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the original Statement for the proposal listed below as signed by the Minister and held by this Office. 
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The State of Western Australia and its agents and employees disclaim liability, whether in negligence 
or otherwise, for any loss or damage resulting from reliance on the accuracy or completeness of this 
document.  
Copyright in this document is reserved to the Crown in right of the State of Western Australia. 
Reproduction except in accordance with copyright law is prohibited.  

Published on:  28 April 2021 Statement No. 1165 
 
 

STATEMENT THAT A PROPOSAL MAY BE IMPLEMENTED 

(Environmental Protection Act 1986) 

 
LAKE WAY SULPHATE OF POTASH PROJECT 

 
Proposal: To develop and operate the Project at Lake Way, 

located 25 kilometres south of Wiluna. The proposal 
involves the abstraction of sulphate of potash rich brines 
from the sediments underlying Lake Way to produce 
approximately 260 kilotonnes per annum of sulphate of 
potash product. The proposal includes retention of 
disturbance from the Demonstration plant for the life of 
the proposal. 

 

Proponent: Piper Preston Pty Ltd, a wholly owned subsidiary of  
Salt Lake Potash Limited 
Australian Company Number: 142 962 409 

 

Proponent Address:  239 Adelaide Terrace 
PERTH WA 6000 

Assessment Number: 2228 
 

Report of the Environmental Protection Authority: 1699 

Pursuant to section 45 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, it has been agreed 

that the proposal described and documented in Table 2 of Schedule 1 may be 

implemented and that the implementation of the proposal is subject to the following 

implementation conditions and procedures: 

1 Proposal Implementation 

1-1 When implementing the proposal, the proponent shall not exceed the authorised 

extent of the proposal as defined in Table 2 of Schedule 1, unless amendments 

to the proposal and the authorised extent of the proposal have been approved 

under the EP Act. 
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1-2 When implementing the proposal, the proponent shall not exceed the following 

limits: 

(1) disturbance of more than 2,750 ha within the 25,449 ha development 

envelope; 

(2) clearing of more than 138 ha of native vegetation; 

(3) groundwater abstraction of more than 30 gigalitres per annum from 

paleochannel bores and lake bed trenches; 

(4) disposal of more than 5.1 million tonnes per annum of excess salts into 

the excess salt disposal area; and 

(5) project life of more than 20 years. 

2 Contact Details 

2-1  The proponent shall notify the CEO of any change of its name, physical 

address or postal address for the serving of notices or other correspondence 

within twenty-eight (28) days of such change. Where the proponent is a 

corporation or an association of persons, whether incorporated or not, the 

postal address is that of the principal place of business or of the principal 

office in the State. 

3 Time Limit for Proposal Implementation 

3-1 The proponent shall not commence implementation of the proposal after five (5) 

years from the date of this Statement, and any commencement, prior to this 

date, must be substantial. 

3-2 Any commencement of implementation of the proposal, on or before five (5) 

years from the date of this Statement, must be demonstrated as substantial by 

providing the CEO with written evidence, on or before the expiration of five (5) 

years from the date of this Statement. 

4 Compliance Reporting 

4-1 The proponent shall prepare, and maintain a Compliance Assessment Plan 

which is submitted to the CEO at least six (6) months prior to the first 

Compliance Assessment Report, or prior to implementation of the proposal, 

whichever is sooner. 

4-2 The Compliance Assessment Plan shall indicate: 

(1) the frequency of compliance reporting; 

(2) the approach and timing of compliance assessments; 
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(3) the retention of compliance assessments; 

(4) the method of reporting of potential non-compliances and corrective 

actions taken; 

(5) the table of contents of Compliance Assessment Reports; and 

(6) public availability of Compliance Assessment Reports. 

4-3 After receiving notice in writing from the CEO that the Compliance 

Assessment Plan satisfies the requirements of condition 4-2 the proponent 

shall assess compliance with conditions in accordance with the Compliance 

Assessment Plan required by condition 4-1. 

