STATUS OF THIS DOCUMENT

This document has been produced by the Office of the Appeals Convenor as an electronic version of
the original Statement for the proposal listed below as signed by the Minister and held by this Office.
Whilst every effort is made to ensure its accuracy, no warranty is given as to the accuracy or
completeness of this document.

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: 1 February 2011 Statement No. 854

STATEMENT THAT A PROPOSAL MAY BE IMPLEMENTED, @
(PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT 1986)

HOPE DOWNS 4 IRON ORE MINE
SHIRE OF EAST PILBARA

Proposal: The proposal is to constru erate an iron ore
mining area and as frgltruCture at the Hope
Downs 4 Iron loCated approximately 30
kilometres north wes ewman within the Shire of East

Pilbara The osal sists of a desighated mining
area, two infr cture corridor options, excess water
discharge infr e and an accommodation area and
the realig 2.5 kilometre section of Coondiner
Creek.

The is further documented in schedule 1 of this
state .

Proponent: ersley HMS Pty Limited

Proponent Agd e@ 152-158 St George’s Terrace,
PERTH WA 6000
Asse@nber: 1738

Re Environmental Protection Authority: Report 1374

osal referred to in the above report of the Environmental Protection
ority may be implemented. The implementation of that proposal is subject to the
QfOWing conditions and procedures:

1 Proposal Implementation

1-1 The proponent shall implement the proposal as documented and described
in schedule 1 of this statement subject to the conditions and procedures of
this statement.




2-2

3-2

4-2

Proponent Nomination and Contact Details

The proponent for the time being nominated by the Minister for Environment
under sections 38(6) or 38(7) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 is
responsible for the implementation of the proposal.

The proponent shall notify the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) of the Office of
the Environmental Protection Authority of any change of the name an
address of the proponent for the serving of notices or other corresponden
within 30 days of such change.

Time Limit of Authorisation @

The authorisation to implement the proposal provided for in i@ment
shall lapse and be void five years after the date of this if the
proposal to which this statement relates is not substanti ced.

Environmental
emghstrates that the
c expiration of five

The proponent shall provide the CEO of the Offig
Protection Authority with written evidence which
proposal has substantially commenced on or gi :
years from the date of this statement. ‘

Compliance Reporting

The proponent shall prepare and ¥
the satisfaction of the CEO of
Authority.

intain a*compliance assessment plan to
ice of the Environmental Protection

the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
nce assessment plan required by condition

The proponent shall sumi
Protection Authority t
4-1 at least six montr
condition 4-6, orgior to IMPlementation, whichever is sooner.

The complianc ment plan shall indicate:

1. f eficy of compliance reporting;

2. &oach and timing of compliance assessments;
\@retention of compliance assessments;

.~ the method of reporting of potential non-compliances and corrective

@ actions taken;

4-4

the table of contents of compliance assessment reports; and

o o

public availability of compliance assessment reports.

The proponent shall assess compliance with conditions in accordance with
the compliance assessment plan required by condition 4-1.

The proponent shall retain reports of all compliance assessments described
in the compliance assessment plan required by condition 4-1 and shall make
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4-5

4-6

5-1

those reports available when requested by the CEO of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority.

The proponent shall advise the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority of any potential non-compliance within seven days of
that non-compliance being known.

The proponent shall submit to the CEO of the Office of the Environment
Protection Authority the first compliance assessment report fifteen mont
from the date of issue of this Statement addressing the twelve month peri
from the date of issue of this Statement and then annually from the
submission of the first compliance assessment report.

The compliance assessment report shall: 0

1. be endorsed by the proponent's Managing c% person
delegated to sign on the Managing Director’s behalf;

2. include a statement as to whether the propone @ omplied with the
conditions;

3. identify all potential non-compli an scribe corrective and

preventative actions taken;

4. be made publicly available inggcorda with the approved compliance
assessment plan; and

5. indicate any proposed to the compliance assessment plan
required by condition

Groundwater Drawd

The proponent
abstraction an
does not g

ensure that the dewatering of groundwater as a result of
ation of aquifers required to implement the proposal
Sistiffect the C4 vegetation community located to the south
pa as indicated in Schedule 1, Figure 5; Coondiner Creek;
o alluvial aquifers; or any of the pools in the surrounding area

(n@ le Rock Pool, Eagle Rock Falls, Stuarts Pool, Kalgan Pool,

their associated vegetation.

% jndy Creek Pool(s), Three Pools, Bella Pool, Cliff Pool and/or Steer

1. identify all sites and parameters to be monitored and the monitoring
methodologies, including methods which will determine whether a
decline in condition and cover of riparian vegetation and pool levels is
attributable to the implementation of the proposal or to other causes in
the event that trigger levels under condition 5-2 3 are exceeded, to the
satisfaction of the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection
Authority on advice from the Department of Water, prior to the
commencement of dewatering;
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2. submit baseline monitoring of groundwater levels, permanent pool
water levels and native vegetation condition and cover at all sites
identified under condition 5-2 1 prior to the commencement of
dewatering;

3. provide trigger levels for water levels in permanent pools and condition
and cover of riparian vegetation at all sites identified under condition 5-
2 1 for the approval of the CEO of the Office of the Environmenta
Protection Authority, prior to the commencement of dewatering;

4. provide contingency actions to remediate any potential i
resulting from groundwater abstraction and lateral leakage t
Coondiner Creek alluvial aquifer into mine pit(s) prr t e
commencement of dewatering for the approval of the C heDffice
of the Environmental Protection Authority on advige o epartment
of Water;

5. from the commencement of dewatering, moyg oMhdwater levels
(mAHD), and the extent of surface water_gxp pn and depth for
permanent pools at the agreed sites identif ition 5-2 1;

6. from the commencement of de onitor the condition and
cover of riparian vegetation at eac e agreed sites; and

7. undertake monitoring requirc8ain condfions 5-2 1, 5-2 5 and 5-2 6 to
the satisfaction of the the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority in c with the Department of Water.

