the Report on Ten-Year 
Audit of Marmion Marine Park Management Plan and the WA Auditor 
General’s Report Management of Marine Parks and Reserves (June 
2016);

• Second last paragraph on page 49 to read: “The EPA considers that it is 
appropriate for the specific management actions and areas to be identified 
after the proponent’s research into the threats and pressures. ...”;

• In Appendix 4 amend wording of condition 9-4(1) (page 85) to read 
“implement, or fund the implementation of, the actions...”; and

• Editorial amendments on pages 44 and 45.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the EPASD in the briefing note.

2. Noted the consideration of principles, and policies and guidelines for the 
assessment of the Ocean Reef Marina proposal.

3. Agreed to recommend that the Ocean Reef Marina proposal may be 
implemented, subject to the recommended environmental conditions and 
the ‘Other Advice’ as set out in Attachment 1 (Draft Assessment Report) 
of the briefing note, and subject to the incorporation of the guidance 
provided by the EPA Members.

4. Adopted the Draft Assessment Report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
Report and Recommendations for the assessment of the proposal to 
construct the Ocean Reef Marina, subject to the incorporation of the 
guidance provided by the EPAQ Members and final editing of the report.

5. Resolved that the Chairman prepare and approve the EPA’s final Report 
and Recommendations on the Ocean Reef Marina and give that report to
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the Minister, pursuant to section 44 of the Environmental Protection Act 
1986.

ACTION:

Sutton/ • Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the Draft
Jacob EPA Report and Recommendations on the assessment of the 

Ocean Reef Marina proposal.
Hatton • Finalise and transmit to the Minister the EPA Report and 

recommendations on the Ocean Reef Marina proposal.

5.3.3 High Street Upgrade Proposal, City of Fremantle, Public 
Environmental Review, Assessment 2181 
Proponent - Main Roads Western Australia

The purpose of the item was to consider the proponent-prepared Environmental 
Scoping Document (ESD) for the High Street Upgrade proposal, which is being 
assessed at the level of Public Environmental Review.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, which highlighted 
the following matters:
• Justification for the project;
• Development envelope, local context and proposed clearing footprint;
• Evaluation of impacts on Black Cockatoos;
• Number and nature of trees to be cleared;
• Noise mitigation measures;
• Predicted air quality impacts.

The proponent provided the following information in response to matters raised 
by the EPA in discussion:
• The upgrade is not expected to increase traffic volume, but is expected to 

improve safety and traffic flow;
• Comprehensive consultation has been undertaken with the Local 

Government, schools, golf courses, local residents and through open 
days, drop-in days, the website and newsletters;

• General public sentiment arising from consultation was mixed.

The Chairman noted that the public consultation period for the Public 
Environmental Review period had been increased by one week to account for 
the public review over the Christmas/New Year period.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.
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The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the proponent and in the briefing note 
and draft ESD.

2. Agreed that the Preliminary Key Environmental Factors for the High 
Street Upgrade proposal are Terrestrial Fauna, Air Quality and Social 
Surroundings.

3. Endorsed the ESD as the basis for the form, content, timing and 
procedure for the Environmental Review Document.

4. Agreed that the Chairman finalise the ESD for the High Street Upgrade 
proposal.

ACTION:

Sutton/
Jacob

• Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the Draft 
ESD for the High Street Upgrade proposal.

Hatton • Finalise the ESD for the High Street Upgrade proposal.

5.3.4 Technical Ammonium Nitrate Production Facility, Burrup 
Peninsula, MS 870, Condition 5-1, s46, Assessment 2166 
Proponent - Yara Pilbara Nitrates Pty Ltd

In accordance with their declarations at Item 3, Mr Harvey and Dr Pope 
recused themselves from the meeting for the Item and abstained from all 
discussion, consideration and voting on the matter.

The purpose of the item was to consider the assessment strategy and draft 
assessment report on the s46 inquiry into changing condition 5-1: Air Quality, 
for the Technical Ammonium Nitrate Facility to protect rock art.

The EPASD update and general discussion noted the following:
• Consultation is to be undertaken with the Murujuga Rock Art Stakeholder 

Reference Group; and
• The EPA report is expected to be released in March/April 2019.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided in the briefing note.

2. Noted the consideration of principles, policies and guidelines for the 
assessment.
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3. Agreed with the methodology and direction being taken in the 
assessment.

4. Noted that the draft report will be coming back to the EPA for a decision 
following consultation with the Murujuga Rock Art Stakeholder Reference 
Group in February 2019.

ACTION:

Sutton/
Tapsell

Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the 
assessment report on the s46 inquiry into changing condition 5-1: 
Air Quality, for the Technical Ammonium Nitrate Facility to protect 
rock art.

Mr Harvey and Dr Pope returned to the meeting at the end of the item.

5.4 Provide transparent advice

There were no items under this strategy.

6. DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

6.1 Monthly report on operational and strategic issues

The EPA noted the EPASD monthly report on Strategic and Emerging Issues 
and Collaboration and Stakeholder Involvement for the month of November 
2018.

6.2 EIA work schedules 2018-2019 

The EPA noted the:
• S38, s48A and s46 Assessment schedules for 2018/19; and
• Policy schedule for 2018/19.

7. OTHER BUSINESS

7.1 Strategic Assessment of the Perth-Peel Region

It was noted that the report on the government-commissioned review of the 
SAPPR project had been tabled in Cabinet and a Cabinet paper is in 
preparation.
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8. EPA MEETINGS

8.1 Next EPA Meeting

The next EPA meeting will be held on Thursday 24 January 2019 in the EPA 
Boardroom, The Atrium.

9. CLOSE

There being no further business, the Chairman closed Environmental 
Protection Authority Meeting No. 1122 at 1425 h on 13 December 2018.

Signed as a true and correct record 
of Meeting No. 1122 of 

the Environmental Protection Authority

CHAIRMAN
Date: 21 February 2019
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MINUTES OF EPA MEETING No. 1123 
21 FEBRUARY 2019

MEMBERS PRESENT: Dr Tom Hatton

Mr Robert Harvey 
Ms Elizabeth Carr, AM 
Mr Glen McLeod 

Dr Jenny Pope

IN ATTENDANCE: Ms Sandra Dowding

Items 1-4.3
EPA Services Division (EPASD)
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director

Chairman (absent for items
5.3.3, 5.3.4, 5.4 and 6)
Deputy Chairman
Member
Member
Member

A/EPA Executive Officer

Item 5.1.1 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director
Ms Kelly Freeman A/Manager, EPA Strategy Branch

Item 5.2.1 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Ms Kelly Freeman 
Mr Peter Tapsell 
Mr Chris Stanley

Executive Director 
A/Manager, EPA Strategy Branch 
A/Manager, EIA North Branch 
A/PEO, EIA North Branch

Strategic Policy Division
Ms Sarah Gill Principal Policy Officer

Corporate Services Division
Mr Rohan Mascarenhas Senior Legal Officer
Ms Vivienne Ryan Senior Media Advisor

Item 5.3.1 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director
Mr Peter Tapsell A/Manager, EIA North Branch
Mr Chris Stanley A/PEO, EIA North Branch

Strategic Policy Division
Ms Sarah Gill Principal Policy Officer

Corporate Services Division
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Mr Rohan Mascarenhas Senior Legal Officer 
Ms Vivienne Ryan Senior Media Advisor

Item 5.3.2 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Mr Peter Tapsell 
Mr Chris Stanley

Executive Director 
A/Manager, EIA North Branch 
A/PEO, EIA North Branch

Strategic Policy Division
Ms Sarah Gill Principal Policy Officer

Corporate Services Division
Mr Rohan Mascarenhas Senior Legal Officer
Ms Vivienne Ryan Senior Media Advisor

Item 5.3.3 
EPASD
Dr Robert Hughes Manager, EIA South Branch
Mr Matt Spence EO, EIA South Branch
Ms Naomi O’Hara SEO, Terrestrial Ecosystems Branch

Item 5.3.4 
EPASD
Dr Robert Hughes 
Ms Leanne Zheng 
Ms Bee Ryan

Manager, EIA South Branch 
SEO, EIA South Branch
Senior Environmental Officer, Terrestrial Ecosystems 

Branch

Audalia Resources Limited
Mr Brent Butler 
Ms Karen Logan 
Mr Geoffrey Han 
Mr Phil Scott 
Mr Gavin Edwards

CEO
Company Secretary 
Project Director 
Director, Preston Consulting 
Principal, Preston Consulting

Item 5.3.5 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director
Mr Hans Jacob Manager, Infrastructure Assessments Branch
Ms Annarie Boer SEO, Infrastructure Assessments Branch

Main Roads WA
Mr Doug Morgan Executive Director, Planning & Technical Services
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Mr Gary Manning 
Ms Martine Scheltema 
Mr John Braid 
Mr Paul West

Manager, Project Development 
Manager, Environment 
Principal Environmental Officer 
Senior Environmental Officer

Item 5.3.6 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Mr Peter Tapsell 
Mr John Guld

Executive Director 
A/Manager, EIA North Branch 
SEO, EIA North Branch

Item 5.3.7 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Mr Peter Tapsell 
Ms Vanessa Robinson 
Ms Ellie Ridley

Executive Director 
A/Manager, EIA North Branch 
SEO, EIA North Branch 
EO, EIA North Branch

Fortescue Metals Group
Mr Anthony Kirke 
Mr Brett McGuire 
Mr Sean McGunnigle 
Mr Matt Dowling,
Tim Langmead

GM, Iron Ore Projects
Group Manager, Environment
Manager, Environmental Approvals
Senior Environmental Advisor - Approvals
Director of Community, Environment and Government

Item 7.2 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Mr Peter Tapsell 
Mr John Guld

Executive Director 
A/Manager, EIA North Branch 
SEO, EIA North Branch

Science and Planning Division
Mr Kevin McAlpine Manager, Marine Ecosystems Branch

1. OPENING OF MEETING

The Chairman opened Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) Meeting 
No. 1123 at 0920 h and welcomed the Members and others in attendance.