4-4 The proponent shall retain reports of all compliance assessments described in 

the Compliance Assessment Plan required by condition 4-1 and shall make 

those reports available when requested by the CEO. 

4-5 The proponent shall advise the CEO of any potential non-compliance within 

seven (7) days of that non-compliance being known. 

4-6 The proponent shall submit to the CEO the first Compliance Assessment Report 

fifteen (15) months from the date of issue of this Statement addressing the 

twelve (12) month period from the date of issue of this Statement and then 

annually from the date of submission of the first Compliance Assessment 

Report, or as otherwise agreed in writing by the CEO. 

The Compliance Assessment Report shall: 

(1) be endorsed by the proponent’s Chief Executive Officer or a person 

delegated to sign on the Chief Executive Officer’s behalf; 

(2) include a statement as to whether the proponent has complied with the 

conditions; 

(3) identify all potential non-compliances and describe corrective and 

preventative actions taken; 

(4) be made publicly available in accordance with the approved Compliance 

Assessment Plan; and 

(5) indicate any proposed changes to the Compliance Assessment Plan 

required by condition 4-1. 

5 Public Availability of Data 

5-1 Subject to condition 5-2, within a reasonable time period approved by the CEO 

of the issue of this Statement and for the remainder of the life of the proposal, 

the proponent shall make publicly available, in a manner approved by the CEO, 
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all validated environmental data (including sampling design, sampling 

methodologies, empirical data and derived information products (e.g. maps)), 

management plans and reports relevant to the assessment of this proposal and 

implementation of this Statement. 

5-2 If any data referred to in condition 5-1 contains particulars of: 
 

(1) a secret formula or process; or 
 

(2) confidential commercially sensitive information, 
 

the proponent may submit a request for approval from the CEO to not make 

these data publicly available. In making such a request the proponent shall 

provide the CEO with an explanation and reasons why the data should not be 

made publicly available. 

6 Inland Waters 
 

6-1 The proponent shall implement the proposal to meet the following 

environmental outcome: 

(1) groundwater drawdown associated with the proposal shall be limited to 

the 0.5 metre drawdown contour shown in Figure 2 of Schedule 1. 

6-2 In order to demonstrate that the outcome of condition 6-1(1) is met, the 

proponent shall, within the Compliance Assessment Reports required by 

condition 4-6, provide details of the results of groundwater monitoring 

conducted in accordance with a Groundwater Monitoring Strategy required by 

condition 6-3. 

6-3 Prior to the commencement of groundwater abstraction for the operation phase 

of the proposal, the proponent shall prepare and have approved by the CEO a 

Groundwater Monitoring Strategy which details the methodology, timing and 

location of monitoring to substantiate and ensure that the outcome of condition 

6-1(1) is being met. 

6-4 In the event that monitoring indicates that the outcome of condition 6-1(1) is not 

being met at any time, the proponent shall: 

(1) report the exceedance in writing to the CEO within seven (7) days of the 

exceedance being identified; 

(2) investigate to determine the cause of the threshold criteria being 

exceeded; 

(3) investigate to provide information for the CEO to determine potential 

environmental harm or alteration of the environment that occurred due to 

threshold criteria being exceeded; 
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(4) provide a report to the CEO within twenty-one (21) days of the 

exceedance being reported as required by condition 6-4(1). The report 

shall include: 

(a) details of contingency actions implemented; 
 

(b) the effectiveness of the contingency actions implemented against 

the outcome of condition 6-1(1); 

(c) the findings of the investigations required by conditions 6-4(2) and 

6-4(3); 

(d) measures to prevent the outcome of condition 6-1(1) being 

exceeded in the future; and 

(e) measures to prevent, control or abate the environmental harm 

which may have occurred. 

6-5 The proponent shall implement the contingency measures identified in the 

report required by condition 6-4(4) until the CEO has provided advice by notice 

in writing that the outcome of condition 6-1(1) is being met. 