5-3 The proponent shall sumi nually the results of monitoring required by
condition 5-2 to the he Office of the Environmental Protection
Authority as pagt of th lance assessment report required by condition
4-6.

5-4 In the event t monitoring required by conditions 5-2 5 and 5-2 6
indicate nce of trigger levels for surface water expression and
wate fol) permanent pools and /or condition and cover of riparian
veget ectively, as determined under condition 5-2 3:

1.%proponent shall report to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental

&

3.

tection Authority within 7 days of the exceedance being identified,;

provide evidence which allows determination of the cause of the
exceedance;

if determined by the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection
Authority that any exceedance is a result of activities undertaken in
implementing the proposal, the proponent shall submit actions to be
taken to remediate the exceedance within 21 days of the determination
being made to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection
Authority; and
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5-5

6-2

6-3

6-4

4. the proponent shall implement contingency actions required under
condition 5-4 3 upon approval to implement those actions from the CEO
of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority until such time
as the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority
determines that the remedial actions may cease.

The proponent shall make the monitoring reports required by condition 5
publicly available in a manner approved by the CEO of the Office of th
Environmental Protection Authority.

Dewater Discharge

The proponent shall ensure that any dewater discharged to the @ment
does not exceed ANZECC/ARMCANZ* default trigger the
protection of marine and freshwater ecosystems.

juate baseline
ing environment
ed trigger values
pe Office of the

Where the proponent can demonstrate througy
monitoring that natural background levels of thé

exceed ANZECC/ARMCANZ* default trigger v
can be implemented on approval of f

Environmental Protection Authority.

Creek until such time as dewaté®gg at tfp Hope Downs 1 iron ore mine
all then cease discharge to Kalgan
s 1 for aquifer reinjection unless it
can be demonstrated to th lon of the CEO of the Office of the
Environmental Protection tho that discharge to Kalgan Creek can
continue.

The proponent $gall ens hat, as a result of the discharge of excess water
grmanent surface water flow does not extend closer than
poundary of Fortescue Marsh (defined by coordinates

#93223.30N (MGA zone 50)).

e requirements of condition 6-3 are met the proponent shall

Tov tf
u@onitoring to the satisfaction of the CEO of the Office of the

onment and Conservation and submit the results annually as part of
ompliance assessment report required by condition 4-6.

E nfhental Protection Authority in consultation with the Department of
h

Qhould monitoring demonstrate that the permanent surface water flow

extends closer than 30 kilometres to the boundary of the Fortescue Marsh
then the proponent will report this to the CEO of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority within seven days of identification in
accordance with condition 4-5.

The proponent shall ensure that excess water discharge required to
implement the proposal does not adversely affect Kalgan Creek or its
surrounding riparian vegetation, as defined in Table 10 of the “Hope Downs
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6-7

%)

4 Iron Ore Project-Public Environmental Review, Issue Date: January 2010”
and Schedule 1, Figure 4.

To verify that the requirements of condition 6-6 are met the proponent shall:

1. identify all sites and parameters to be monitored and the monitoring
methodologies to the satisfaction of the CEO of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority on advice from Department of th
Environment and Conservation and the Department of Water, prior
the commencement of excess water discharge;

2. submit baseline monitoring of water levels and native vegetati I
and abundance at all sites identified under condition 6-7 1 rior e
commencement of excess water discharge;

3. provide trigger levels for condition and cover i@egetaﬂon
associated with Kalgan Creek as defined in T the “Hope
Downs 4 Iron Ore Project-Public Environme I, Issue Date:
January 2010” and Schedule 1, Figure 4, for val of the CEO of
the Office of the Environmental Protectio oMy on advice of the
Department of the Environment nsgrvatfon, prior to the
commencement of excess water ,

4. provide contingency actio to ediate any potential impacts
resulting from excess water (gcharge®prior to the commencement of
discharge for the appro the CEO of the Office of the
Environmental Protecti ty on advice of the Department of
Environment and Corgervaqn and the Department of Water. These
contingency actio not include discharge of excess water to
Coondiner Creek @r er creek;

5. from the coMamenceltent of discharge of excess water, monitor surface

water qu
each

omuliti

defined under ANZECC/ARMCANZ*, levels and flow at
d sites;

mmencement of discharge of excess water, monitor the
and cover of riparian vegetation at each of the agreed sites;

nitoring required in conditions 6-7 5 and 6-7 6 should be carried out
to the satisfaction of the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority in consultation with the Department of the
Environment and Conservation and the Department of Water and

include methods which will allow determination of whether an impact is
attributable to the implementation of the proposal or to other causes, in
the event that trigger levels under condition 6-7 3 are reached.