It was noted that the meeting scheduled for 24 January 2019 had been 
cancelled.
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2. ACCEPTANCE OF AGENDA

The EPA accepted the Agenda for EPA Meeting No. 1123 (as at 20 February 
2019).

It was noted that the Chairman and Executive Director EPA Services are 
required to attend a meeting at 12.30 h and that the Deputy Chairman would 
preside over items 5.3.3, 5.3.4, 5.4 and 6.

3. DISCLOSURE OF PERSONAL INTERESTS

Mr Robert Harvey and Dr Jenny Pope each disclosed a direct pecuniary private 
interest in relation to Item 5.3.6 (Technical Ammonium Nitrate Production 
Facility) of EPA Meeting No. 1123, as provided for in section 12(1) of the EP 
Act, recused themselves from the meeting for the Item and abstained from all 
discussion, consideration and voting on the matter.

There were no other Member disclosures of personal interests in relation to the 
Agenda for Meeting No. 1123 pursuant to either section 12(1) of the EP Act or 
the EPA Code of Conduct.

Potential issues arising out of:
a) All matters before the EPA, current and future, as set out in the lists of

• Referrals under s38 and s48A for the period 7 December 2018-14 
February 2019;

• Active assessments under s38 as at 14 February 2019;
• Active assessments under s46 as at 14 February 2019;
• Active assessments under s48A as at 14 February 2019;

b) Any interactions outside of EPA meetings (e.g. person with business 
before EPA/lobbyist); and

c) Gifts, benefits and hospitality, 
will be noted in the Members’ Register.

4. ADMINISTRATIVE AND GOVERNANCE MATTERS

4.1 Confirmation of Minutes of previous meetings

The EPA:

1. Noted that Members had been given an opportunity to review a draft of 
the Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1122, held on 13 December 2018, 
and had not raised any substantive matters.

2. Approved the draft Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1122, held on 13 
December 2018, as a true and correct record of the meeting, subject to 
minor editorial amendment.

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under 
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ACTION:

Hatton Sign off the approved Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1122, held 
on 13 December 2018.

4.2 Action List

The EPA noted and updated the status of the action items on the Action List.

4.3 Correspondence

The EPA noted the miscellaneous correspondence included in the agenda 
papers.

5. KEY STRATEGIES OF THE EPA STRATEGIC PLAN

5.1 Foster strategic and regional consideration of potential short and long 
term environmental impacts

5.1.1 Strategic Planning for 2019-2022

The purpose of the item was to discuss the approach to the EPA strategies for 
2019-2022.

The EPA noted the information provided in the briefing note by the EPASD.

5.2 Provide robust advice

5.2.1 EPA policy
Air Quality Factor Guideline;
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Factor Guideline; and 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Technical Guidance

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft EPA Factor Guideline on Air 
Quality, Factor Guideline on Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Technical 
Guidance on Greenhouse Gas Emissions.

In discussion, it was noted that:
• Timeframes for implementation of avoid/reduce and offsets plans and 

transition should be included.

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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• State Government deals with recommendations of timing to allow 
companies to have time to implement a management plan.

• Change the offset time from 6 months to 12 months or as soon as 
practical.

• Editorial amendments.

The EPA:

1. Noted the briefing provided by the EPASD and the draft EPA Policy for 
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions.

2. Resolved that the Chairman finalise and approve Environmental Factor 
Issues and Impacts Guideline Air Quality, Environmental Factor Issues 
and Impacts Guideline Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Technical Guidance - 
Mitigating Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and publish on the EPA website, 
subject to the incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA 
Members.

Hatton

ACTION:

• Finalise and approve Environmental Factor Issues and Impacts 
Guideline Air Quality, Environmental Factor Issues and Impacts 
Guideline Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Technical Guidance - 
Mitigating Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and publish on the EPA 
website, subject to the incorporation of the guidance provided by 
EPA Members.

5.3 Provide sound advice

5.3.1 Wheatstone Development - Gas Processing, Export Facilities and 
Infrastructure, Ministerial Statement 0873 as amended by 0922, 
section 46, Assessment 2143 
Proponent - Chevron Australia Pty Ltd
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5.3.2 Gorgon Gas Development Revised and Expanded Proposal: 
Barrow Island Nature Reserve, Ministerial Statement 0800, section 
46, Assessment 2161 
Proponent - Chevron Australia Pty Ltd

The purpose of the item was to consider the Draft Assessment Report for the
proposed change to the Implementation Conditions of the Gorgon Gas
Development, Revised and Expanded Proposal: Barrow Island Nature Reserve.

The EPA noted the following:
• Condition 26 requires Chevron to design and construct a carbon 

dioxide injection system that is capable of disposing 100% of the 
reservoir carbon dioxide from the proposal through underground 
injection once routine gas processing operations commence.

• Schedule 3 of Ministerial Statement 800 has been re-drafted to align 
with the new wording in Condition 26.

• The draft report and recommendations on the inquiry also notes the 
opportunity to align the greenhouse gas abatement program, required 
by condition 27 of Ministerial Statement 800, with the EPA’s 
contemporary policy and conditioning approach for greenhouse gas 
emissions.

The EPA provided the following guidance:
• The carbon dioxide injection system for the development commenced 

upon receipt of an operating licence.

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under 7 of 16
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• Conditions 26-5(1) and 26-5(2) be amended to require 80% target level 
for carbon dioxide injection for the first 5 years and 100% target level 
each year after the first 5-year period.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the EPASD.

2. Noted the progress made on the EPA section 46 report into the matter 
of changing the implementation conditions relating to the Gorgon Gas 
Development, Revised and Expanded Proposal: Barrow Island Nature 
Reserve.

ACTION:

Sutton • Amend the draft EPA section 46 report in accordance with the
guidance provided by members.

5.3.3 Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine Expansion, Referral 
Information, Assessment 2172 
Proponent - Talison Lithium Australia Pty Ltd

The purpose of the item was to provide guidance on the approach to mitigating
impacts on Terrestrial Fauna, in relation to the Talison Greenbushes Lithium
Mine Expansion, which is being assessed at the level of Referral Information.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• The proponent has applied the mitigation hierarchy and reduced 

impacts as much as possible by reducing the size of the development 
envelope.

• The proponent has management procedures that would be 
implemented to minimise indirect impacts to conservation significant 
fauna habitat and species.

• EPA Services Officers attended a site visit on 13 February 2019 to 
discuss offsets and impacts on terrestrial fauna.

• A proposed condition requires the proponent to engage an independent 
consultant to check management targets.

The EPA provided the following guidance to the EPASD on the approach to the 
mitigation of impacts on Terrestrial Fauna:

• The Board indicated that it was comfortable with the DBCA intention to 
manage the offset land parcels.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the EPASD and the proponent.

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
regulation 2B(3) of the Environmental Protection Regulations 1987. Before such a
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2. Agreed that a Key Environmental Factor identified in the course of the 
assessment of the Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine Expansion 
proposal is Terrestrial Fauna.

3. Endorsed the approach, including the use of offsets, to mitigating 
impacts on Terrestrial Fauna, subject to the incorporation of the 
guidance provided by the EPA Members.

ACTION:

Sutton/ • Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the Draft
Hughes assessment strategy for the Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine

Expansion.

5.3.4 Medcalf Vanadium Project, Public Environmental Review, 
Assessment 2156
Proponent - Audalia Resources Limited

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft proponent-prepared 
Environmental Scoping Document (ESD) for the Medcalf Vanadium Project, 
which is being assessed at the level of Public Environmental Review.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• The preliminary key environmental factors of Flora and Vegetation, 

Terrestrial Fauna, Subterranean Fauna, Terrestrial Environmental 
Quality, and Inland Waters and the proposed surveys identified in the 
draft ESD are appropriate.

• The draft ESD is acceptable as the basis for the preparation of the 
ERD.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, which highlighted 
the following matters:
• Consultation and collaboration undertaken to identify studies required 

to establish baseline information;
• Potential impacts requiring studies;
• Studies proposed in the ESD;
• Details of baseline flora studies; and
• Other key baseline studies and potential studies.

The proponent provided responses on the following matters raised by the EPA 
in discussion:
• Haul road crossing of minor creek lines;
• Establishment of pit lakes; and
• Resources and experience with EIA processes.