7 Flora and Vegetation 
 

7-1 The proponent shall implement the proposal to meet the following 

environmental outcomes: 

(1) limit the extent of direct disturbance within the extent of the vegetation 

type TECT to fifty (50) ha; 

(2) limit the extent of direct disturbance within the extent of the vegetation 

type R identified to three (3) ha; 

(3) ensure there is no direct disturbance within the extent of the vegetation 

type H; 

(4) limit the extent of direct disturbance within the extent of the vegetation 

type X to eleven (11) ha; 

(5) ensure there is no direct disturbance to individuals of the 
species Tecticornia sp. Lake Way; 

 

(6) limit direct disturbance to Tecticornia species identified within the Lake 

Way Sulphate of Potash Project – Environmental Review Document 

(2 November 2020) as Priority, Novel, or Range Extensions to the 

extent described in the Lake Way Sulphate of Potash Project – 

Environmental Review Document (2 November 2020); and 
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(7) ensure there is no direct disturbance of any Tecticornia specimen 

identified as Sterile in the Lake Way Sulphate of Potash Project – 

Environmental Review Document (2 November 2020), unless additional 

examples of the specimen have been identified and demonstrated to 

occur outside of the areas of direct and indirect impact of the proposal, 

and are not novel taxa. 

7-2 The proponent shall take all reasonable and practicable steps to meet the 

following environmental objectives: 

(1) minimise indirect impacts to the vegetation types, significant Tecticornia 

taxa and sterile Tecticornia specimens listed in condition 7-1, inside and 

outside the development envelope. 

7-3 In order to meet the outcomes and objective of conditions 7-1 and 7-2, prior to 

ground disturbing activities within the development envelope unless otherwise 

agreed in writing by the CEO, the proponent shall revise and have approved by 

the CEO a Flora and Vegetation Management Plan. This plan shall: 

(1) when implemented, substantiate and ensure that conditions 7-1 and 7-2 

are being met; 

(2) include provisions to avoid, and minimise direct and indirect impacts to 

significant and potentially significant Flora and Vegetation as a result of 

direct and indirect impacts including, but not limited to: 

(a) ground disturbing activities; 

(b) changes to surface water flows, including increase and 

decrease in extent of flooding; 

(c) changes to groundwater regimes; and 

(d) changes to surface water salinity; 

(3) specify the details of investigations to be undertaken to identify 

sterile Tecticornia specimens collected during previous and future 

surveys; 

(4) specify trigger criteria that will trigger the implementation of management 

and/or contingency actions to prevent direct or indirect impacts to 

significant or potentially significant Tecticornia taxa; 

(5) specify threshold criteria to demonstrate compliance with conditions 7-1 

and 7-2; 

(6) specify monitoring methodologies to determine if trigger criteria and 

threshold criteria have been met; 



 

Page 7 of 20 

(7) specify management and/or contingency actions to be implemented if the 

trigger criteria required by condition 7-3(4) are exceeded and/or the 

threshold criteria required by condition 7-3(5) have not been met; and 

(8) provide the format and timing for the reporting of monitoring results 

against trigger criteria and threshold criteria to demonstrate that 

conditions 7-1 and 7-2 have been met over the reporting period in the 

Compliance Assessment Report required by condition 4-6. 

7-4 The proponent shall implement the latest revision of the Flora and Vegetation 

Management Plan which the CEO has confirmed by notice in writing, addresses 

the requirements of conditions 7-1, 7-2 and 7-3. 

7-5 In the event that monitoring or investigations at any time indicate an exceedance 

of threshold criteria specified in the Flora and Vegetation Management Plan 

which is confirmed under condition 7-4, the proponent shall: 

(1) report the exceedance in writing to the CEO within seven (7) days of 

the exceedance being identified; 

(2) implement the contingency actions required by condition 7-3(7) within 

seven (7) days of the exceedance being reported as required by 

condition 7-5(1) and continue implementation of those actions until the 

CEO has confirmed by notice in writing that it has been demonstrated 

that the threshold criteria are being met and implementation of the 

threshold contingency actions are no longer required; 