The proponent shall submit annually the results of monitoring required by
conditions 6-4 and 6-7 to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority as part of the compliance assessment report required by

condition 4-6.
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6-9 In the event that the monitoring required by conditions 6-7 5 and 6-7 6
indicate an exceedance of trigger levels for condition and cover of vegetation
determined under condition 6-7 3:

1. the proponent shall report to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority within 7 days of the exceedance being identified;

2. provide evidence which describes the decline of condition and/or cov:
and allows determination of the cause of the exceedance;

3. if the exceedance is determined by the CEO of the Office
Environmental Protection Authority to be a result of a |
undertaken in implementing the proposal, the proponent It
actions to be taken to remediate the exceedance within 21 ays »f the
determination being made to the CEO of  the ' f the
Environmental Protection Authority; and

4. the proponent shall implement contingency g
condition 6-9 3 upon approval to implement tho pns from the CEO
of the Office of the Environmental Protec /ity until such time
as the CEO of the Office of the (o) | PYotection Authority
determines that the remedial acti

quired under

6-10  The proponent shall make the mgnitorin orts required by conditions 6-4
and 6-7 publicly available in a mar§} ed by the CEO of the Office of
the Environmental Protection Au y,

* Australian and New Zealghd onment and Conservation Council and
Agriculture and Resou anadgement Council of Australia and New
Zealand 2000, Austr ater Quality Guidelines for Fresh and Marine
Waters and its ypdates.

7 Water Quality

7-1 The prop ensure that run-off and/or seepage from the tailings
stora@gefagdity Ind waste material landforms does not lead to the quality of
surfa% or groundwater within or adjacent to the proposal area
e ing¥e trigger values for a slightly to moderately disturbed ecosystem

eg for in Table 3.4.2 of Chapter 3 of the “Australian and New Zealand
vif®hment and Conservation Council and Agriculture and Resource
agement Council of Australia and New Zealand 2000, Australian Water
uality Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Waters” and its updates, taking into
consideration natural background water quality of the receiving environment.

The proponent shall monitor the quality of surface water and groundwater
upstream and downstream of the tailings storage facility and waste material
landforms to ensure that the requirements of condition 7-1 are met. This
monitoring is to be carried out using methods consistent with “Australian and
New Zealand Environment and Conservation Council and Agriculture and
Resource Management Council of Australia and New Zealand 2000,
Australian Guidelines for Water Quality Monitoring and Reporting” (and its
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7-5

7-6

8

EVQ
\ d Vegetation

updates) and to the satisfaction of the CEO of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority.

The proponent shall commence the water quality monitoring required by
condition 7-2 before ground disturbing activities in order to collect baseline
data.

The proponent shall submit annually the results of monitoring required b
condition 7-2 to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protecti
Authority as part of the compliance assessment report required by conditi
4-6.

In the event that monitoring required by condition 7-2 indica
requirements of condition 7-1 are not being met, the proponent s

1. report such findings to the CEO of the Office t
Protection Authority within 7 days of the decline i t
identified;

2. provide evidence which describes the
allows determination of the cause of

undertaken in implementing e propd®al, the proponent shall submit
the actions to be taken to 1, '
determination being -
Environmental Protectj y; and

4. the proponent sh plegent the actions identified in condition 7-5 3
upon approval to ¥ng ent those actions from the CEO of the Office of
the Envirofgental Me#lection Authority until such a time as the CEO of

the Office e Environmental Protection Authority determines that the
remedial & ay cease.

The & t Bhall make the monitoring reports required by condition 7-4
m

publi le in consultation with the CEO of the Office of the
al Protection Authority.

- Qwe proponent shall ensure that the loss of the Declared Rare Flora species
e

8-2

pidium catapycnon shall not exceed one population consisting of no more
than 20 plants due to the construction and operation of infrastructure corridor
option 1 as identified in Schedule 1, Figure 6.

In the event that infrastructure corridor option 6 is implemented under
condition 9-2 then the proponent shall ensure that the loss of the Declared
Rare Flora species Lepidium catapycnon shall not exceed 3 populations
consisting of no more than 20 plants each due to the construction and
operation of infrastructure corridor option 6 as identified in Schedule 1,
Figures 6 and 7.
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8-3 Prior to ground disturbance activities, the Proponent shall submit to the CEO
of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority, a report detailing how
the design of the project has reduced impacts within the 5,470 hectares of
allowed clearing and infrastructure construction on the following
conservation values:

. Declared Rare Flora;

. Priority flora; and

. local conservation significant vegetation communities B1, C1,
C4, S1, S2, S3, S4, M1, M2, M3, M4, X2, X4 and X5, as

Table 10 of the “Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Project-Public E
Review, Issue Date: January 2010” and of Schedule 1,

and 7.
This report shall incorporate the advice of the Depagme nvironment
and Conservation with regard to the final align design of the
infrastructure to minimise impacts to the above | cal conservation
significant vegetation communities.
8-4 The proponent shall undertake weed rghagginentto ensure that:

1. No new species of wee (incli§pg both declared weeds and

environmental weeds) shall introdu€ed into the proposal area as a
result of the implementation roposal.

2. The cover of weeds (igflu oth declared weeds and environmental
weeds) within the sal varea does not exceed that existing on
comparable, neay ;®etermined by condition 8-4 3 which has not
been distugbed duri lementation of the proposal.

sites on nearby land are chosen in consultation with
Environmental Protection Authority and established
osal area and outside the impact area. The reference
td be monitored every 2 years to determine whether changes

S
& over and type are as a result of project implementation or
regional changes.

