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The Minister for Environment has requested that the Environmental Protection 
Authority (EPA) inquire into and report on the matter of changing the 
implementation conditions relating to the Roy Hill 1 Iron Ore Project, Port 
Infrastructure proposal.  

The following is the EPA’s Report and Recommendations (Report No. 1622) to 
the Minister pursuant to section 46(6) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 
(the EP Act). 

Section 46(6) of the EP Act requires the EPA Report to include:  

a)  a recommendation on whether or not the implementation conditions to 
which the inquiry relates, or any of them, should be changed; and  

b)  any other recommendations that it thinks appropriate. 
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Background 
 
The Roy Hill 1 Iron Ore Project, Port Infrastructure proposal involves the 
construction and operation of port infrastructure located within the Boodarie 
Multiuser Stockyard Area, within the locality of the Port Hedland Inner 
Harbour. The proposal consists of port infrastructure which includes a 
stockyard facility, rail loop, conveyor, wharf, and ship-loading facility.  

The EPA assessed the proposal at the Environmental Protection Statement 
level and released its assessment report in December 2010. The EPA 
identified the following key environmental factors relevant to the proposal: 

 Benthic Primary Producer Habitat 

 Surface Water and Tidal Processes 

 Emissions. 

In applying the EPA’s Statement of Environmental Principles, Factors and 
Objectives, these factors are now represented by: 

 Benthic Communities and Habitats 

 Coastal Processes 

 Marine Environmental Quality 

 Air Quality 

 Social Surroundings. 

The EPA concluded in EPA Report 1377, December 2010 that ‘the proposal 
can be managed to meet the EPA’s environmental objectives, provided there 
is satisfactory implementation of the proposal as outlined in the referral 
documentation by the proponent and the recommended conditions’. 

The Minister for Environment approved the proposal for implementation, 
subject to the implementation conditions of Ministerial Statement 858, 11 
March 2011. 

On 30 July 2014, the Minister for Environment issued Ministerial Statement 
978 which places an additional condition (Condition 7) onto Statement 858 
requiring the proponent to implement the Roy Hill Port Infrastructure Project – 
Port Hedland – Dewatering Outfall Management Plan or its revisions as 
accepted in writing by the CEO, when discharging dewatered groundwater to 
the marine environment. 

 

Requested changes to conditions 
 

In March 2017, the proponent for the proposal, Roy Hill Infrastructure Pty Ltd 
(RHI), requested implementation condition 6 (Dust) of Ministerial Statement 
858 be reviewed. Condition 6 states the following; 
 
6-1 The proponent shall ensure that dust emissions from the proposal are 

managed in accordance with a Dust Management Plan to be prepared to 
the requirements of Chief Executive Officer of the Department of 
Environment and Conservation on advice of the CEO, and consistent with 
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the Port Hedland Air Quality and Noise Management Plan (March, 2010) 
or its approved updates. 

 

The change was requested to address potential regulatory duplication 
between requirements under the Ministerial Statement (issued under Part IV 
of the EP Act) and Licence (issued under Part V), to identify the appropriate 
regulatory process for managing dust emissions, and resolve the matter 
regarding the acceptance of the Dust Management Plan. 
 
In response, the Minister for Environment requested (23 January 2018) that 
the EPA inquire into and report on the matter of changing condition 6 of 
Ministerial Statement 858 relating to dust management. 

The relevant factors relating to this change are Air Quality and Social 
Surroundings. 

 

Application of relevant EPA policies and guidelines 
 

In undertaking this inquiry into the change to conditions, the EPA followed the 
procedures in the Environmental Impact Assessment (Part IV Divisions 1 and 
2) Administrative Procedures 2016 and the Environmental Impact Assessment 
(Part IV Divisions 1 and 2) Procedures Manual.  

The EPA has also considered and given due regard to, where relevant, the 
following environmental impact assessment guidelines:  

 Statement of Environmental Principles, Factors and Objectives (EPA, 
2018) 

 Environmental Factor Guideline – Air Quality (EPA, 2016a)  

 Environmental Factor Guideline – Social Surroundings (EPA, 2016b). 
 

Inquiry into the requested change to conditions 
 

The EPA has discretion as to how it conducts its inquiry. This inquiry has 
considered the currency of the EPA’s Assessment Report 1377 and issuing of 
Ministerial Statement 858 as these documents are instructive in determining 
the extent and nature of the inquiry under section 46.  
 