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
regulation 2B(3) of the Environmental Protection Regulations 1987. Before such a
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The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the proponent and in the briefing 
note and draft ESD.

2. Agreed that the Preliminary Key Environmental Factors for the Medcalf 
Vanadium Project are Flora and Vegetation, Terrestrial Fauna, 
Subterranean Fauna, Terrestrial Environmental Quality, and Inland 
Waters.

3. Endorsed the ESD as the basis for the form, content, timing and 
procedure for the Environmental Review Document, subject to the 
incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA Members.

5. Agreed that the Chairman finalise the ESD for the Medcalf Vanadium 
Project, subject to the incorporation of the guidance provided by the 
EPA Members.

6. Agreed that the final ESD would require incorporation of air quality 
under other factors, with the requirements to characterise and estimate 
greenhouse gas emissions.

ACTION:

Hatton • Finalise the ESD for the Medcalf Vanadium Project, subject to the
incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA Members

5.3.5 High Street Upgrade Proposal, City of Fremantle, Public 
Environmental Review, Assessment 2181 
Proponent - Main Roads Western Australia

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft EPA assessment report and 
recommendations for the High Street Upgrade proposal, which is being 
assessed at the level of Public Environmental Review.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• A subset of the large trees was identified to be ‘potential breeding 

habitat trees’ (not actual breeding trees) for the conservation significant 
and listed Carnaby’s cockatoos and Forest Red-tailed black cockatoos.

• The current proposal design reduced the clearing of future potential 
breeding trees from 44 to 16, as part of the proponent’s minimisation 
measures.

Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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• Implementation of noise walls at minimum heights of 5 m and 3.5 m, as 
proposed by the proponent, will improve the noise amenity of nearby 
residences.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, which highlighted
the following matters:
• Key issues raised in public submissions, particularly Social 

Surroundings (Noise); and
• Changes to the proposal since public review of the Environmental 

Review Document.

The proponent provided responses on the following matters raised by the EPA
in discussion:
• The influence of road design, for example, underpasses, on 

human behaviour; and
• Level of public interest in cockatoos as reflected in the 

public submissions.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the proponent, the EPASD and in 
the briefing note.

2. Noted the consideration of principles, policies and guidelines for this 
assessment.

3. Agreed that the Key Environmental Factors identified in the course of 
the assessment of the High Street Upgrade proposal are Terrestrial 
Fauna, Air Quality and Social Surroundings (Amenity).

4. Agreed to recommend that the High Street Upgrade proposal may be 
implemented, subject to the recommended environmental conditions as 
set out in Attachment 1 (Draft Assessment Report) of the briefing note, 
and subject to the incorporation of the Members’ guidance.

5. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the assessment of the High Street 
Upgrade proposal, subject to the incorporation of the 
guidance provided by the EPA Members and final editing.

6. Resolved that the Chairman approve the final EPA report and 
recommendations on the High Street Upgrade proposal and give that 
report to the Minister, pursuant to section 44 of the Environmental 
Protection Act 1986.
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ACTION:

Hatton • Finalise the EPA report and recommendations on the High Street
Upgrade proposal.

5.3.6 Technical Ammonium Nitrate Production Facility, Burrup 
Peninsula, MS 870, Condition 5-1, s46, Assessment 2166 
Proponent - Yara Pilbara Nitrates Pty Ltd

The purpose of the item was to consider the assessment strategy and draft 
assessment report on the s46 inquiry into changing condition 5-1: Air Quality, 
for the Technical Ammonium Nitrate Facility to protect rock art on the Burrup 
Peninsula.

The EPASD update noted the following:
• The Murujuga Rock Art Stakeholder Reference Group (MRASRG) was 

consulted on 18 February 2019 in regard to the EPA’s s46 inquiry.

The EPA provided the following guidance on relevant matters discussed with 
the MRASRG during the meeting on 18 February 2019:
• The proposed monitoring and reporting requirements associated with the 

Burrup Rock Art Strategy;
• The modelling of cumulative air emissions within the Burrup Peninsula air 

shed to help inform the assessment of new proposals located on the 
Burrup Peninsula; and

• The recommendations and advice within the draft assessment report were 
consistent with the Burrup Rock Art Strategy.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the EPASD.

2. Noted the consideration of principles, policies and guidelines for the 
assessment.

3. Agreed that the key environmental factors identified in the course of 
the s46 inquiry into changing Condition 5-1: Air Quality in Ministerial 
Statement 870 for the Technical Ammonium Nitrate Facility to protect 
rock art on the Burrup Peninsula are Air Quality and Social 
Surroundings (Heritage).

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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4. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the s46 inquiry, subject to the 
incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA Members and final 
editing.

5. Resolved that the Chairman prepare and approve the final EPA report 
and recommendations on the s46 inquiry and give that report to the 
Minister, pursuant to section 44 of the Environmental Protection Act 
1986.

ACTION:

Sutton/
Tapsell

• Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the 
assessment report on the s46 inquiry into changing condition 5-1: 
Air Quality, for the Technical Ammonium Nitrate Facility to protect 
rock art.

Hatton * Prepare and approve the final EPA report and recommendations 
on the s46 inquiry.

5.3.7 Eliwana Railway Project, Public Environmental Review, 
Assessment 2129
Proponent - Fortescue Metals Group

The purpose of the item was to receive a briefing from the proponent on the 
Social Surroundings Factor of the Eliwana Railway Proposal, which is being 
assessed at the level of Public Environmental Review.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• Extensive negotiation has been undertaken with traditional owners and 

the proponent;
• A meeting with the proponent and Eastern Guruma representatives, 

hosted by the EPA, was held on 15 January 2019; and
• A change to the proposal under S43A was received on 21 January 

2019 and approved on 11 February 2019.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, which highlighted 
the following matters:
• The proponent’s view that there are no direct impacts to Eastern 

Guruma significant places;
• Indirect impacts relating to noise, dust, visual impact and access; and
• Proponent’s mitigation and management measures, including rail 

realignment, implementation condition, management plan, consultation 
and monitoring.

1123_21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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The proponent provided information on the following matters in response to 
EPA questions in discussion:
• No direct impact to Eastern Guruma significant places;
• Indirect impacts have been acknowledged;
• Noise, dust;
• Visual impact;
• Traditional owner access;
• Realignment of rail to lessen indirect impacts;
• Indirect impacts managed through a condition proposed by Wintawari 

Guruma Aboriginal Corporation (WGAC);
• Puutu Kunti Kurrama and Pinikura (PKKP) has provided input into Social 

Surroundings;
• WGAC and PKKP involved in consultation and monitoring;
• Social and Cultural Management Plan (SCMP) applicable to WGAC and 

PKKP country.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting. 

The EPA noted the information provided by the proponent.

5.4 Provide transparent advice

5.4.1 EPA Site Visits Schedule

The EPA noted the EPA Site Visits Schedule for 2019.

5.4.2 Schedule of external meetings of interest

The EPA noted the Schedule of external meetings of interest.

6. DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

6.1 Monthly report on operational and strategic issues

The EPA noted the EPASD monthly report on Strategic and Emerging Issues 
and Collaboration and Stakeholder Involvement for the months of December 
2018 and January 2019.

6.2 EIA assessment schedules and policy priorities 2018-2019 

The EPA noted the:
• S38, s48A and s46 Assessment schedules for 2018/19; and
• Policy schedule for 2018/19.

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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6.3 Quarterly report on assessment statistics and trends (October - 
December 2018)

The EPA noted the EPASD report on assessment statistics and trends for the 
October-December 2018 quarter.

6.4 Quarterly report on exercise of Ministerial delegations to 
Chairman/Deputy Chairman on s45C and EPA delegation to 
Chairman/Deputy Chairman on s46 (October - December 2018)

The EPA noted the EPASD quarterly report on the exercise of Ministerial 
delegations to the Chairman/Deputy Chairman on s45C and EPA delegations 
to the Chairman/Deputy Chairman on s46.

6.5 Quarterly review of Minister’s Appeal decisions and conditions (October - 
December 2018)

The EPA noted the EPASD quarterly review of the Minister’s appeal decisions 
and conditions for the October-December 2018 quarter.

7. OTHER BUSINESS

7.1 Carnaby’s Cockatoo Technical Report

The Chairman noted that the EPA’s advice under section 16(j) of the EP Act, on 
Carnaby’s Cockatoo in environmental impact assessment in the Perth and Peel 
Region, is ready for publication.

The EPA approved the release of the advice.

7.2 Potential EPA Strategic Projects in 2018/2019

The EPA is considering undertaking strategic assessments of key 
areas/regions where there are cumulative impacts. The EPA discussed the 
merits of strategic assessments on the following matters:
• Cumulative air emissions study of the Burrup Peninsula;
• Cumulative impacts study for the Pilbara coastline

The EPA:

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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1. Agreed to initiate the strategic project on cumulative impacts along the 
Pilbara coast, particularly in relation to solar salt operations.

2. Requested the EPASD to prepare a draft scope for the projects.

Sutton

ACTION:

• Prepare draft scope for potential strategic projects.