9 \ ucture Corridor

e proponent shall implement the proposal using infrastructure corridor
option 1 located on tenement AML70/244, as identified in schedule 1.

In the event that written evidence is provided to CEO of the Office of the
Environmental Protection Authority demonstrating that access rights to
tenement AML70/244 have been declined then condition 9-1 does not apply
and the proposal can be implemented using infrastructure corridor option 6.
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10 Fauna

10-1  The proponent shall implement the proposal in accordance with the “Hope
Downs 4 Environmental Management Plan; Fauna Management Plan
Section 4.6, Author: Strategen, Date: October 2010”, or subsequent
revisions approved by the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection
Authority on the advice of the Department of Environment and Conservation.
The objectives of this plan are to protect significant habitats, minimise impac
to individual fauna and minimise the effect of feral animals on native fauna.

10-2 In the event that infrastructure corridor option 6 is implemented
condition 9-2 then the proponent shall submit a revised Fauna Ma
Plan to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection Afitho

r
approval. This management plan will include measures toniIRgNisy and
manage the indirect impacts of: @

. noise; \
*  reduction in feeding areas; and Q
. interception of pathways onto lower s@ts,

on the conservation significant spec le lateralis, Rhinonicteris
aurantia and Falco peregrinus regulting the construction and operation
of infrastructure corridor option 6. WRis revis€d report shall be prepared with
advice of the Department of E gent and Conservation with regards
appropriate management me

10-3  The proponent shall ensire'%gat open trenches associated with construction
of the excess water pioe cleared of trapped fauna by fauna-rescue
personnel at least t ly. Details of all fauna recovered shall be
recorded, consiSgnt witf™ondition 10-7. The first daily clearing shall take
place no later § Qree hours after sunrise and shall be repeated between
the hours of3:

is Tecorded, by fauna-rescue personnel no more than one
filling of trenches.

N -rescue personnel” means employees of the proponent whose
N ngility it is to walk the open trench to recover and record fauna found

e trench.
- e fauna-rescue personnel shall obtain the appropriate licences as required
or fauna rescue under the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950.

Open trench lengths shall not exceed a length capable of being inspected
and cleared by the fauna-clearing personnel within the required times as set
out in condition 10-3.

10-6  Ramps providing egress points and/or fauna refuges providing suitable
shelter from the sun and predators for trapped fauna are to be placed in the
trench at intervals not exceeding 50 metres.
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10-7  The proponent shall produce a report on fauna management within the
excess water discharge pipeline trench at the completion of pipeline
construction. The report shall include the following:

1. details of all fauna inspections;
2. the number and type of fauna cleared from trenches;

3. fauna mortalities; and

4. all actions taken.
The report shall be provided to the CEO of the Office of the Eny @

Protection Authority and the Department of Environment and C@aﬁon
no later than 21 days after the completion of pipeline insta ) shall
be made publicly available in a manner approved by theCE Office of

the Environmental Protection Authority.

11 Acid or Metalliferous Drainage

11-1 Prior to ground-disturbing activities the prg n@l vide a report with
a detailed risk assessment, using natig n national standards, for

efined in section 2.1 of the

the Australian Government) withiythe aré® of the maximum disturbance
boundary defined in Figure 2, to

the Environmental Protection Aut 0 identify:

1. the extent of the aci an® metal contamination hazard associated
from related mini VIS at the area of the proposal; and

2. the pote envi ental receptors that could be impacted on
exposure s hazard.

11-2  Prior to t ' f any material with the potential to generate Acid or
Metajifer ainage, the proponent shall have in place long-term
prevessgn; itoring, contingency and remediation strategies for the

of any potential Acid or Metalliferous Drainage to the

m

S cfon of the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection

#y on advice of the Department of Environment and Conservation and
h&yPoepartment of Mines and Petroleum.

he proponent shall undertake static and kinetic geochemical testing for
potential Acid or Metalliferous Drainage as part of the long-term monitoring
strategies required by condition 11-2 using national and international
standards to the satisfaction of the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority.

11-4  The proponent shall report the results and assessment of efficacy of the
long-term prevention, monitoring, contingency and remediation strategies
required by condition 11-2 as part of the compliance assessment report
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required by condition 4-6 to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority.

Note: The national and international standards are the Managing Acid and
Metalliferous Drainage, February 2007 developed by the Australian
Government, Department of Industry Tourism and Resources, and the
Global Acid and Metalliferous Drainage (GARD) Guide, December 200
developed by the International Network for Acid Prevention (INAP).

12 Rehabilitation

12-1 The proponent shall undertake rehabilitation to achieve the o@
outcomes:

1. Waste dumps and tailings storage facilities shall ed in
consultation with the Department of Mines an i @ These
structures and other areas disturbed through | fition of the
proposal including the Coondiner Creek re shall be non-
polluting and shall be constructed so t stability, surface
drainage, resistance to erosion and a port local native

orms"” as shown by a
ice of the Environmental
epalftment of Environment and
Wes and Petroleum.

vegetation comparable to natural
methodology acceptable to the
Protection Authority on advice of
Conservation and the Deparfggent of

2. Areas disturbed through i entation of the proposal, shall be
progressively rehabilit , egetation composed of native plant
species of local proveglinceNgefined as seed or plant material collected
within 100 kilometrg proposal).

and species diversity of living self sustaining
rehabilitation areas shall be comparable to that
natural analogue sites as demonstrated by a

4 anagement for the rehabilitation areas shall be carried out as
condition 8-4.