Part V EP Act Environmental Regulation  

In conducting this inquiry, the EPA is aware the Department of Water and 
Environmental Regulation (DWER) was established following the 
amalgamation of the former Department of Water, Department of Environment 
Regulation (formerly a part of the Department of Environment and 
Conservation) and the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority, and is 
now responsible for the regulation of RHI’s operations in the Port Hedland 
Inner Harbour, under Part V Environmental Regulation and Part VI 
Enforcement of the EP Act. In assessing the requested changes to 
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implementation conditions, the EPA considered the capacity and experience 
of the regulator to manage dust emissions, including:  

A. Whether the regulator has established policies and procedures to support 
its regulatory process related to dust emissions. 

B. Whether the regulator has the technical skills and experience to manage 
the environmental impacts, particularly where non-standard technology is 
proposed or the type of proposal is not regularly considered by the 
regulator. 

C. Where the EPA considers that an opportunity for public comment is 
important, whether this is provided by the regulatory process. 
 

A. Regulator policies and procedures  

The EPA acknowledges that emissions and discharges for prescribed 
premises are licensed under Part V Environmental Regulation of the EP Act. 
RHI’s Port Hedland Operations is a prescribed premises and subject to the 
Part V Operating Licence L8967/2016/1. The EPA notes that DWER 
developed the following guidance statements in relation to its functions under 
Part V of the EP Act: 

 Guidance Statement – Regulatory principles, Environmental Protection 
Act 1986, Part V: Effective and efficient Regulation (DER, 2015)  

 Guidance Statement – Setting Conditions, Division 3, Part V, 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 (DER 2015) 

 Guidance Statement – Environmental Siting, Part V, Division 3, 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, (DER 2016)  

 Guidance Statement – Decision Making, Part V, Division 3, Environmental 
Protection Act 1986, (DER 2017a) 

 Guidance Statement – Risk Assessment, Part V, Division 3, 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, (DER 2017b) 

 Guidance Statement – Land Use Planning, Part V, Environmental 
Protection Act 1986, (DER 2017c). 

The EPA notes that DWER undertakes a risk-based approach to its regulatory 
functions and decision-making based on the source-pathway receptor model. 
In accordance with the Guidance Statement – Risk Assessment this approach 
is summarised as follows: 

 Identification of the emissions including the sources, type, volumes, 
concentrations and duration of emissions.  

 Identification of emission pathways and the receptors that may be affected 
by the emissions.  

 Identification of risk events, which include an emission, a pathway or 
potential pathway and an adverse effect to the receptor from that 
emission.  

 An assessment of the consequence and likelihood of the risk event.  

 Determination on whether the risk event is acceptable, tolerated or 
unacceptable and not tolerated.  

The EPA also notes that DWER’s risk assessment framework considers the 
cumulative impacts of emissions. The EPA considers that DWER’s framework 
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provides a suitable mechanism to determine the likely significance of the 
impact, and appropriate regulatory controls to mitigate or manage the 
emissions.  

The EPA notes that DWER’s regulatory framework ensures that licences and 
approvals issued will be subject to conditions that ensure there is no 
unacceptable risk of harm to public health or the environment.  

Furthermore, the EPA recognises that section 62A of the EP Act defines the 
kinds of conditions that can be set in Part V works approvals and licences. 
The EPA considers that section 62A could adequately allow for acceptable 
management of emissions. 

B. Technical skills and experience to manage the environmental impacts  

With regard to technical skills and experience to manage the environmental 
impacts, the EPA notes that DWER’s role includes protecting and maintaining 
air quality and provides strategic, technical and policy advice on air quality 
and noise emissions.  

The EPA notes that DWER undertook the Port Hedland dust monitoring 
campaign from February to June 2017 using Light Detection and Ranging 
(LIDAR) technology and Beta Attenuation Monitors (BAM).  

The dust monitoring campaign was initiated to better understand dust issues, 
including the location of dust sources and movement of dust plumes in the 
airshed. DWER has advised that the results of the campaign will be used as a 
tool to inform decision-making including the setting of conditions for 
prescribed premises under Part V Environmental Regulation of the EP Act. 

C. Public comment process  
The EPA notes that section 54(2)(b), 54(2a), 57(2)(b), and 57(2a) of the EP 
Act provides opportunity for the public to provide comment on applications for 
works approvals and licences. In addition, section 102 of the EP Act allows for 
appeals against a decision to grant or refuse a works approval and licence. 
The appeal rights exist for third parties including members of the public and 
on amendments made to works approvals and licences. 
 