(3) investigate to determine the cause of the threshold criteria being 

exceeded; 

(4) investigate to provide information for the CEO to determine potential 

environmental harm or alteration of the environment that occurred due 

to threshold criteria being exceeded; 

(5) provide a report to the CEO within twenty-one (21) days of the 

exceedance being reported as required by condition 7-5(1). The report 

shall include: 

(a) details of threshold contingency actions implemented; 

(b) the effectiveness of the threshold contingency actions 

implemented against the threshold criteria; 

(c) the findings of the investigations required by conditions 7-5(3) 

and 7-5(4); 

(d) measures to prevent the threshold criteria being exceeded in the 

future; 
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(e) measures to prevent, control or abate the environmental harm 

which may have occurred; and 

(f) justification of the threshold remaining, or being adjusted based 

on better understanding, demonstrating that objectives will 

continue to be met. 

7-6 The proponent: 

(1) may review and revise the Flora and Vegetation Management Plan; or 

(2) shall review and revise the Flora and Vegetation Management Plan as 

and when directed by the CEO. 

7-7 The proponent shall continue to implement the Flora and Vegetation 

Management Plan or any subsequent revisions as confirmed by the CEO in 

condition 7-4, until the CEO has confirmed by notice in writing that the proponent 

has demonstrated that the environmental outcomes and objective detailed in 

conditions 7-1 and 7-2 have been met. 

8 Terrestrial Fauna Management 

8-1 The proponent shall implement the proposal to meet the following 

environmental outcomes: 

(1) avoid all direct disturbance with the habitat type identified as VSA 3; 

and 

(2) avoid direct disturbance within 50 metres of the known locations of 

Melyridae sp. BCO200 and Philosciidae BIS415, unless the CEO 

confirms by notice in writing, that the proponent has demonstrated 

that the species occurs outside the development envelope, and that 

adequate habitat to maintain the viability of the species occurs 

outside the area of direct and indirect impact for the proposal. 

8-2 The proponent shall take all reasonable and practicable steps to meet the 

following environmental objective: 

(1) minimise direct and indirect impacts to significant terrestrial fauna and 

significant fauna habitats inside and outside the development 

envelope. 

8-3 In order to meet the outcomes and objective of conditions 8-1 and 8-2, prior to 

ground disturbing activities within the development envelope unless otherwise 

agreed in writing by the CEO, the proponent shall prepare and have approved 

by the CEO a Terrestrial Fauna Management Plan. This plan shall: 
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(1) when implemented, substantiate and ensure that conditions 8-1 and 8-2 

are being met; 

(2) include provisions to avoid where practicable and minimise impacts to 

significant terrestrial fauna, including but not limited to impacts from: 

(a) direct disturbance of habitat; 

(b) attraction of feral animals; 

(c) attraction of silver gulls, resulting in predation of migratory birds; 

(d) entrapment of fauna in trenches or ponds; 

(e) restriction of movement for small animals from pipeline 

placement and design; 

(f) lighting; 

(g) noise; 

(h) vehicle strike; and 

(i) dust; 

(3) specify trigger criteria that will trigger the implementation of management 

and/or contingency actions to prevent direct or indirect impacts to 

minimise direct and indirect impacts to significant terrestrial fauna; 

(4) specify threshold criteria to demonstrate compliance with conditions 8-1 

and 8-2; 

(5) specify monitoring methodology to determine if trigger criteria and 

threshold criteria have been met; 

(6) specify management and/or contingency actions to be implemented if the 

trigger criteria required by condition 8-3(3) and/or the threshold criteria 

required by condition 8-3(4) have not been met; and 

(7) provide the format and timing for the reporting of monitoring results 

against trigger criteria and threshold criteria to demonstrate that 

conditions 8-1 and 8-2 have been met over the reporting period in the 

Compliance Assessment Report required by condition 4-6. 