0

i) The natural analogue sites referred to in condition 12-1 shall be
selected prior to ground disturbing activities to the requirements of the
CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority on advice
of the Department of Mines and Petroleum and the Department of
Environment and Conservation.

12-2  The proponent shall provide rehabilitation completion criteria for the approval
of the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority on advice
of the Department of Environment and Conservation and Department of
Mines and Petroleum within five years of implementation of the proposal.
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12-3  Rehabilitation activities shall continue until such time as the requirements of
conditions 12-1 and 12-2 are demonstrated by inspections and reports to be
met, for a minimum of five years following mine completion to the satisfaction
of the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority, on advice
of the Department of Mines and Petroleum.

13 Final Closure and Decommissioning Plan

13-1 At least five years prior to mine completion, the proponent shall prepare a
submit a Final Closure and Decommissioning Plan to the requirement Qf t
CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority on advicg
Department of Environment and Conservation and Department of
Petroleum.

13-2 The Final Closure and Decommissioning Plan shall b pre% sistent

with:

« ANZMEC/MCA 2000, Strategic Framework fo ure Planning;
and

*  Department of Industry Tourism anggRs 0%00 Mine Closure and
Completion (Leading Practice c velopment Program for
the Mining Industry), Commonwea overfiment, Canberra;

~ D

J

and shall provide detailed technic ormation on the following:

e« Final closure of all ar ed through implementation of the
proposal so that they S stable and non-polluting;

*  Decommissioningfof t and equipment;

rials;

. ent and monitoring following mine completion; and

\@ntory of all contaminated sites and proposed management.
|

13- proponent shall ensure that the formation of pit lakes as a result of
commissioning and closure of mine voids does not adversely impact fauna
I cause impacts to regional groundwater.

2. To verify the requirements of condition 13-3 are met the proponent shall:

1. develop trigger levels for pit lake water chemistry in accordance with
trigger values for highly disturbed ecosystems provided for in Table
3.4.2 of Chapter 3 of “the Australian and New Zealand Environment
and Conservation Council and Agriculture and Resource Management
Council of Australia and New Zealand 2000, Australian Water Quality
Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Waters” and its updates, taking into
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consideration natural background water quality, for approval by the
CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority on advice
of the Department of Environment and Conservation, Department of
Water and Department of Mines and Petroleum.

2. monitor the quality of water in the Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Mine pit
voids to the requirements of the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority on advice of the Department of Environment an
Conservation, Department of Water and Department Mines a

Petroleum.

3. continue monitoring until such time as it can be demonstra t
satisfaction of the CEO of the Office of the Environment ro n
Authority that there are no ongoing acid and or metallife ' ts to

water quality.

13-5 In the event that the monitoring required by conditi dicates an
exceedance of trigger levels for water quality as de condition 13-

4 2:
h@e of'the Environmental
cecdance being identified;

Office of the Environmental
e exceedance being identified

1. the proponent shall report to the C
Protection Authority within 7 day

2. provide a report to the O of
Protection Authority within 2 ys of
that:

* describes the watgl q

e provides info ¢’ an which allows determination of the likely cause
of the gxceeda @. trigger levels; and

o stategflli®yactions and associated timelines proposed to remediate
wate %, in the pit lake/s.

13-6 The @shall, on approval of the CEO of the Office of the
Envir& rotection Authority, and on advice of the Department of

E m&® and Conservation implement the actions identified in condition

1 d continue to implement such actions until the CEO of the Office of
ironmental Protection Authority determines that the remedial actions

cease.

he proponent shall make the results of the monitoring program referred to
in condition 13-4 1, the trigger levels referred to in condition 13-4 2, and the
report referred to in condition 13-5 publicly available in a manner acceptable
to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority.

13-8  The proponent shall implement the Final Closure and Decommissioning Plan
required by conditions 13-1 and 13-2 from the commencement of
decommissioning* until the CEO of the Office of the Environmental
Protection Authority on advice from the Department of Environment and
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13-9

Notes

Conservation and the Department of Mines and Petroleum determines
implementation of the Final Closure and Decommissioning Plan may cease.

* Decommissioning is defined as the process that begins near, or at, the
cessation of mineral production and ends with removal of all unwanted
infrastructure and services (ANZMEC/MCA 2000 Strategic Framework for
Mine Closure Planning).

The proponent shall make the Final Closure and Decommissioning Pl
required by conditions 13-1 and 13-2 publicly available in a mann
acceptable to the CEO of the Office of the Environmental Pr n
Authority.

The Office of the Environmental Protection Authority %ice from
other agencies or organisations, as required.
The Minister for Environment will determine an te between the

proponent and the Office of the Environmental tNQ Authority over the
fulfilment of the requirements of the condjjs

roval and Licence for this
e Environmental Protection Act

The proponent is required to apply for
project under the provisions of Bart V o

1986.

HON BILL MARMI
MINISTER FQR ENT; WATER

2
S
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Schedule 1

The Proposal (Assessment No. 1738)

The proposal is to develop and operate four open pit iron ore mining zones and
associated infrastructure at the Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Project (HD4) located
approximately 30 km north west of Newman within the Shire of East Pilbara.

The location of the various project components is shown in Figures 2 and 3.