Port Hedland Dust Taskforce  

The EPA’s former policy framework, Environmental Protection Bulletin No. 2 
Port Hedland Noise and Dust (EPA, 2009) stated ‘that a coordinated 
government and industry approach to the development and execution of an 
integrated government and industry strategy (with explicit emission reduction 
strategies and explicit exposure reduction strategies) is required with strong 
and inclusive governance arrangements’ for dust and noise impacts at Port 
Hedland.  

The Port Hedland Dust Management Taskforce (Taskforce) was established 
in May 2009 to plan for and provide effective dust management strategies in 
Port Hedland.  

The Taskforce is chaired by the Department of Jobs, Tourism, Science and 
Innovation and includes representatives from:  
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 Town of Port Hedland 

 Pilbara Ports Authority 

 Department of Health (DoH) 

 Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage 

 Department of Water and Environmental Regulation 

 industry (including RHI, BHP Billiton Iron Ore, Fortescue Metals Group and 
Port Hedland Industries Council).  

The Port Hedland Industries Council (PHIC) was established between industry 
and the Pilbara Ports Authority to manage an ambient air quality monitoring 
program. 

The members include:  

 Pilbara Ports Authority 

 BHP Billiton Iron Ore Pty Ltd 

 Fortescue Metals Group Ltd 

 Atlas Iron Ltd 

 RHI 

 Mineral Resources Ltd. 

The Taskforce supported the establishment of PHIC and endorsed information 
sharing, improvement initiatives, and monitoring programs.  

In 2010, the Taskforce released the Port Hedland Air Quality and Noise 
Management Plan, which was adopted by the Western Australian 
Government for ongoing air quality and noise management in Port Hedland. 
The plan included an implementation strategy for air quality and noise 
reduction in Port Hedland.  

The plan identified environmental management controls and detailed the 
responsible organisations. PHIC was identified as the responsible 
organisation for establishing and operating an independent, best practice 
comprehensive air quality, and noise management regime in Port Hedland. 
DWER was responsible for the regulation aspect of this regime.  

In January 2016, the DoH released a Health Risk Assessment report on air 
quality in Port Hedland. The report identified the risks associated with 
exposure to coarse and fine particulate matter and its constituents of certain 
metals, silica and mineral fibres.  

In response to the report, the Taskforce released the Port Hedland Dust 
Management Taskforce Report to Government (August 2016), which provided 
its final recommendations regarding dust impacts on Port Hedland.  

The EPA notes that DWER has identified a process for the regulation of dust 
at Port Hedland. This process has been developed based on current DWER 
and EPA policies and the provisions of the EP Act that relate to the regulation 
of emissions and discharges. DWER will implement the Taskforce 
recommendations, once the State Government has finalised its response to 
the Taskforce Report after considering the submissions received. 
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Inquiry findings 

In conducting this inquiry, the EPA reviewed the information provided by the 
proponent and advice from relevant decision-making authorities. In 
considering whether it should recommend that Condition 6 (Dust) of 
Ministerial Statement 858 be amended, the EPA also considered whether 
there is any new relevant information in relation to the assessment of the 
potential impacts of the proposal. 

Air Quality and Social Surroundings - Dust  

In the EPA’s original assessment of this proposal, impacts on Air Quality and 
Social Surroundings (Amenity) were considered. The EPA’s objectives for the 
environmental factors of Air Quality and Social Surroundings are:  

 to maintain air quality and minimise emissions so that environmental 
values are protected; and  

 to protect social surroundings from significant harm. 

In its original assessment (Report No. 1377, December 2010), the EPA 
assessed the proponent’s proposed dust modelling and management for its 
operations at Port Hedland. The EPA concluded that the moisture 
characteristics of the ore and control measures that would be implemented 
are likely to ensure that dust emissions from the proposal would not be 
considered significant within the Port Hedland airshed. The EPA 
recommended Condition 6 as a precautionary measure to ensure that the 
environmental factor of dust does not have an adverse impact.   

The EPA acknowledges that DWER supports the process to avoid regulatory 
duplication through the amendment of Ministerial Statement conditions set 
under Part IV Environmental Impact Assessment so that emissions and 
discharges can be appropriately regulated under Part V Environmental 
Regulation of the EP Act.  