8-4 The proponent shall implement the latest revision of the Terrestrial Fauna 

Management Plan which the CEO has confirmed by notice in writing, addresses 

the requirements of conditions 8-1, 8-2 and condition 8-3. 
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8-5 In event that monitoring or investigations at any time indicate an exceedance of 

threshold criteria specified in the Terrestrial Fauna Management Plan, the 

proponent shall: 

(1) report the exceedance in writing to the CEO within seven (7) days 

of the exceedance being identified; 

(2) implement the contingency actions required by condition 8-3(6) within 

seven (7) days of the exceedance being reported as required by 

condition 8-5(1) and continue implementation of those actions until the 

CEO has confirmed by notice in writing that it has been demonstrated 

that the threshold criteria are being met and implementation of the 

threshold contingency actions are no longer required; 

(3) investigate to determine the cause of the threshold criteria being 

exceeded; 

(4) investigate to provide information for the CEO to determine potential 

environmental harm or alteration of the environment that occurred due to 

threshold criteria being exceeded; 

(5) provide a report to the CEO within twenty-one (21) days of the 

exceedance being reported as required by condition 8-5(1). The report 

shall include: 

(a) details of threshold contingency actions implemented; 

(b) the effectiveness of the threshold contingency actions 

implemented against the threshold criteria; 

(c) the findings of the investigations required by conditions 8-5(3) and 

8-5(4); 

(d) measures to prevent the threshold criteria being exceeded in the 

future; 

(e) measures to prevent, control or abate the environmental harm 

which may have occurred; and 

(f) justification of the threshold remaining, or being adjusted based 

on better understanding, demonstrating that objectives will 

continue to be met. 

8-6 The proponent: 

(1) may review and revise the Terrestrial Fauna Management Plan; or 

(2) shall review and revise the Terrestrial Fauna Management Plan as 

and when directed by the CEO. 
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8-7 The proponent shall continue to implement the Terrestrial Fauna 

Management Plan or any subsequent revisions as confirmed by the CEO in 

condition 8-3, until the CEO has confirmed by notice in writing that the 

proponent has demonstrated that the environmental outcomes and objective 

detailed in conditions 8-1 and 8-2 have been met. 

9 Aquatic Invertebrate Habitat Management Plan 

9-1 The proponent shall implement the proposal to meet the following 

environmental outcomes: 

(1) direct impacts to aquatic invertebrate habitat as defined in Figure 3 of 

Schedule 1 do not exceed twenty per cent (20%) of the available 

habitat on the Lake Way playa surface; 

(2) changes to surface water flows within the area of aquatic invertebrate 

habitat as defined in Figure 3 of Schedule 1 do not exceed the extent 

predicted in the Lake Way Sulphate of Potash Project – Environmental 

Review Document (2 November 2020); 

(3) groundwater drawdown associated with the proposal does not result in 

the mean degree of saturation over a rolling 5 year average of the lake 

bed sediments within the area of aquatic invertebrate habitat as 

defined in Figure 3 of Schedule 1 being reduced to less than forty-five 

per cent (45%); 

(4) groundwater drawdown associated with the proposal does not result in 

visible or measurable erosion or dust generation from the lake bed 

sediments; and 

(5) the proposal does not result in an adverse impact to surface water 

quality, including changes to salinity, nutrients or minerals, outside of 

designated areas of infrastructure, that is greater than the known 

tolerance ranges of Parartemia laticaudata. This must consider all 

requirements to support successful recruitment. 

9-2 In order to meet the outcomes of condition 9-1, prior to dewatering from 

trenches on the playa surface within the development envelope unless 

otherwise agreed in writing by the CEO, the proponent shall prepare and 

have approved by the CEO, an Aquatic Invertebrate Habitat Management 

Plan. This plan shall: 

(1) when implemented, substantiate and ensure that condition 9-1 is being 

met; 
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(2) include the details of baseline surveys, and monitoring to be 

completed to inform long-term management of impacts to aquatic 

invertebrates associated with the proposal; 

(3) include the details of baseline surveys, monitoring and reporting to 

verify the maintenance of aquatic invertebrate habitat, including soil 

moisture levels, and aquatic invertebrate abundance and diversity in 

the project area; 