The main characteristics of the proposal are summarised in Table 1 below. A d
description of the proposal is provided in Sections 2, 7 and 8 of the project

by Strategen, Leederville, Western Australia (January 2010).

document, Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Project: Public Environmental Revie\G

Table 1. Summary of Key Proposal Characteristics

Element

Description

General

Project life

25-30 years (approximately)

Location

See Figure 2

Project area

20,135 ha comprising:

0 mining area — 5,805 ha
o infrastructure corridor — 9, a
0 excess water discigarge infragucture — 2,520 ha
0 accommodation ar 1,850 h
Disturbance Area
Vegetation clearing rising:
0

r—1,100 ha
harge infrastructure — 180 ha

Mining Operation

Mining method

Dewatering rate

Discharge of ex®Qg
water to Kal €

40 m of drawdown to approximately 500 m relative to sea
el (RSL)

The maximum footprint of creekbed saturation shall not:

Length of water pipeline:

Discharge location:

Approximately 16 km east of the mining area, downstream of
Kalgan Pool

exceed 29 km from point of discharge; and
extend closer than 30 km from the Fortescue Marsh boundary.

approximately 16 km

harge of excess
ater to Hope Downs 1

Length of water pipeline:

up to 52 km for option 1 or 65 km for option 6

Infrastructure corridor

Length:

up to 52 km for option lor up to 65 km for option 6

Abbreviations
ha hectares

m metres

GlL/a Gigalitres per annum km kilometres
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Figures

Figure 1 Regional Location of Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Mine.

Figure 2 Hope Downs 4 Project Area.

Figure 3 Conceptual Mine layout and Associated Infrastructure.

Figure 4 Vegetation Mapping along Kalgan Creek

Figure 5 Vegetation Mapping in the Mining Area

Figure 6 Vegetation Mapping in the Western Portion of the Infrastructure Corridor.
Figure 7 Vegetation Mapping in the Eastern Portion of the Infrastructure Corri
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Attachment 1 to Ministerial Statement 854

Change to Proposal

Proposal: Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Mine, Shire of East Pilbara

Proponent: Hamersley HMS Pty Limited

Change:

existing groundwater bores

Key Characteristics Table:

Realignment of the infrastructure corridor and the Kalgan Creek%s
water pipeline realignment, and re-development and relocg

o

Element Description of proposal pproved change
General

Project life 25-30 years (approximately) 25-30 years (approximately)
Location See Figure 2 e Figure 2

Project area e 20,135 ha comprising: e 21,235 ha comprising:

e mining area — 5,8

¢ infrastructure 00@960
ha

rge

520 ha
tion area — 1,850

e mining area — 5,967 ha

e infrastructure corridor —
10,553 ha

e excess water discharge
infrastructure — 2,865 ha

e accommodation area — 1,850
ha

Disturbance

Vegetation
clearin

up to 5,470 ha
rising:
mining area — 4,000 ha
¢ infrastructure corridor - 1,100
Q'
e excess water discharge
infrastructure — 180 ha
e accommodation area — 190 ha

Clearing up to 5,470 ha
comprising:
e mining area — 4,000 ha

e infrastructure corridor - 1,100
ha

e excess water discharge
infrastructure — 180 ha

e accommodation area — 190 ha

Mining Operation

Open cut

Mining method | Open cut
Dewatering Up to 20 GL/a
rate Up to 140 m of drawdown to

approximately 500 m relative to
sea level (RSL)

Up to 20 GL/a
Up to 140 m of drawdown to

approximately 500 m relative to
sea level (RSL)




Discharge of Discharge location: Discharge location:
excess water | o Approximately 16 km east of e Approximately 16 km east of

to Kalgan the mining area, downstream the mining area, downstream
Creek of Kalgan Pool of Kalgan Pool
The maximum footprint of The maximum footprint of
creekbed saturation shall not: creekbed saturation shall not:
e exceed 29 km from point of e exceed 29 km from point of
discharge; and discharge; and
e extend closer than 30 km from | e extend closer than 30 km fr
the Fortescue Marsh the Fortescue Marsh @
Boundary. Boundary.
Length of water pipeline: Length of water pipelife:
e approximately 16 km e approximately

Discharge of Length of water pipeline: Length of
excess water | o Up to 52 km for option 1 or 65 lon 1 or 65
to Hope km for option 6

Downs 1

Infrastructure | Length:

corridor e Up to 52 km for option 1 or
to 65 km for option 6

B2 km for option 1 or up
km for option 6

Abbreviations
ha hectares m metres

GL/a Gigalitres per annum km kilometres
Note: Text in bold in the Key Cha @Fable, indicates change/s to the proposal.

List of Figures:

Figure 8: Hope Downs 4 % t Area (revised)
Figure 9: Conceptual Mi ayout and Associated Infrastructure (revised)
Figure 10: Vegetati ping along Kalgan Creek (revised)

(revise
Figure W

(revi@

Dr Paul Vogel

CHAIRMAN

Environmental Protection Authority
under delegated authority

Figure 11: VegQuti ping in the Mining area (revised)
Figure 12: Vegel&io apping in the Western Portion of the infrastructure corridor
@tion Mapping in the Eastern Portion of the infrastructure corridor

Approval date: 28 March 2012
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Attachment 2 to Ministerial Statement 854

Change to proposal under s45C of the Environmental Protection Act 1986

Proposal: Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Mine, Shire of East Pilbara
Proponent: Hamersley Hope Management Services Pty Ltd
Change: Removal of Infrastructure Corridor Option 6, changes to Project A