The EPA inquired into the proposed changes to the dust implementation 
conditions and considers that Condition 6 (Dust) of Ministerial Statement 858 
can be amended because operational dust emissions which may impact Air 
Quality and Social Surroundings are more appropriately and effectively 
managed by DWER under Part V Environmental Regulation of the EP Act, 
rather than under Part IV Environmental Impact Assessment.  

An amendment of Condition 6 which allows for the implementation of 
condition 6-1 to cease upon the issuing of a Part V license that includes dust 
management, removes the potential for regulatory duplication and allows for 
increased regulatory flexibility under Part V of the EP Act. It is anticipated that 
a revised licence would be similar in nature to the licence issued to BHP 
Billiton Iron Ore Pty Ltd (L4513/1969/18) for their operations at Port Hedland. 
This licence includes specific conditions relating to throughput, moisture 
content of ore, and air quality (PM10) monitoring requirements. 
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EPA conclusions and recommendations 

Having inquired into this matter, the EPA submits the following 
recommendations to the Minister for Environment:  

1. It is appropriate to, under section 46 of the EP Act to amend Condition 6 of 
Ministerial Statement 858 to allow for the requirement to implement 
condition 6-1 to cease upon the issuing of a Part V license which includes 
dust management; 

2. The proposal may be implemented, subject to the conditions of any licence 
issued to the proponent in relation to its operations in Port Hedland under 
Part V Environmental Regulation of the EP Act. 

3. That after complying with section 46(8) of the Environmental Protection Act 
1986, the Minister issues a restatement of decision to change the 
conditions of Ministerial Statement 858 in the manner provided for in the 
attached recommended Ministerial Statement (Appendix 1). 

Other Advice  

Changes to the proposal  

The proponent has requested that limits relating to throughput and the 
moisture content of ore that are included in the Key Characteristics Table in 
Schedule 1 of Statement 858, are removed. 

The EPA considers that the key issue relating to these elements is dust 
management. As previously stated the EPA considers operational dust 
emissions to be more appropriately and effectively managed by DWER under 
Part V Environmental Regulation of the EP Act. The EPA therefore 
recommends that the throughput level and the moisture content of ore be 
removed from the Key Characteristics Table for Statement 858. 

Changing the elements in the Key Characteristics Table in Schedule 1 of 
Statement 858 represents a change to the proposal. 

Section 45C of the EP Act provides that the Minister may consent to changes 
to a proposal after a statement has been issued under section 45(5) of the EP 
Act, provided the Minister does not consider that the change might have a 
significant detrimental effect on the environment in addition to, or different 
from, the effect of the original proposal (section 45C(2) of the EP Act).  

In assessing the proposed changes and determining whether they may be 
approved under section 45C of the EP Act, the EPA has considered the ‘six 
aspects’ in Attachment 1. The EPA recommends that the Minister may 
approve the changes or recommendations to the Key Characteristics Table in 
Schedule 1 of Statement 858 under section 45C of the EP Act.   
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Attachment 1 
 

Section 45 C – Change in Throughput and Moisture Content from Schedule 1 of Ministerial Statement 858 (Part IV of the 
EP Act) to Conditions on a Licence (Part V of the EP Act).   

 
 
EPA advice on the six aspects test 
 

Six aspects 
(relevant to proposed changes) 

EPA Services advice to EPA 
Meets section 45C 

requirements 

1. Identification of the content of the 
original proposal.  

Ministerial Statement (MS) 858 provides for the construction and operation of port infrastructure which 
includes a stockyard facility, rail loop, conveyor, wharf and ship-loading facility at Port Hedland. 

Yes 

2. Identification of the content of the 
relevant change(s) and determine 
whether the change(s) involves a 
revision of the original proposal.  

The proposed change involves the removal of Throughput and Moisture content of ore from Table 1 

(Key Characteristics Table) of MS 858 and involves a revision to the original proposal.  

Yes 

3. Determination as to whether the 
original proposal has had or will 
have any detrimental effect on the 
environment and, if so, what.  

The original proposal was deemed to be a significant proposal which required assessment, with one of 
the key environmental issues being the management of dust. The relevant Environmental Factors are 
Air Quality and Social Surrounds. 

Modelling undertaken by the proponent as part of the original assessment found that the proposal 
would have negligible change to the maximum 24 hour PM10 ground level concentration within the 
town of Port Hedland, Wedgefield, and other sensitive receptors in the area. 