8. EPA MEETINGS

8.1 Next EPA Meeting

The next EPA meeting will be held on Thursday 21 March 2019 in the EPA 
Boardroom, Joondalup.

9. CLOSE

There being no further business, the Chairman closed Environmental 
Protection Authority Meeting No. 1123 at 1600 h on 21 February 2019.

Signed as a true and correct record 
of Meeting No. 1123 of 

the Environmental Protection Authority

Dr Tom Hatton

CHAIRMAN 
Date: 21 March 2019

1123 21-02-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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MINUTES OF EPA MEETING No. 1124 
21 MARCH 2019

MEMBERS PRESENT: Dr Tom Hatton
Mr Robert Harvey 
Ms Elizabeth Carr, AM 
Mr Glen McLeod 

Dr Jenny Pope

IN ATTENDANCE: Ms Alanna Fandry

Items 1-4.3
EPA Services Division (EPASD)
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director

Chairman 
Deputy Chairman 
Member 
Member 
Member

EPA Executive Officer

Item 5.1.1 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director
Ms Kelly Freeman A/Manager, EPA Strategy & Guidance Branch

Item 5.2.1 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director
Ms Kelly Freeman A/Manager, EPA Strategy & Guidance Branch 

Strategic Policy Division
Ms Sarah Gill Principal Policy Officer

Corporate Services Division
Mr Rohan Mascarenhas Senior Legal Officer

Item 5.3.1 
EPASD
Mr Peter Tapsell 
Ms Vanessa Robinson 
Ms Ellie Ridley 
Ms Naomi O’Hara

A/Manager, EIA North Branch 
EO, EIA North Branch 
EO, EIA North Branch 
A/SEO, Strategy & Guidance Branch

Fortescue Metals Group
Mr Greg Lilleyman 
Mr Anthony Kirke 
Mr Sean McGunnigle 
Mr Corey Denis 
Mr Brett McGuire 
Mr Matt Dowling

Chief Operating Officer
GM, Iron Ore Projects
Manager, Environmental Approvals
Project Manager, Eliwana Rail
Group Manager, Environment
Senior Environmental Advisor - Approvals
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Item 5.3.2 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Dr Robert Hughes 
Mr Matt Spence 
Mr Gary Ogston 
Ms Naomi O’Hara

Executive Director
Manager, EIA South Branch
A/SEO, EIA South Branch
EO, EIA South Branch
A/SEO, Strategy & Guidance Branch

Robe River Mining
Mr Declan Doherty GM, State Agreements & Approvals 
Ms Hermione Scott Manager, Approvals
Ms Jodie Neiman Senior Advisor, Environment Approvals, State Agreements

& Approvals

Item 5.3.3 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Dr Robert Hughes 
Mr Matt Spence 
Mr Gary Ogston

Executive Director 
Manager, EIA South Branch 
A/SEO, EIA South Branch 
EO, EIA South Branch

Talison Lithium Australia
Mr Lorry Mignacca 
Mr Pat Scallan 
Mr Steve Green 
Ms Carmel Griffin 
Ms Fionnuala Hannon

Ptv Ltd
CEO
GM, Major Projects
Manager, Workplace Health, Safety & Environment 
Environmental Approvals & Stakeholder Specialist 
Technical Director-Environment, GHD Consultants

Item 5.3.4 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Mr Peter Tapsell 
Mr Chris Stanley 
Ms Helena Mills 
Ms Wendy Hudlestone

Executive Director 
A/Manager, EIA North Branch 
A/PEO, EIA North Branch 
PEO, Terrestrial Ecosystems Branch 
EO, Terrestrial Ecosystems Branch

Kalium Lakes Potash Pty Ltd
Mr Rudolph van Niekerk Executive Director & Chief Development Officer 
Mr Brett Hazelden MD & CEO 
Mr Gavin Edwards Principal, Preston Consulting 
Mr Phil Scott Director, Preston Consulting
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Item 5.3.5 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Dr Robert Hughes 
Mr Matt Spence 
Mr Gary Ogston

Executive Director 
Manager, EIA South Branch 
A/SEO, EIA South Branch 
EO, EIA South Branch

Doral Mineral Sands Pty Ltd
Mr Craig Bovell OHSE Superintendent
Mr Bruce Trepp Project Manager, Environmental Consulting Pty Ltd

Item 5.3.6 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director

Item 5.3.7 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director

Strategic Policy Division
Ms Sarah Gill Principal Policy Officer

Corporate Services Division
Mr Rohan Mascarenhas Senior Legal Officer

Items 5.4-6 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director

1. OPENING OF MEETING

The Chairman opened Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) Meeting 
No. 1124 at 0930 h and welcomed the Members and others in attendance.

2. ACCEPTANCE OF AGENDA

The EPA accepted the tabled Agenda for EPA Meeting No. 1124 (as at 20 
March 2019), noting that Item 5.2.2 (EPA Policy Framework Manual) on the 
distributed agenda (as at 13 March 2019) had been removed from the tabled 
agenda due to time constraints, and that the item would be considered under 
Other Business if time permitted.
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3. DISCLOSURE OF PERSONAL INTERESTS

Dr Tom Hatton disclosed a direct pecuniary private interest in relation to Item
5.3.2 (West Angelas Iron Ore Project Deposits C, D and G) of EPA Meeting No. 
1124, as provided for in section 12(1) of the EP Act, recused himself from the 
meeting for the Item and abstained from all discussion, consideration and 
voting on the matter.

There were no other Member disclosures of personal interests in relation to the 
Agenda for Meeting No. 1124 pursuant to either section 12(1) of the EP Act or 
the EPA Code of Conduct.

Potential issues arising out of:
a) All matters before the EPA, current and future, as set out in the lists of

• Referrals under s38 and s48A for the period 14 February-15 March 
2019;

• Active assessments under s38 as at 15 March 2019;
• Active assessments under s46 as at 15 March 2019;
• Active assessments under s48A as at 15 March 2019;
• Forward Agenda items;

b) Any interactions outside of EPA meetings (e.g. person with business 
before EPA/lobbyist); and

c) Gifts, benefits and hospitality, 
will be noted in the Members’ Register.

4. ADMINISTRATIVE AND GOVERNANCE MATTERS

4.1 Confirmation of Minutes of previous meetings

The EPA:

1. Noted that Members had been given an opportunity to review a draft of 
the Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1123, held on 21 February 2019, 
and had not raised any substantive matters.

2. Approved the draft Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1123, held on 21 
February 2019, as a true and correct record of the meeting, subject to 
minor editorial amendment.

ACTION:

Hatton • Sign off the approved Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1123, held 
on 21 February 2019.
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4.2 Action List

The EPA noted the status of the action items on the Action List.

4.3 Correspondence

The EPA:

1. Noted the miscellaneous correspondence included in the agenda 
papers.

2. Noted that feedback is yet to be received on the EPA’s review of the 
current understanding of Carnaby’s cockatoo in the Perth and Peel 
regions and would be followed up with the Department of Premier and 
Cabinet (DPC), Minister for Environment and Department of 
Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions (DBCA), prior to public 
release.

5. KEY STRATEGIES OF THE EPA STRATEGIC PLAN

5.1 Foster strategic and regional consideration of potential short and long
term environmental impacts

5.1.1 Strategic Planning for 2019-2022

The purpose of the item was to consider the outcomes of the Strategic Planning
workshop held on 13 February 2019, particularly the fourth strategy.

1. Noted the information provided by the EPASD.

2. Noted that development of the first three strategies was well advanced.

3. Noted that further consideration would be given to the fourth strategy 
with a view to developing a more strategic approach to environmental 
impact assessment.

4. Agreed that the Chairman and the Executive should continue working 
on the strategies and present to a future EPA meeting for further 
workshopping.

ACTION:

Hatton/ • Continue working on the strategies and present to a future EPA 
Sutton meeting for further workshopping.
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5.2 Provide robust advice

5.2.1 EPA guidance on Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The purpose of the item was to consider the public, industry and government
response to the EPA’s guidance on air quality and greenhouse gas emissions,
and consider a strategy for consultation.

In discussion, it was noted that:
• EPA guidance documents on air quality and greenhouse gas emissions 

were released to the public on 7 March 2019;
• On 14 March 2019, the EPA advised that it would undertake further 

consultation on the guidance;
• Assistance would be sourced to explore the range of consultation 

options that are available to the EPA and assist with implementation;
• The EPA would further discuss its consultation strategy on 5 April 2019.

5.3 Provide sound advice

5.3.1 Eliwana Railway Project, Public Environmental Review, 
Assessment 2129
Proponent - Fortescue Metals Group

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft assessment report for the 
Eliwana Railway Project which is being assessed at the level of Public 
Environmental Review.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• The DBCA advises that the Themeda Grasslands on Cracking Clays 

Threatened Ecological Community is not currently listed under the 
Western Australian Biodiversity Conservation Act.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, giving attention to 
the following matters:
• The location and context for the railway in relation to current and future 

mining activities;
• Environmental Factors of Flora and Vegetation, Terrestrial Fauna and 

Inland Waters;
• Previous discussion with EPA on Social Surroundings;
• Proposed management plans for Vegetation Monitoring and 

Management, Conservation Significant Fauna Management and 
Surface Water Management.