Element Description of proposal
General

Project life 25-30 years (approximately)
Location See Figure 2

Project area

21,235 ha comprising:
mining area — 5,967 ha

50 ha comprising:
e Mining area — 5,967 ha

¢ infrastructure corridor — 53 infrastructure corridor — 8,365
ha ha
e excess water discha e excess water discharge
infrastructure — 2, infrastructure — 2,865 ha
e accommodatiogarcq— 1,350 e accommodation area — 1,850
ha ha
Disturbance area
Vegetation Clearing 5,470 ha Clearing up to 5,470 ha
clearing comprisi comprising:

o My — 4,000 ha
o @cture corridor - 1,100 ha
e water discharge

astructure — 180 ha

e mining area — 4,000 ha
infrastructure corridor - 1,100 ha
excess water discharge
infrastructure — 180 ha

accommodation area — 190 ha

Open cut

Open cut

Up to 20 GL/a

Up to 140 m of drawdown to
approximately 500 m relative to
sea level (RSL)

Up to 20 GL/a

Up to 140 m of drawdown to
approximately 500 m relative to
sea level (RSL)

Discharge of
excess water
to Kalgan
Creek

Discharge location:

e Approximately 16 km east of the
mining area, downstream of
Kalgan Pool

The maximum footprint of

creekbed saturation shall not:

Discharge location:

e Approximately 16 km east of the
mining area, downstream of
Kalgan Pool

The maximum footprint of

creekbed saturation shall not:




e exceed 29 km from point of e exceed 29 km from point of
discharge; and discharge; and
e extend closer than 30 km from e extend closer than 30 km from
the Fortescue Marsh Boundary. the Fortescue Marsh Boundary.
Length of water pipeline: Length of water pipeline:
e approximately 16 km e approximately 16 km
Discharge of Length of water pipeline: Length of water pipeline:
excess water e Up to 52 km for option 1 or 65 e Upto 52 km
to Hope km for option 6
Downs 1
Infrastructure Length: Length:
corridor e Up to 52 km for option 1 or up e Upto52km
to 65 km for option 6 0

Note: Text in bold in the Key Characteristics Table, indicates cha@proposal.

List of Replacement Figures:

Figure 1: Regional Location of Hope Downs 4
Replaces Figure 1 in Schedule 1

Figure 2: Hope Downs 4 Project Area
Replaces Figure 2 in Schedule 146§

Figure 3: Conceptual Mine Layout and Asso®
Replaces Figure 3 in Sched#

Figure 4: Vegetation Mapping along

Replaces Figure 4 in Sched
Figure 5: Vegetation Mapping in
Replaces Figure 5in
Figure 6: Vegetation Mappingai stern Portion of the Infrastructure Corridor

Replaces Figureg i ule 1 and Figure 12 in Attachment 1
Figure 7: Vegetation Map e Eastern Portion of the Infrastructure Corridor
ReplacesWggure 7 chedule 1 and Figure 13 in Attachment 1

Dr Paul Vo
CHAI
Environ t otection Authority

und d authority

date: 7 January 2013
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Attachment 3 to Ministerial Statement 854

Change to proposal under s45C of the Environmental Protection Act 1986

This Attachment replaces Schedule 1, Attachment 1 and Attachment 2 in Ministerial
Statement 854

Proposal: Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Mine, Shire of East Pilbara

Proponent: Hamersley Hope Management Services Pty Ltd

The Proposal (Assessment Number: 1738)

The proposal is to develop and operate four open pit iron Qe nfinj
associated infrastructure at the Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore M

ones and
4) located
approximately 30 km north west of Newman within the Shire of a.

The location of the various project components is shown i and 3.

ble 1 below. A detailed
d 8 of the project referral
vironmental Review, prepared by

The main characteristics of the proposal are surg
description of the proposal is provided in Sec
document, Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Project: Publi
Strategen, Leederville, Western Australia (J8

Change: Change to Project Area band the excess water discharge
infrastructure corridor
Key Characteristics Table: @
Element Description of pr Description of approved change to
proposal
General
Project life 25- pproximately) 25-30 years (approximately)
Location e 1 See Figure 1
Project area 50 ha comprising: e 19,375 ha comprising:
e@mining area — 5,967 ha e mining area — 5,967 ha
infrastructure corridor — 8,365 e infrastructure corridor — 8,365
@\ ha ha
e excess water discharge e excess water discharge
infrastructure — 2,865 ha infrastructure corridor — 3,190
e accommodation area — 1,850 ha
ha e accommodation area — 1,850
ha
Disturbance area
Vegetation Clearing up to 5,470 ha Clearing up to 5,470 ha
clearing comprising: comprising:
e mining area — 4,000 ha e mining area — 4,000 ha
¢ infrastructure corridor - 1,100 ha | e infrastructure corridor - 1,100 ha
e excess water discharge e excess water discharge




infrastructure — 180 ha
e accommodation area — 190 ha

infrastructure — 180 ha
e accommodation area — 190 ha

Mining Operation

Mining method

Open cut

Open cut

Dewatering
rate

Up to 20 GL/a

Up to 140 m of drawdown to
approximately 500 m relative to
sea level (RSL)

Up to 20 GL/a

Up to 140 m of drawdown to
approximately 500 m relative to
sea level (RSL)