In Report 1377 the EPA stated that, having particular regard to the:  

 long standing dust problems in the region of Port Hedland 

 significant, industry-wide progress into implementation of the findings and recommendations of the 
Taskforce Report 

 likelihood that implementation of the proposal would lead to a minor increase only in the levels of 
fugitive dust to the Port Hedland air-shed, albeit at a greater distance away from sensitive receptors 
compared to earlier proposals 

Yes 
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Six aspects 
(relevant to proposed changes) 

EPA Services advice to EPA 
Meets section 45C 

requirements 

 proposal design, use of best practice and plant available 

 proposal, if implemented, would be subject to licensing under Part V of the EP Act that can have 
regard for air quality limits for dust 

 Condition 6 to ensure that the environmental factor of dust does not have an adverse impact,  

it is the EPA’s opinion that the proposal can be managed to meet the EPA’s environmental objective 
for these factors. The EPA recommended Condition 6 to ensure that the environmental factor of dust 
does not have an adverse impact. This condition required the proponent to develop and implement a 
Dust Management Plan to the requirements of the then Department of Environment and Conservation. 

Noise was also assessed under the original proposal with the EPA concluding that operational noise 
emissions from the proposal would comply with the assigned levels under the Environmental 
Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 and the State Planning Policy 5.4 Road and Rail Transport Noise 
and Freight Considerations in Land Use Planning, at all noise sensitive premises. Furthermore, 
construction noise emissions would be effectively addressed through the mitigation measures 
proposed. 

4. Determination as to whether the 
change(s) to the original proposal 
might (in the Minister’s opinion) have 
any detrimental effect on the 
environment and, if so, what.  

This change relates to the removal of throughput and moisture content of ore from the Ministerial 
Statement issued under Part IV of the EP Act to a Licence issued under Part V of the EP Act. This does 
not reflect any change to on-ground operations and therefore has no detrimental effect on the 
environment. 

Yes 

 
 
 

5. Determination as to whether the 
detrimental effect (if any) which the 
change(s) might have on the 
environment is additional to, or 
different from, the detrimental effect 
(if any) which the original proposal 
has had or will have.  

The removal of throughput and moisture content of ore from the Key Characteristics Table in Schedule 
1 of MS 858 will not have a detrimental effect these matters will be regulated through a revised Licence 
issued under Part V of the EP Act.  

Yes 

6. Determination as to whether any 
detrimental effect which the 
change(s) to the original proposal 
might have on the environment, 

The removal of “throughput” and “moisture content of ore” from the Ministerial Statement will not have a 
significant detrimental effect on the environment in addition to, or different from the original proposal as 
both elements will be specifically dealt with in the licence issued under Part V of the Environmental 
Protection Act 1986. 

Yes 
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Six aspects 
(relevant to proposed changes) 

EPA Services advice to EPA 
Meets section 45C 

requirements 

which is additional to, or different 
from, any detrimental effect which 
the original proposal has had or will 
have is, in the circumstances, 
significant.  
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Appendix 1 
  
  

Identified decision-making authorities and recommended 
environmental conditions 
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Identified decision-making Authorities 
 

Section 44(2) of the EP Act specifies that the EPA’s report must set out (if it 
recommends that implementation be allowed) the conditions and procedures, 
if any, to which implementation should be subject.  This Appendix contains the 
EPA’s recommended conditions and procedures. 
 
Section 45(1) requires the Minister for Environment to consult with decision-
making authorities, and if possible, agree on whether or not the proposal may 
be implemented, and if so, to what conditions and procedures, if any, that 
implementation should be subject. 
 
The following decision-making authorities (DMA) have been identified for this 
consultation: 
 

Decision-making Authority Approval 

1. Minister for Aboriginal Affairs Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 – 
Section 18 Clearances 

2. Minister for State Development Approvals under State Agreement 
Port Infrastructure (Roy Hill 
Infrastructure Pty Ltd) 

3. Chief Executive Officer, 
Department of Water and 
Environmental Regulation 

Environmental Protection Act 1986 – 
Part V - Licensing 

4. Chief Executive Officer, Pilbara 
Ports Authority 

Port Authorities Act 1999 

Note: In this instance, agreement is only required with DMA 1 and 2 as they 
are Ministers. 
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        Statement No. xxx 
 

RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS 
 

STATEMENT TO CHANGE THE IMPLEMENTATION CONDITIONS 
APPLYING TO A PROPOSAL  

(Section 46 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986) 
 

ROY HILL 1 IRON ORE PROJECT, PORT INFRASTRUCTURE PORT 
HEDLAND 

 

Proposal: The proposal is to construct and operate port 
infrastructure which includes a stockyard facility, 
rail loop, conveyor, wharf and ship-loading facility 
at Port Hedland. 