1124 21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under 
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The Chairman acknowledged the work undertaken on consultation and
commended the proponent on the nature of the engagement. The proponent
expressed appreciation for the EPA support and guidance in the matter.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.

The EPA:

1. Noted the proponent’s presentation and the information provided by 
the EPASD.

2. Noted the consideration of principles, policies and guidelines for the 
assessment of the Eliwana Railway Project.

3. Agreed that the Key Environmental Factors identified in the course of 
the assessment of the proposed Eliwana Railway Project are Flora and 
Vegetation, Terrestrial Fauna, Inland Waters and Social Surroundings.

4. Noted that Greenhouse Gas emissions for both the Construction and 
Operations phases of this proposal would be under 100,000 tonnes per 
annum. Greenhouse Gas emissions are addressed in Appendix 3 of 
the draft assessment report (Attachment 1).

5. Agreed to recommend that the Eliwana Railway Project may be 
implemented, subject to the recommended environmental conditions as 
set out in Attachment 1 of the briefing note, and subject to the 
incorporation of the Members’ guidance.

6. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the assessment of the proposal to 
construct and operate the Eliwana Railway Project, subject to the 
incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA Members and final 
editing.

7. Resolved that the Chairman prepare and approve the final, EPA report 
and recommendations on the Eliwana Railway Project and give that 
report to the Minister, pursuant to section 44 of the Environmental 
Protection Act 1986.

ACTION:

• Incorporate the guidance provided by members into the draft 
assessment report for the Eliwana Railway Project.

• Finalise and transmit to the Minister the EPA report and 
recommendations on the assessment of the Eliwana Railway 
Project.

1124_21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under 
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5.3.2 West Angelas Iron Ore Project Deposits C, D and G, Public 
Environmental Review, Assessment 2132 
Proponent - Robe River Mining Co Pty Ltd (Rio Tinto)

In accordance with his declaration at Item 3, Dr Tom Hatton left the meeting for 
the duration of the item and did not participate in any consideration, discussion 
or decision on the matter. The Deputy Chairman Chaired the meeting for the 
duration of the item.

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft assessment report for the 
proposed West Angelas Iron Ore Project Deposits C, D and G, which is being 
assessed at the level of Public Environmental Review.

It was noted that
• The key issue was the potential for impacts on Karijini National Park as 

a result of dewatering activities;
• As a result of consultation between the DBCA and the proponent, it is 

proposed to undertake monitoring outside the Park and use aquifer 
reinjection to maintain the groundwater level within the Park;

• The proposal is being separately assessed by the Commonwealth.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, giving attention to 
the following matters:
• Project location and context within the Pilbara;
• Development envelope;
• Dewatering and groundwater management, managed aquifer recharge 

scheme and surplus water discharge;
• Ghost bat avoidance and impact management regime;
• Other environmental factors including Vegetation and Flora, 

Subterranean Fauna, Social Surroundings, Closure and Offsets.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.

The EPA:

1. Noted the proponent’s presentation and the information provided by 
the EPASD.

2. Noted the consideration of principles, policies and guidelines for this 
assessment.

3. Agreed that the Key Environmental Factors identified in the course of 
the assessment of the proposed West Angelas Iron Ore Project 
Deposits C, D and G are Flora and Vegetation, Inland Waters, 
Subterranean Fauna and Terrestrial Fauna.

1124 21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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4. Agreed to recommend that the proposed West Angelas Iron Ore 
Project Deposits C, D and G may be implemented, subject to the 
recommended environmental conditions as set out in Attachment 1 
(draft assessment report) of the briefing note, and subject to the 
incorporation of the Members’ guidance.

5. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the assessment of the proposed West 
Angelas Iron Ore Project Deposits C, D and G, subject to the 
incorporation of the guidance provided by the Members and final 
editing.

6. Resolved that the Deputy Chairman prepare and approve the final 
EPA report and recommendations on the proposed West Angelas Iron 
Ore Project Deposits C, D and G and give that report to the Minister, 
pursuant to section 44 of the environmental Protection Act 1986.

ACTION:

Sutton • Incorporate the guidance provided by Members into the draft
assessment report on the proposed West Angelas Iron Ore 
Project Deposits C, D and G.

Harvey • Prepare the final EPA report and recommendations on the
proposed West Angelas Iron Ore Project Deposits C, D and G 
and transmit that report to the Minister.

Dr Hatton returned to the meeting at the end of the West Angelas Iron Ore 
Project Deposits C, D and G item.

5.3.3 Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine Expansion, Referral 
Information, Assessment 2172 
Proponent - Talison Lithium Australia Pty Ltd

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft assessment report for the
Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine Expansion, which is being assessed on the
basis of the Referral and Additional Information.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• The mine has been operating for some 130 years, originally for tin and 

now lithium;
• The proponent has worked closely with the DBCA on offsets;
• Proposed offsets are land acquisition and funding research on black 

cockatoos;

1124 21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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• The proponent has been operating the site for some time and has a 
good understanding of the operations and a good relationship with the 
town;

• The expansion’s greenhouse gas emissions will be under 100,000 tpa.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, giving attention to
the following matters:
• Mine’s background and proposal’s place in lithium downstream 

processing in WA;
• Site location, sensitive receptors and community engagement;
• Noise monitoring and management;
• Visual amenity and progressive rehabilitation;
• Transport and construction of new mine access road around the town 

of Greenbushes;
• Dust (Air Quality) mitigation and management measures;
• Mitigation and management of impacts on conservation significant

fauna;
• Offsets strategy.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the EPASD and the proponent.

2. Noted the consideration of principles and policies and guidelines for 
this assessment.

3. Agreed that a Key Environmental Factors identified in the course of the 
assessment of the Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine Expansion 
proposal are Terrestrial Fauna, Terrestrial Flora and Vegetation, Inland 
Waters, Terrestrial Environmental Quality, Social Surroundings and Air 
Quality.

4. Noted that the greenhouse gas emissions of the proposed mine 
expansion would be under 100,000 tonnes per annum.

5. Agreed to recommend that the Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine 
Expansion proposal may be implemented, subject to the recommended 
environmental conditions as set out in Attachment 2 of the briefing 
note, and subject to the incorporation of the Members’ guidance.

6. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the assessment of the Talison 
Greenbushes Lithium Mine Expansion proposal, subject to the 
incorporation of the guidance provided by Members and final editing.

1124 21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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7. Resolved that the Chairman prepare and approve the final EPA report 
and recommendations on the proposed Talison Greenbushes Lithium 
Mine Expansion proposal and give that report to the Minister, pursuant 
to section 44 of the environmental Protection Act 1986.

ACTION:

Sutton/
Hughes
Hatton

• Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the Draft 
assessment report for the Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine 
Expansion.

• Prepare the final EPA report and recommendations on the 
Talison Greenbushes Lithium Mine Expansion proposal and 
transmit that report to the Minister.

5.3.4 Beyondie Sulphate of Potash Project, Environmental Review, 
Assessment 2138
Proponent - Kalium Lakes Potash Pty Ltd

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft report and recommendations 
for the Beyondie Sulphate of Potash Project, which is being assessed at the 
level of Environmental Review with no public review.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• Condition consultation with the proponent is currently being 

undertaken:
• The proponent is looking to amend the development envelope for the 

Beyondie Project to allow flexibility in locating concentrator ponds on 
two unnamed lakes, so as to avoid and minimise impacts to Tecticornia 
species;

• When the revised development envelope is finalised, the proponent will 
submit a request, under section 43A, to change the proposal during 
assessment.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, giving attention to 
the following matters:
• Sulphate of potash production process;
• Project characteristics and key project changes;
• Fringing salt lake vegetation, particularly Tecticornia shrubland;
• Stygofauna location and avoidance;
• Inland waters and management of impacts;
• Closure and rehabilitation.

The proponent commented on the sources of best practice knowledge in the 
mining and processing of sulphate of potash, in response to the EPA in 
discussion.

1124 21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.

The EPA:

1. Noted the proponent’s presentation and the information provided by 
the EPASD.

2. Noted the consideration of principles, policies and guidelines for this 
assessment.

3. Agreed that the Key Environmental Factors identified during the course 
of the assessment of the proposed Beyondie Sulphate of Potash 
Project are Flora and Vegetation, Subterranean Fauna, Terrestrial 
Fauna and Inland Waters.

4. Noted that the proponent will be seeking a s43A request to change the 
development envelope of the proposal before the draft report is 
finalised.

Subject to the s43A request being approved by the Chairman,

5. Agreed to recommend that the proposed Beyondie Sulphate of Potash 
Project may be implemented, subject to the recommended 
environmental conditions as set out in Attachment 1 (draft assessment 
report) of the briefing note, and subject to the incorporation of the 
guidance provided by the EPA Members.

6. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the proposal to construct and operate 
the Beyondie Sulphate of Potash Project, subject to the incorporation of 
the guidance provided by the EPA Members and final editing.

7. Resolved that the Chairman prepare and approve the final EPA report 
and recommendations on the proposed Beyondie Sulphate of Potash 
Project and give that report to the Minister, pursuant to section 44 of 
the Environmental Protection Act.