Discharge of
excess water
to Kalgan
Creek

Discharge location:
e Approximately 16 km east of the
mining area, downstream of

Kalgan Pool
The maximum footprint of
creekbed saturation shall not:
e exceed 29 km from point of
discharge; and
e extend closer than 30 km from
the Fortescue Marsh Boundary.
Length of water pipeline:
e approximately 16 km

Discharge location:

e Approximately 16 km e
mining area, downstrea@
Kalgan Pool
The maximum footpriRg of
creekbed saturaj ot:

e exceed f int of
dischargge:

an 30 km from
Marsh Boundary.
&I pipeline:

Discharge of Length of water pipeline: of water pipeline:
excess water e Upto 52 km e Upto52km

to Hope

Downs 1

Infrastructure Length: Length:

corridor e Upto52km e Upto52km

Note: Text in bold in the Key C

h@ jcs Table, indicates change/s to the proposal.

getation Mapping in the Western Portion of the Infrastructure Corridor
getation Mapping in the Eastern Portion of the Infrastructure Corridor

Figures:

Figure 1: Regional W of Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Mine
Figure 2: Hopg gProject Area

Figure 3: Mine layout and Associated Infrastructure
Figure 4. Mapping along Kalgan Creek

Figure 5: tion Mapping in the Mining Area

Figure

Figure 7:

Dr Paul Vogel

CHAIRMAN

Environmental Protection Authority
under delegated authority

Approval date:

17 September 2013
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Attachment 4 to Ministerial Statement 854

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

This Attachment replaces the key characteristics table in Attachment 3, and Figure 3 of
Attachment 3.

Proposal: Hope Downs 4 Iron Ore Mine Shire of East Pilbara

Proponent: Hamersley HMS Pty Limited @

Changes:
e Construction, commissioning, and operation of a new tailing o@ility in
previously mined pits in Area 3.
e The change is for abstraction of recirculation water as a r page from in-pit

storage of tailings. Abstraction of up to 3 gigalitres per a L/a) to account for
' cWlred (total of 23 GL/a).

There is no change to the abstraction of groung® 8 not recirculation water, or
the extent of groundwater drawdown from dgfvate orised under Schedule 1 of
MS 854 (up to 140 metres of drawdown to ap 2ly 500 metres relative to sea
level (RSL)).
e Figures 2 and 3 have been referenced j#§ge Key Characteristics Table.
The conceptual mine layout and associated infr e for the proposal in Schedule 1 of MS
854 (Figure 3) has been updated to reflect s described above and the elements of the

proposal that have been implemented in acgrda®ce with the key characteristics of the approved
proposal.

The reference to figures depictgg the | n of the physical and operational elements have been
corrected in the Key Characterigligs Table (to Figures 2 and 3) as it is these figures that show the
mine layout and associated in Sture for the proposal.

Key Characteristic Jab

Element y Authorised Extent Authorised Extent
Project Life ars (approximately) 25-30 years (approximately)
Location Figure 1 See Figures 2 and 3
Pr Q 9 19,375 ha comprising: 19,375 ha comprising:
e mining area - 5,967 ha e mining area - 5,967 ha
e infrastructure corridor- 8,365 ha ¢ infrastructure corridor- 8,365 ha
e excess water discharge e excess water discharge
infrastructure corridor - 3,190 ha infrastructure corridor - 3,190 ha
e accommodation area - 1,850 ha | e accommodation area - 1,850 ha

Disturbance

area
Vegetation Clearing up to 5,470 ha comprising: | Clearing up to 5,470 ha comprising:
clearing e mining area - 4,000 ha e mining area - 4,000 ha

e infrastructure corridor - 1,100 ha e infrastructure corridor - 1,100 ha




Element

Previously Authorised Extent

Authorised Extent

e excess water discharge
infrastructure - 180 ha
e accommodation area - 190 ha

e excess water discharge
infrastructure - 180 ha
e accommodation area - 190 ha

Mining
Operation

Mining method

Open pit

Open pit

Dewatering rate

Up to 20 GL/a

Up to 140 m of drawdown to
approximately 500 m relative to sea
level (RSL)

Up to 23 GL/a (including 3 GL/a
re-circulation water)

Discharge of
excess water to
Kalgan Creek

Discharge location:

e Approximately 16 km east of the
mining area, downstream of
Kalgan Pool

The maximum footprint of creek

bed saturation shall not:

e exceed 29 km from point of
discharge; and

e extend closer than 30 km from
the Fortescue Marsh Boundary.

Length of water pipeline:

e approximately 16 km

Discharge of
excess water to
Hope Downs 1

Up to 140 m of drawdown to
approximately 500 m relativ@

level (RSL) Q
t of the

Discharge location:

e Approximatel
mining affa, am of
Kalgan Po

rint of creek
all not:

o a<m from point of
e; and
xt closer than 30 km from
Fortescue Marsh Boundary.

ngth of water pipeline:
e approximately 16 km

Length of water pipeline:

Length of water pipeline:
e upto52km

Ore processing
(waste)

In-pit and out of pit tailings
storage facilities

Infrastructure
corridor

e upto52km Q

Length:

e uUpto5

Length of water pipeline:
e upto52km

Note: Text in bold in Key@ istics Table, indicates a change/s to the proposal.

Figures:

Figure 3: C@

%ne layout and associated infrastructure.
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[signed 2 October 2020]

Mr Robert Harvey

DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
Environmental Protection Authority
under delegated authority
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