(4) specify trigger criteria that will trigger the implementation of 

management and/or contingency actions to prevent direct or indirect 

impacts to meet the objective of condition 9-1; 

(5) specify threshold criteria to demonstrate compliance with condition  

9-1; 

(6) provide the details of baseline data, and specify monitoring 

methodology, to determine if trigger criteria and threshold criteria have 

been met; 

(7) specify management and/or contingency actions to be implemented if 

the trigger criteria required by condition 9-2(4) and/or the threshold 

criteria required by condition 9-2(5) have not been met; and 

(8) provide the format and timing for the reporting of monitoring results 

against trigger criteria and threshold criteria to demonstrate that 

condition 9-1 has been met over the reporting period in the 

Compliance Assessment Report required by condition 4-6. 

9-3 The proponent shall implement the latest revision of the Aquatic Invertebrate 

Habitat Management Plan which the CEO has confirmed by notice in writing, 

satisfies the requirements of condition 9-1 and condition 9-2. 

9-4 In the event that monitoring or investigations at any time indicate an 

exceedance of threshold criteria specified in the Aquatic Invertebrate Habitat 

Management Plan, the proponent shall: 

(1) report the exceedance in writing to the CEO within seven (7) days of 

the exceedance being identified; 

(2) implement the contingency actions required by condition 9-2(7) within 

seven (7) days of the exceedance being reported as required by 

condition 9-4(1) and continue implementation of those actions until the 

CEO has confirmed by notice in writing that it has been demonstrated 

that the threshold criteria are being met and implementation of the 

threshold contingency actions are no longer required; 
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(3) investigate to determine the cause of the threshold criteria being 

exceeded; 

(4) investigate to provide information for the CEO to determine potential 

environmental harm or alteration of the environment that occurred due 

to threshold criteria being exceeded; 

(5) provide a report to the CEO within twenty-one (21) days of the 

exceedance being reported as required by condition 9-4(1). The report 

shall include: 

(a) details of threshold contingency actions implemented; 

(b) the effectiveness of the threshold contingency actions 

implemented against the threshold criteria; 

(c) the findings of the investigations required by conditions 9-4(3) 

and 9-4(4); 

(d) measures to prevent the threshold criteria being exceeded in 

the future; 

(e) measures to prevent, control or abate the environmental harm 

which may have occurred; and 

(f) justification of the threshold remaining, or being adjusted based 

on better understanding, demonstrating that objectives will 

continue to be met. 

9-5 The proponent: 

(1) may review and revise the Aquatic Invertebrate Habitat Management 

Plan; or 

(2) shall review and revise the Aquatic Invertebrate Habitat Management 

Plan as and when directed by the CEO. 

9-6 The proponent shall continue to implement the Aquatic Invertebrate Habitat 

Management Plan or any subsequent revisions as confirmed by the CEO in 

condition 9-3, until the CEO has confirmed by notice in writing that the 

proponent has demonstrated that the environmental outcomes detailed in 

condition 9-1 has been met. 

10 Aboriginal Heritage 

10-1 The proponent shall continue to consult with the native title holders for the 

Wiluna People Native Title determination area to meet the following 

environmental outcomes: 
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(1) no-go areas as described in spatial data in Schedule 2 are protected 

from direct impacts; 

(2) areas of cultural and heritage value are identified prior to disturbance; 

(3) areas of cultural and heritage value are protected where practicable, 

consistent with the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972; 

(4) contractors and staff associated with the proposal are provided with 

training in the identification, avoidance and management of areas of 

cultural and heritage value; and 

(5) access to areas of cultural and heritage value, including areas to 

undertake traditional activities by the Wiluna People is maintained 

where it is safe and appropriate to do so. 