Proponent: Roy Hill Infrastructure Pty Ltd 
Australian Company Number 130 249 633 

Proponent Address: 5 Whitham Road Perth Airport WA 6105 

Report of the Environmental Protection Authority: 1622 
 
Preceding Statement Relating to this Proposal: 858, 978  

Pursuant to section 45 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, as applied by 
section 46(8), it has been agreed that the implementation conditions set out in 
Ministerial Statement No. 858 dated 11 March 2011 be changed as specified in 
this Statement. 

Condition 6 is changed. 
 
Condition 6-2 is inserted: 
 
6-2 Condition 6-1 ceases to have effect once dust is licensed through Part V 

Environmental Regulation of the Environmental Protection Act 1986. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Hon Stephen Dawson MLC  
MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT 
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Attachment 4 to Ministerial Statement 858 
 

Change to proposal approved under section 45C of the  
Environmental Protection Act 1986 

 

 
This Attachment replaces Attachment 3 of Ministerial Statement 858 
 

Proposal: Roy Hill 1 Iron Ore Project, Port Infrastructure, Port Hedland 

Proponent: Roy Hill Infrastructure Pty Ltd 
 

Changes: 

 Removal of throughput and moisture content or ore.  

Table 1: Summary of the Proposal 

Proposal Title Roy Hill 1 Iron Ore Project, Port Infrastructure, Port Hedland 

Short Description The proposal is for the construction and operation of port 
infrastructure which includes a stockyard facility, rail loop, 
conveyor, wharf and ship-loading facility at Port Hedland. 

 
Table 2: Location and authorised extent of physical and operational 
elements 

Element Previously Authorised Extent Authorised Extent 

Rail Railway, rail loop and train 
unloader 

Railway, rail loop and train 
unloader 

Stockyard Stockyard at Boodarie Stockyard at Boodarie 

Conveyor A 4 kilometre long elevated trestle 
type, covered conveyor connecting 
the stockyard to the wharf at South 
West Creek 

A 4 kilometre long elevated 
trestle type, covered conveyor 
connecting the stockyard to the 
wharf at South West Creek 

Wharf Wharf structure, two shipping 
berths and one ship loader in 
South West Creek  

Wharf structure, two shipping 
berths and one ship loader in 
South West Creek  

Life of Project 50 years or more 50 years or more 

Throughput 55 million tonnes per annum Removed as throughput is 
regulated under Part V of the 
Environmental Protection Act 
1986 

Moisture content 
of ore 

The moisture content of the ore 
would be maintained above dust 
extinction levels 

Removed as moisture content 
is regulated under Part V of the 
Environmental Protection Act 
1986 

Terrestrial 
vegetation and 
ground 
disturbance 

Not more than 382 hectares.  

 Rail corridor, conveyor, 
stockyard and other 
infrastructure to be constructed 

Not more than 382 hectares.  

 Rail corridor, conveyor, 
stockyard and other 
infrastructure to be constructed 
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Element Previously Authorised Extent Authorised Extent 

within a development envelope 
of 444 hectares as shown in 
Figure 2 and defined by the 
coordinates in Schedule 2; and  

 Pipeline for disposal of 
groundwater to be constructed 
within a pipeline development 
envelope of 0.7 hectares as 
shown in Figure 2. 

within a development envelope 
of 444 hectares as shown in 
Figure 2 and defined by the 
coordinates in Schedule 2; and  

 Pipeline for disposal of 
groundwater to be constructed 
within a pipeline development 
envelope of 0.7 hectares as 
shown in Figure 2. 

Mangrove loss Not more than 5 hectares Not more than 5 hectares 

Disposal of 
dewatered 
groundwater 

Disposal according to the following 
water use hierarchy:  
1. Use on site.  
2. Disposal to Dredge Material 
Management Area G.  
3. Disposal to dredged berth 
pockets in South West Creek. 

Disposal according to the 
following water use hierarchy:  
1. Use on site.  
2. Disposal to Dredge Material 
Management Area G.  
3. Disposal to dredged berth 
pockets in South West Creek. 

 
Note: Text in bold in Table 2 indicates a change to the proposal. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Dr Tom Hatton  
CHAIRMAN  
Environmental Protection Authority  
under delegated authority 
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Figure 2. Spatially Defined Maximum Footprint of Proposal.  