ACTION:

Sutton • Incorporate the guidance provided by the EPA Members into the
draft assessment report for the Beyondie Sulphate of Potash 
Project.

Hatton • Finalise the EPA report and recommendations on the proposed
Beyondie Sulphate of Potash Project and transmit to the Minister.

1124 21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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5.3.5 Yalyalup Mineral Sands, Busselton, Public Environmental Review, 
Assessment 2141
Proponent - Doral Mineral Sands Pty Ltd

The purpose of the item was to consider the proponent-prepared Environmental 
Scoping Document (ESD) for the Yalyalup Mineral Sands proposal, which is 
being assessed at the level of Public Environmental Review.

The EPASD noted that proponent has operated in the area for some time and is 
familiar with the environmental context and the community.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, giving attention to 
the following matters:
• The proposal location in relation to the Vasse-Wonnerup System and 

Whicher National Park;
• Operational transition from Yoongarillup mine to the Yalyalup mine;
• The development envelope study area, disturbance area and proposed 

clearing, and proximity to sensitive premises;
• Mitigation and management of impacts on flora and vegetation and 

terrestrial fauna;
• Strategies to minimise impacts (noise and dust) on social surroundings;
• Impacts on hydrological processes and their mitigation and 

management.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting. 

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the proponent and in the briefing 
note and draft ESD.

2. Agreed that the Preliminary Key Environmental for the assessment of 
the Yalyalup Mineral Sands proposal are Flora and Vegetation, 
Terrestrial Fauna, Inland Waters and Social Surroundings.

3. Endorsed the ESD for the Yalyalup Mineral Sands proposal as the 
basis for the form, content, timing and procedure for the Environmental 
Review Document, subject to the incorporation of the Members’ 
guidance.

4. Agreed that the Chairman finalise the ESD for the Yalyalup Mineral 
Sands proposal draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the assessment of the Yalyalup

1124 21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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Mineral Sands proposal, subject to the incorporation of the guidance 
provided by the EPA Members.

Sutton
Hatton

ACTION:

• Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the ESD 
for the Yalyalup Mineral Sands proposal.

# Finalise the ESD for the Yalyalup Mineral Sands proposal.

5.3.6 Service Delivery Arrangement - Indian Ocean Territories

The purpose of the item was to consider renewing the Service Delivery 
Arrangement between the EPA and the Commonwealth on the delivery of 
environmental services to Indian Ocean Territories (Christmas and Cocos 
(Keeling) Islands). The current Arrangement expires on 30 June 2019.

It was noted that the environmental services required are the assessment of 
Schemes and Scheme Amendments associated with the Indian Ocean 
Territories (Christmas and Cocos (Keeling) Islands).

The EPA:

1. Noted the information in the briefing note.

2. Agreed to enter into a new Service Delivery Arrangement with the 
Commonwealth on the delivery of environmental services to Indian 
Ocean Territories (Christmas and Cocos (Keeling) Islands) for the 
period 1 July 2019 to 30 June 2024.

Hatton

ACTION:

• Sign the Service Delivery Arrangement.

5.3.7 i) Wheatstone Development - Gas Processing, Export Facilities 
and Infrastructure, Ministerial Statement 0873 as amended by 
0922, section 46, Assessment 2143
ii) Gorgon Gas Development Revised and Expanded proposal, 
Ministerial Statement 0800, section 46, Assessment 2161 
Proponent - Chevron Australia Pty Ltd

1124_21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under 
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5.4 Provide transparent advice

There were no items under this strategy.

6. DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

6.1 Monthly report on operational and strategic issues

The EPA noted the EPASD monthly report on Strategic and Emerging Issues 
and Collaboration and Stakeholder Involvement for the months of December 
2018 and January 2019.

6.2 EIA assessment schedules and policy priorities 2018-2019

The EPASD tabled a document outlining the EPASD workload for the current 
financial year compared to that of the three previous financial years. Strategies 
to manage the workload were discussed.

The EPA noted the:
• 2018-2019 workload statement;
• S38, s48A and s46 Assessment schedules for 2018/19; and
• Policy schedule for 2018/19.

7. OTHER BUSINESS

7.1 Draft EPA Guidelines and Procedures Framework - EPA Policy 
Framework Manual

1124 21-03-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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The EPA provided the following guidance on the draft Policy Framework
Manual:
• The document is a useful explanatory statement;
• Editorial amendment, page 5, 4.2, paragraph 1: “ ... carry the force of 

law as though they had been enacted as part of the Environmental 
Protection Act

• Editorial amendment, page 8, table 2: “The EPA may create separate 
administrative procedures for proposals (s38) and town planning 
schemes (s48A)”.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the EPASD.

2. Approved the draft EPA Policy Framework Manual, subject to the 
incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA members.

3. Noted that the draft EPA Policy Framework Manual will be provided to 
the EPA’s Stakeholder Reference Group (SRG) for consultation and 
feedback.

4. Noted that an internal policy officer’s manual is under development.

ACTION:

Freeman • Proceed to undertake consultation with the EPA SRG on the draft
EPA Policy Framework Manual.

8. EPA MEETINGS

8.1 Next EPA Meeting

The next EPA meeting will be held on Friday 5 April 2019 in the Ground Floor 
Boardroom, Joondalup.

9. CLOSE

There being no further business, the Chairman closed Environmental 
Protection Authority Meeting No. 1124 at 1545 h on 21 March 2019.

Signed as a true and correct record 
of Meeting No. 1124 of 

the Environmental Protection Authority
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MINUTES OF EPA MEETING No. 1125 
18 APRIL 2019

MEMBERS PRESENT: Dr Tom Hatton
Mr Robert Harvey 
Ms Elizabeth Carr, AM 
Mr Glen McLeod 

Dr Jenny Pope

Chairman 
Deputy Chairman 
Member 
Member 
Member

IN ATTENDANCE: Ms Alanna Fandry EPA Executive Officer

Items 1-4.3
EPA Services Division (EPASD)
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director

Item 5.2.1 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director

Strategic Policy Division
Ms Sarah Gill Principal Policy Officer

Corporate Services Division
Mr Rohan Mascarenhas Senior Legal Officer
Ms Jayne Rickard Communications Officer

Hunter Communications
Ms Claire Krol Consultant

Item 5.3.1 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton 
Mr Hans Jacob 
Ms Tonja Boyd 
Ms Peta Hayward 
Ms Wendy Hudlestone

Executive Director 
Manager Infrastructure Branch 
SEO, Infrastructure Branch 
SEO, Infrastructure Branch 
EO, Terrestrial Ecosystems Branch

Public Transport Authority 
Ms Miranda Ludlow Environmental Manager
Ms Laura Zimmerman Senior Environmental Planner
Mr Kevin Guppy Principal Project Director

Item 5.3.2 
EPASD
Mr Anthony Sutton Executive Director
Mr Peter Tapsell A/Manager, Mining and Industrial North Branch
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Ms Louise Dent EO, Mining and Industrial North Branch

PPG Operations Pty ltd
Mr Neill Parry Manager, Land Management, Australian Gas Infrastructure

Group
Mr Mark Brown Senior Environmental Advisor, Australian Gas

Infrastructure Group

Item 5.3.3 
EPASD
Mr Peter Tapsell 
Ms Rachel Vukmirovic 
Ms Claire Stevenson 
Ms Mary Buttfield

A/Manager, Mining and Industrial North Branch 
EO, Mining and Industrial North Branch 
SEO, Terrestrial Ecosystems Branch 
SEO, Terrestrial Ecosystems Branch

Robe River Mining Company
Ms Melinda Brand A/Manager Approvals
Ms Fiona Bell Senior Advisor Environment
Mr Garth Humphreys Director/Principal Ecologist, Biota Environmental Sciences

Item 5.3.4 
EPASD
Ms Helen Butterworth A/Manager, EIA South Branch 
Mr Gary Ogston EO, EIA South Branch

FI Joint Venture Pty Ltd
Ms Shadi Sadegh A/Managing Director
Mr Mathew Brook EIA Team Leader, GHD

1. OPENING OF MEETING

The Chairman opened Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) Meeting 
No. 1125 at 0945 h and welcomed the Members and others in attendance.

2. ACCEPTANCE OF AGENDA

The EPA accepted the tabled Agenda for EPA Meeting No. 1125 (as at 17 April 
2019).

3. DISCLOSURE OF PERSONAL INTERESTS

Mr Robert Harvey and Mr Glen McLeod each disclosed a private interest in 
relation to Item 5.3.1 (Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler to Eglinton) of EPA 
Meeting No. 1125, as provided for in the EPA Code of Conduct, recused

1125_18-04-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
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themselves from the meeting for the Item and abstained from all discussion, 
consideration and voting on the matter.

Dr Tom Hatton disclosed a direct pecuniary private interest in relation to Item
5.3.3 (Mesa A Hub Revised Proposal) of EPA Meeting No. 1125, as provided 
for in section 12(1) of the EP Act, recused himself from the meeting for the Item 
and abstained from all discussion, consideration and voting on the matter.