 

 

 

[signed on 28 April 2021] 

 

 

Hon. John Quigley MLA 
ACTING MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT 
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Schedule 1 
Table 1: Summary of the proposal 

 

Proposal title Lake Way Sulphate of Potash Project 

Short description To develop and operate the project at Lake Way, which is 
located 25 kilometres south of Wiluna in the Mid-West region 
of Western Australia. The proposal would involve abstraction 
of sulphate of potash (SOP) rich brines from sediments 
underlying Lake Way to produce approximately 260 
kilotonnes per annum of SOP product. 

 
The proposal includes establishment and operation of 
evaporation ponds, brine abstraction infrastructure including 
trenches and paleochannel production bores, brine transport 
infrastructure including brine pumps and pipework, access 
roads and miscellaneous supporting infrastructure, and 
excess salt disposal areas. 

 
This proposal extends the lifespan of infrastructure currently 
in place but not formally assessed under the Lake Way 
Demonstration Plant Project from demonstration to long-term 
operations. The project includes modifications to the process 
plant that will allow for increased production capacity up to 
260 kilotonnes per annum 

 

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

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 

Element Location Authorised extent 

Evaporation ponds, brine 
abstraction trenches, 
paleochannel bores, brine 
pumps and pipework, 
access roads, infrastructure 
corridors, and excess salt 
disposal areas. 

Figure 1 Disturbance footprint of no more than 
2,750 ha within the 25,449 ha 
development envelope. 

Extension of the 
demonstration plant 
lifespan. 

Figure 1 Retention of 757 ha of on-playa 
disturbance and 47 ha off-playa 
disturbance as described in the 
demonstration plant referral CMS17578 
within the 25,449 ha development 
envelope. 

Brine abstraction from 
paleochannel brine 
production bores and 
trenches. 

Figure 1 Abstraction of up to 30 gigalitres per 
annum. 
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Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 

Element Location Authorised extent 

Excess salt disposal. Figure 1 Disposal of no more than 5.1 million 
tonnes per annum of excess salts into the 
excess salt disposal areas. 

Processing plant. Figure 1 Production of 260 kilotonnes per annum 
of Sulphate of Potash. 

  

Table 3: Abbreviations and definitions 
 

Acronym or 
abbreviation 

Definition or term 

CEO The Chief Executive Officer of the Department of the Public Service of 
the State responsible for the administration of section 48 of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, or his delegate. 

EP Act Environmental Protection Act 1986 

ha Hectare 

Development 
envelope 

The 25,449 hectare development envelope as shown in Figure 1 of 
Schedule 1 and in the spatial data described in Schedule 2. 

Vegetation 
type 

Vegetation types as identified in the Lake Way – Environmental 
Review Document – 2 November 2020 

Habitat type Habitat types as identified in the Lake Way – Environmental Review 
Document – 2 November 2020 

Management 
Plan 

A document prepared to address the objectives laid out in the 
conditions, in accordance with the Instructions on how to prepare 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 Part IV Environmental 
Management Plans (EPA 2020) 

 
Figures (attached) 

Figure 1: Development envelope, retained Demonstration plant disturbance and 
indicative disturbance footprint 

Figure 2:  0.5 metre groundwater drawdown contour  

Figure 3: Aquatic Invertebrate Fauna Habitat 
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Figure 1: Development envelope, retained Demonstration plant disturbance 
and indicative disturbance footprint 
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Figure 2: 0.5 metre groundwater drawdown contour 
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Figure 3: Aquatic invertebrate fauna habitat 
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Schedule 2 

 

All coordinates are in metres, listed in Map Grid of Australia Zone 51 (MGA Zone 51), 

datum of Geocentric Datum of Australia 1994 (GDA94). 

Coordinates defining the: 

• development envelope 

• extent of groundwater drawdown 

• extent of aquatic invertebrate fauna habitat 

are held by the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation, Document 

Reference Number DWERDT379185. 

Coordinates defining the no-go zones are held by the Department of Water and 

Environmental Regulation, Document Reference Number DWERDT380211. This 

data is confidential and will not be provided outside the Department without the 

agreement of Tarlka Matuwa Piarku Aboriginal Corporation (TMPAC). 


