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Re: Strategic advice on the potential cumulative impacts of the proposed activities and developments on 

the environmental, social and cultural values of Exmouth Gulf 

Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment on the potential cumulative impacts of the proposed 

activities and developments on the environmental, social and cultural values of Exmouth Gulf. The 

Gascoyne area is renowned for its aquatic, coastal and deep-water ecosystems; constituting a significant 

revenue for tourism and aquaculture, as well as myriad research and scientific opportunities. I am 

concerned, foremost, at the ethos behind this request that the EPA provide strategic advice. It appears this 

is yet one more example of environmental malpractice, with our Government seeking to understand just 

how far they can push before total ecological collapse. Are we supposed to be grateful for only moderate 

destruction? 

Again, the issue of scope is unavoidable. By assessing the Exmouth Gulf in such a manner, it follows logically 

that the Exmouth Gulf must be assessed as a discrete unit within the rest of WA. This piecemeal approach 

has led to every biome in WA being degraded to an "acceptable level". The point here remains: a loss or 

damage to any natural asset is being matched elsewhere at several sites around the State. As we discuss 

Exmouth, we must understand that the Pilbara steppe and its aquifers are being decimated, our South-west 

Jarrah forest are being logged, and our Kimberley waterways and mangrove communities are under yearly 

threat. To invest resources in this research of Exmouth is a prelude to the approved-destruction 

management style of these times. It is a promise and defence of future destruction and has been noted as 

such. 
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As Wetjala1, I can only give comment on the environmental, social, and cultural facets from a position that 

is already well-known to the enviro-political sphere in which I work. What is absolutely necessary is an 

understanding of how this green-washed destruction will affect the living - both tangible and intangible -

cultures of our First Nations Peoples. I would recommend the EPA devote a large portion of their 

assessment to this end. 

1. What are the values (environmental, social and cultural) you associate or identify with in and around 

Exmouth Gulf? 

As is known to the EPA, the Exmouth Gulf is a biodiversity thoroughfare and hotspot in its own right. On the 

fringes of Ningaloo reef, the EPA knows the invaluable and irreplaceable nature of the Gulf. This request 

from the EPA is cynical - the EPA, as the authority, should be well aware of the birthing and nursery 

grounds, the hatching areas, and the seasonal and permanent aspects of the Gulf's ecological relationships. 

The EPA may remember the proposed resort at Maud's Landing, under the Gallop Government. Those 

concerns are no less relevant today than they were in 2003, and this opposition is substantive within- and 

integral to- the zeitgeist of the 2000s Western Australia. 

2. What activities do you engage with in and around Exmouth Gulf? 

As member for the Mining and Pastoral Region, I have both a professional and personal relationship with 

Exmouth and the surrounding waters. I understand too well the benefits of industry and infrastructure and 

I would like to voice my position as not-opposed to such developments. Exmouth Gulf, primarily, is used on 

the local and individual level for a wide range of leisure activities; most of which are consciously empathetic 

to the needs and nature of the area. It is unclear to me how the enjoyment of this pristine area could be 

safeguarded or developed alongside industry which seeks to destroy these values. To my mind they are 

fundamentally at loggerheads; from the issue of private land access through to concerns about the cultural 

and environmental landscape as a whole. 

3. What environmental pressures do you observe in and around Exmouth Gulf? 

1 Caucasian; 'white fellow'; non-Indigenous Australian 



HON ROB,IN CHAPPLE MLC 

r111nt111tp llr>f~'f1lf>.ll/ll,QOY111U 
(M) ljll86 ~~li nsoo aa 610 (jlJl'J,l"ml ,, r11IIJ, 

nrl ;•Pl~.l»JTI 

•1 1~1<~1.~Pl:1 l1Wllli0~ 
? r"OBi;,~'14, lo'lllf'.llp,mf, A.6871 

This is perhaps a duplicitous question. All members of an ecological community supply and alleviate 

environmental pressure(s) through their interactions with the biotic and a biotic components of the system. 

What is necessary is a division of these pressures on the basis of contextuality and severity. The locals line

fishing on the coast, following regulations around season and sizing, confers a marginal, arguably "natural" 

pressure on fish stocks. The same action by a fleet of trawlers is an entirely different matter. 

The most extreme pressure to be faced by the Exmouth Gulf will be brought about by this decision. 

Increases in water traffic, including a wider-scope of vehicles would be disastrous. It follows these larger, 

specialised craft would require a larger, specialised mooring. In similar vein, a single residential structure 

would be negligible however, a luxury resort would present the same pressure but at an exponential level. 

Again, it is distressing that the Government demand a hard-and-fast answer. Dynamic natural systems 

require dynamic management, and it has not escaped me that the Government is seeking carte blanche, via 

this EPA decision, to launch a long-term development (drawbacks of this development notwithstanding). 

4. What environmental pressures in and around Exmouth Gulf affect you/your sector or business? 

As a representative of the People of Exmouth, I am well versed in the bidirectional relationship between 

people and environment. My electorate is increasingly dominated by industry might, conferring a 

disadvantage to those people who live and work in the area. It is my concern that, as a representative, such 

developments will follow the established pattern; industry money being prioritised over constituent 

concerns, as mandated by Government, and evidenced at Port Hedland, the Burrup, Brockmann4/Juukan, 

Silvergrass ... the list goes on dismally. 

It must be acknowledged by the EPA that the use of 'environment', in a heritage context, is still under the 

stewardship of the EPA. Given the ongoing failures of this Government, the EPA has a clear responsibility to 

consider "environment" in this use. Development on such a vague yet grand scale offers nothing to 

arguments around intangible cultural heritage, nor to the overlap of Environment and culture. Again, this is 

not my place to speak for Country - but it is important that I advocate and bring such matters to the 

attention of the EPA. 
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5. Are there other activities that are proposed (or likely to be proposed) that you are aware of, which will 

impact the Exmouth Gulf? 

Surely, as an arm of the State's governance, the EPA would be better poised than most to know of any 

future developments? It is distressing that this is not the case. Subsea seven, the Gascoyne Gateway 

project, the mooring and loading facilities across our Pilbara coasts, the Northwest Shelf project, Barrow 

Island, Exmouth port, the town of Onslow ... it is ludicrous that these are not listed forthright by the EPA, 

who do have knowledge of these projects. Our marine environments are linked by their very nature. Sitting 

between a marine park and Ningaloo reef, it is incredulous that these were overlooked by the EPA. Again, it 

must be stressed that an upgrade to local mooring facilities is not the issue here. It is the "death by a 

thousand cuts" which has quickly become the face of environmental protection in this State. It is admirable 

the lengths undertaken to greenwash this Government's industrial portfolio, and this fa~ade must be 

understood as such. 

I'd like to thank the EPA for their time and consideration. I find myself very much opposed to these grand 

Government plans, when, at present, very little is offered in a way that allows for targeted arguments. 

Given the absolute mess resulting from past Government initiatives in the Pi Ibara, Kimberley, and Gascoyne 

(Port Hedland comes to mind), I have reservations about the motivations and results of such a broad and 

ubiquitous public survey. I fear that this may constitute "due diligence" on behalf of our Government; 

literally paving the way through reefs, shoals, and coasts. It is my hope that my concerns here are taken in 

earnest, and the EPA shares my concerns. 

Please do not hesitate to contact myself or my office if I may be of further use of the EPA to this end. 

All the best 

Yours sincerely, 

The Hon Robin Chapple MLC 
Member for the Mining and Pastoral Region 
11th November 2020 