There were no other Member disclosures of personal interests in relation to the 
Agenda for Meeting No. 1125 pursuant to either section 12(1) of the EP Act or 
the EPA Code of Conduct.

Potential issues arising out of:
a) All matters before the EPA, current and future, as set out in the lists of

• Referrals under s38 and s48Aforthe period 15 March-12 April 2019;
• Active assessments under s38 as at 12 April 2019;
• Active assessments under s46 as at 12 April 2019;
• Active assessments under s48A as at 12 April 2019;
• Forward Agenda Items;

b) Any interactions outside of EPA meetings (e.g. person with business 
before EPA/lobbyist); and

c) Gifts, benefits and hospitality, 
will be noted in the Members’ Register.

4. ADMINISTRATIVE AND GOVERNANCE MATTERS

4.1 Confirmation of Minutes of previous meetings

The EPA:

1. Noted that Members had been given an opportunity to review a draft of 
the Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1124, held on 21 March 2019, and 
had not raised any substantive matters.

2. Approved the draft Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1124, held on 21 
March 2019, as a true and correct record of the meeting, subject to 
minor editorial amendment.

ACTION:

Hatton • Sign off the approved Minutes of EPA Meeting number 1124, held 
on 21 March 2019.

1125 18-04-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under 3 of 14
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4.2 Action List

The EPA noted the status of the action items on the Action List.

4.3 Correspondence

The EPA noted the miscellaneous correspondence included in the agenda 
papers.

5. KEY STRATEGIES OF THE EPA STRATEGIC PLAN

5.1 Foster strategic and regional consideration of potential short and long 
term environmental impacts

There were no items under this strategy.

5.2 Provide robust advice

5.2.1 EPA guidance on Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft stakeholder engagement 
strategy, in relation to the EPA’s assessment guidelines on air quality and 
greenhouse gas emissions, and its implementation.

The EPA provided the following guidance on the draft stakeholder engagement 
strategy:
• Document edits, including those required to reflect:

o the continuing and extended nature of the consultation; 
o no presumption that the guidelines will necessarily be revised; 
o distinction between generic guidance and assessment guidelines; 
o the collaborative nature of the consultation.

• Revised timeline as follows:
o On or before 1 May - draft engagement strategy to SRG for 

consideration;
o 15 May - SRG feedback due to EPA; 
o 22 May - Quarterly meeting of SRG; 
o 27 May - Publish background paper for public consultation; 
o 8 July - Public comment period closes;
o 18 July - EPA considers public responses, publishes on website,

and updates assessment guidelines; 
o 7 August - Updated assessment guidelines to SRG for comment 

and on website for information, noting the contact details of SRG 
members through whom comment may be provided; 

o 21 August - SRG comment period closes;
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o 19 September - Board considers updated assessment guidelines 
and summary of SRG and public consultation and makes decision 
on publication of assessment guidelines; 

o In the meantime, issue an interim letter to SRG outlining the 
strategy for further consultation;

• Include consultation questions in the background paper and circulate to 
EPA Members for approval before 1 May;

• Include in the background paper paragraphs on where Western 
Australia sits in terms of other jurisdictions and in the international 
space in relation to greenhouse gas emissions.

The EPA:

1. Noted the draft stakeholder strategy.

2. Endorsed the draft stakeholder engagement strategy, subject to the 
incorporation of the guidance provided by the EPA Members, including 
the revised consultation timeline.

3. Delegated finalisation of the draft stakeholder engagement strategy to 
the Chairman and Executive Director.

4. Delegated to the Chairman the commissioning of any further work 
required to inform the consultation.

ACTION:
H a t t o 
Sutton

ri /

Pope

Implement the guidance provided by the EPA on the EPA’s draft 
stakeholder engagement strategy, in relation to the EPA’s 
assessment guidelines on air quality and greenhouse gas 
emissions.

Prepare paragraphs on where Western Australia sits in terms of 
other jurisdictions and in the international space in relation to 
greenhouse gas emissions.

5.3 Provide sound advice

5.3.1 Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler to Eg I inton, Referral 
Information with Additional Information (4-week public review), 
Assessment 2157
Proponent - Public Transport Authority

In accordance with their declarations at Item 3, Mr Harvey and Mr McLeod left 
the meeting forthe duration of the item and did not participate in any 
consideration, discussion or decision on the matter.

1125 18-04-19 Public availability of these minutes is subject to the making of a determination under
regulation 2B(3) of the Environmental Protection Regulations 1987. Before such a
determination, they are not a public document.

5 of 14



ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft assessment report for the 
proposed Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler to Eglinton, which is being 
assessed at the level of Referral Information with a 4-week public review of the 
Additional Information.

The EPASD provided a briefing which noted the following:
• An overview of the proposal, its relationship to Part 2, and the 

development of implementation conditions with an eye to both Parts 1 
and 2;

• The complexities associated with the Yanchep National Park and the 
Alkimos Parks and Recreation Reserve and their protection; and

• Offset conditions 10-12 and 10-13 reflect contingencies associated with 
uncertainties about offsets.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, giving attention to 
the following matters:
• An overview of the proposal under assessment and associated 

projects;
• Significant residual impacts on two of the four environmental factors 

(flora and vegetation and terrestrial fauna); and
• Proposed offsets strategy involving three land acquisitions;
• Additional information being obtained regarding Carnaby’s Black 

Cockatoo on neighbouring sites and offsets already paid;
• Offsets are being sought for all of the METRONET projects making it 

possible to use them for multiple projects.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and they left the meeting.

The EPA provided the following guidance to the EPASD:
• In relation to the potential impact on the FCT 24 PEC (Northern 

Spearwood shrublands and woodlands), rather than offset (condition 
10-7), include in other advice noting that,
o In light of the clearing for this project, the PEC will be coming 

under additional pressures from Part 2 of the project and the 
additional development that follows;

o Although well reserved across the whole Swan Coastal Plain, it is 
an emerging issue in a sub-regional context for the north-west 
corridor.

• Include table of previous referrals and outcomes;
• A site visit would be useful when the PER for Part 2 is publicly 

released.

The EPA:

1. Noted the proponent’s presentation and the information provided by 
the EPASD.
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2. Noted the consideration of principles, policies and guidelines for the 
assessment of the Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler to Eglinton 
Project.

3. Agreed that, under section 43A of the Environmental Protection Act 
1986, the Authority consents to the proponent changing the proposal to 
reduce the area required for construction access as the change is 
unlikely to significantly increase any impact that the proposal may have 
on the environment.

4. Agreed that the Key Environmental Factors identified in the course of 
the assessment of the proposed Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler 
to Eglinton Project are Flora and Vegetation, Terrestrial Fauna, 
Landforms and Social Surroundings.

5. Agreed to recommend that the Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler 
to Eglinton Project may be implemented, subject to the recommended 
environmental conditions as set out in Attachment 1 of the briefing 
note, and subject to the incorporation of the Members’ guidance.

6. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the assessment of the proposal to 
construct and operate the Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler to 
Eglinton Project, subject to the incorporation of the guidance provided 
by the EPA Members and final editing.

7. Resolved that the Chairman prepare and approve the final, EPA report 
and recommendations on the Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler to 
Eglinton Project and give that report to the Minister, pursuant to section 
44 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986.

Sutton

ACTION:

• Incorporate the guidance provided by members into the draft 
assessment report for the Yanchep Rail Extension Part 1: Butler 
to Eglinton Project.

Hatton • Finalise and transmit to the Minister the EPA report and 
recommendations on the assessment of the Yanchep Rail 
Extension Part 1: Butler to Eglinton Project.

Mr Harvey and Mr McLeod returned to the meeting at the end of the Yanchep 
Rail Extension Part 1: Butler to Eglinton item.
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5.3.2 Pluto North West Shelf Interconnector Pipeline, Referral 
Information, Assessment 2192 
Proponent - DDG Operations Pty Ltd

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft assessment report for the 
proposed Pluto North West Shelf Interconnector Pipeline, which is being 
assessed on the basis of Referral Information with Additional Information.

The EPASD noted the following:
• Two section 45C applications have been received in relation to the 

pipeline ends at the Pluto Interconnector Compressor Station and the 
Karratha Gas Plant;

• The proposal does not release Woodside of its offset obligations 
attaching to its Pluto project;

• The proposal involves a small amount of clearing.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, giving attention to 
the following matters:
• The relationships between the proponent and associated parties;
• The role of the proposal as purely a pipeline/conveyor of gas;
• Construction in an existing corridor and previously disturbed areas;
• Consultation with traditional owners and surveys of the disturbance 

footprint;
• Referred proposal to the EPA on the basis of social impacts and 

location on the Burrup Peninsula;
• Outcomes of heritage surveys and consultation process, including a 

Construction Environmental Management Plan and a Cultural Heritage 
Management Plan.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and presentation and they 
left the meeting.

The EPA provided the following guidance to the EPASD:
• Advise the Traditional Owners that the EPA report and 

recommendations is being released.

The EPA:

1. Noted the proponent’s presentation and the information provided by 
the EPASD.

2. Noted the consideration of principles, policies and guidelines for this 
assessment.

3. Agreed that the Key Environmental Factors identified in the course of 
the assessment of the proposed Pluto North West Shelf Interconnector
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Pipeline are Social Surroundings (Aboriginal heritage and culture), 
Flora and Vegetation and Terrestrial Fauna.

4. Agreed to recommend that the proposed Pluto North West Shelf 
Interconnector Pipeline may be implemented, subject to the 
recommended environmental conditions as set out in Attachment 1 
(draft assessment report) of the briefing note, and subject to the 
incorporation of the Members’ guidance and consultation with the 
Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation.

5. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the assessment of the proposed Pluto 
North West Shelf Interconnector Pipeline, subject to the incorporation 
of the guidance provided by the Members and final editing.

6. Resolved that the Deputy Chairman prepare and approve the final 
EPA report and recommendations on the proposed Pluto North West 
Shelf Interconnector Pipeline and give that report to the Minister, 
pursuant to section 44 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986.

ACTION:

Sutton • Incorporate the guidance provided by Members into the draft
assessment report on the proposed Pluto North West Shelf 
Interconnector Pipeline.

Harvey • Prepare the final EPA report and recommendations on the
proposed Pluto North West Shelf Interconnector Pipeline and 
transmit that report to the Minister.

5.3.3 Mesa A Hub Revised Proposal, Public Environmental Review, 
Assessment 2107
Proponent - Robe River Mining Company

In accordance with his declaration at Item 3, Dr Tom Hatton left the meeting for 
the duration of the item and did not participate in any consideration, discussion 
or decision on the matter. The Deputy Chairman Chaired the meeting for the 
duration of the item.

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft assessment report for the 
Mesa A Hub Revised Proposal, which is being assessed at the level of Public 
Environmental Review.

The following matters were addressed in general discussion:
• The efficacy of offsets for a troglofauna PEC, taking into consideration 

precedent and the alternative of avoidance (exclusion zones);
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• Relationship between the EP Act, protecting the environment and 
balancing impacts and offsets, noting that a review of offsets was being 
undertaken; In the interim, retain the text that links the impact and the 
offset;

• The inclusion of Aboriginal Heritage matters under both Landforms and 
Social Surroundings factors; and

• Advice from DWER indicating that surveys for troglofauna met EPA 
guidance and that this needed to be reflected in the report.

The proponent joined the meeting and made a presentation, giving attention to 
the following matters:
• The proposal and its location;
• Environmental Factors and expected outcomes, including

o Riparian and native vegetation clearing (Flora and Vegetation) 
and proposed offset, and

o Residual impact on troglofaunal PEC (Subterranean Fauna) and 
proposed offset;

o Disturbance to core Northern Quoll habitat (Terrestrial Fauna); 
o Other Environmental Factors of Inland Waters, Landforms and 

Social Surroundings;
• Environmental offsets package;

The EPA provided the following guidance:
• An offset was not required for the impact on the troglofaunal PEC;
• Future referrals could be broader in scale to cover larger areas and 

reduce the number of Ministerial Statements.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and presentation and they 
left the meeting.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the EPASD and the proponent.

2. Noted the consideration of principles and policies and guidelines for 
this assessment.

3. Agreed that the Key Environmental Factors identified in the course of 
the assessment of the Mesa A Hub Revised Proposal are Flora and 
Vegetation, Subterranean Fauna, Terrestrial Fauna, Inland Waters, 
Landforms and Social Surroundings.

4. Agreed to recommend that the Mesa A Hub Revised Proposal may be 
implemented, subject to the recommended environmental conditions as 
set out in Attachment 1 (Draft Assessment Report) of the briefing note, 
and subject to the incorporation of the Members’ guidance.
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5. Adopted the draft assessment report as the basis for the EPA’s final 
report and recommendations for the assessment of the Mesa A Hub 
Revised Proposal, subject to the incorporation of the guidance provided 
by Members and final editing.

6. Resolved that the Deputy Chairman prepare and approve the final 
EPA report and recommendations on the proposed Mesa A Hub 
Revised Proposal and give that report to the Minister, pursuant to 
section 44 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986.

ACTION:

• Incorporate the guidance provided by the Members into the Draft 
assessment report for the Mesa A Hub Revised Proposal.

• Prepare the final EPA report and recommendations on the Mesa 
A Hub Revised Proposal and transmit that report to the Minister.

Sutton/
Hughes
Harvey

Dr Hatton returned to the meeting at the end of the Mesa A Hub Revised 
Proposal item and resumed the Chair.

5.3.4 Yogi Magnetite Project, Public Environmental Review, 
Assessment 2154
Proponent - FI Joint Venture Pty Ltd

The purpose of the item was to consider the draft Environmental Scoping 
Document (ESD) for the Yogi Magnetite Project, which is being assessed at the 
level of Public Environmental Review.

The proponent joined the meeting for the item and made a presentation, giving 
attention to the following matters:
• Proponent background;
• Proposal determined to be a strategic project, with the Department of 

Jobs, Tourism, Science and Innovation as the lead agency;
• Proposal overview, including mine, slurry and water pipelines between 

mine and Geraldton Port and gas pipeline from Dampier Bunbury 
Natural Gas Pipeline;

• Consultation with landowners and Geraldton Port;
• Preliminary Key Environmental Factors of Flora and Vegetation, 

Landforms, Subterranean Fauna, Terrestrial Environmental Quality, 
Terrestrial Fauna, Hydrological Processes, Inland Waters 
Environmental Quality, Air Quality and Social Surroundings;

• Nature of the BIF as a geological feature rather than a biodiverse 
landform;

• Accreditation of the assessment under the EPBC Act.
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The following matters were discussed with the proponent:
• Water supply, including reuse and use of salt water;
• Inclusion of the processing plant at the load-out facility at Geraldton 

Port as part of the proposal;
• Expertise associated with the functionality and longevity of slurry 

pipelines.

The EPA thanked the proponent for their attendance and presentation and they
left the meeting.

The EPA provided the following guidance to the EPASD:
• Matters to be kept in mind in relation to the region are cumulative 

impacts on BIFs and water resources, etc.
• Look into long term outcome for waste dumps.

The EPA:

1. Noted the information provided by the proponent and in the briefing 
note and in the Draft ESD.

2. Agreed that the preliminary Key Environmental Factors for the 
assessment of the proposed Yogi Magnetite Project are Flora and 
Vegetation, Subterranean Fauna, Terrestrial Environmental Quality, 
Terrestrial Fauna, Inland Waters (previously Flydrological Processes 
and Inland Waters Environmental Quality), Air Quality, Social 
Surroundings and Landforms.

3. Endorsed the ESD for the proposed Yogi Magnetite Project as the 
basis for the form, content, timing and procedure for the Environmental 
Review Document, and subject to the incorporation of the guidance 
provided by the EPA Members.

4. Agreed that the Chairman finalise the ESD for the proposed Yogi 
Magnetite Project, subject to the incorporation of the guidance provided 
by the EPA Members.

ACTION:

Sutton • Incorporate the guidance provided by the EPA Members into the
draft assessment report for the Yogi Magnetite Project

Hatton • Finalise the ESD for the proposed Yogi Magnetite Project.
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5.4 Provide transparent advice

5.4.1 EPA Site Visits Schedule

The EPA noted the schedule of site visits for 2019.

5.4.2 Schedule of external meetings of interest

The EPA noted the schedule of external meetings of interest.

6. DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS

6.1 Monthly report on operational and strategic issues

The EPA noted the EPASD monthly report on Strategic and Emerging Issues 
and Collaboration and Stakeholder Involvement for the month of March 2019.

6.2 EIA assessment schedules and policy priorities 2018-2019

The EPASD tabled a document outlining the EPASD workload for the current 
financial year, noting that the EPASD was meeting its KPIs but was under 
pressure in relation to the overall workload.

The EPA noted the:
• 2018-2019 workload statement;
• S38, s48A and s46 Assessment schedules for 2018/19; and
• Policy schedule for 2018/19.

6.3 Quarterly report on assessment statistics and trends

The EPA noted the tabled quarterly report on assessment statistics and trends 
for the period January-March 2019.

6.4 Quarterly report on exercise of s45C and s46 delegations

The EPA noted the quarterly report on the exercise of Ministerial delegation to 
the Chairman/Deputy Chairman on s45C and EPA delegation to 
Chairman/Deputy Chairman on s46 for the period January-March 2019.

6.5 Quarterly review of Minister’s appeal decisions and conditions

The EPA noted the quarterly review of the Minister’s appeal decisions and 
changes to conditions for the period January-March 2019.
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7. OTHER BUSINESS

There was no Other Business dealt with at the meeting

8. EPA MEETINGS

8.1 Next EPA Meeting

The next EPA meeting will be held on Thursday 16 May 2019 in the Ground 
Floor Boardroom, Joondalup.

9. CLOSE

There being no further business, the Chairman closed Environmental 
Protection Authority Meeting No. 1125 at 1350 h on 18 April 2019.

Signed as a true and correct record 
of Meeting No. 1125 of 

the Environmental Protection Authority

Dr Tom Hatton

CHAIRMAN 
Date: 16 May 2019
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