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This report is prepared by BMT Commercial Australia Pty Ltd (“BMT”) for the use by BMT’s client (the “Client”). No third
party may rely on the contents of this report. To the extent lawfully permitted by law all liability whatsoever of any third
party for any loss or damage howsoever arising from reliance on the contents of this report is excluded. Some of the
content of this document may have been generated using the assistance of Artificial Intelligence (Al).

Where this report has been prepared on the basis of the information supplied by the Client or its employees, consultants,
agents and/or advisers to BMT Commercial Australia Pty Ltd (“BMT”) for that purpose and BMT has not sought to verify
the completeness or accuracy of such information. Accordingly, BMT does not accept any liability for any loss, damage,
claim or other demand howsoever arising in contract, tort or otherwise, whether directly or indirectly for the completeness
or accuracy of such information nor any liability in connection with the implementation of any advice or proposals
contained in this report insofar as they are based upon, or are derived from such information. BMT does not give any
warranty or guarantee in respect of this report in so far as any advice or proposals contains, or is derived from, or
otherwise relies upon, such information nor does it accept any liability whatsoever for the implementation of any advice
recommendations or proposals which are not carried out under its control or in a manner which is consistent with its
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Executive Summary

Introduction

Tassal Operations Pty Ltd (TOPL; referred to as Tassal hereafter) is proposing to implement an
expansion of its current ocean barramundi farming operations in Cone Bay, West Kimberley to the
broader Buccaneer Archipelago, (the Proposal, see Figure 1). This expansion will allow Tassal to
increase allowable annual production from 15,000 tonnes per annum, as currently approved for
operations within the boundary of the Kimberley Aquaculture Development Zone (KADZ), to 17,500
tonnes per annum, to be dispersed beyond the KADZ across the broader Buccaneer Archipelago. The
Proposal will help meet anticipated demand in the supply of high-quality barramundi across state,
national and international markets.

Tassal has referred this Proposal to the Western Australia (WA) Environmental Protection Authority
(EPA) under Part IV (Section 38) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (WA) (EP Act), as a
Proposal that has potential to have a significant impact on the environment.

The preliminary key environmental factors relevant to the Proposal include:

e Marine Environmental Quality;

¢ Benthic Communities and Habitats;
e Marine Fauna;

e Social Surroundings.

After initial review of the Proposal and its supporting documentation, the EPA submitted a formal
Request for Additional Information under Section 40(2)(a) of the EP Act on the 6" October 2022,
requesting that Tassal submit additional information in the form of a revised Section 38 Referral
Supporting Document (this document).

Previously, Tassal’'s Proposal also included the establishment of three land-based nurseries on the
Dampier Peninsula. These have since been removed from the Proposal under Section 43(a) of the EP
Act. All reference to these nurseries has now been removed from this referral supporting document, as
well as information on EPA Environmental Factors which are no longer relevant.

Tassal has also referred the Proposal to the Commonwealth Department of Climate Change, Energy,
the Environment and Water (DCCEEW; formerly the Department of Agriculture, Water and the
Environment [DAWE]) under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth)
(EPBC Act) as a Proposal that has potential to impact matters of national environmental significance
(MNES). DCCEEW has since deemed that the Proposal was a Controlled Action, with the potential to
impact on the following matters of national environmental significance (MNES):

« National heritage values of a National Heritage Place;

« Listed threatened species and communities;

e Listed migratory species; and

¢ Commonwealth land.

© BMT 2025
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DCCEEW further determined that the Proposal would be assessed at the level of a Public
Environmental Report (PER), with guidelines provided by DCCEEW to assist in preparation of the PER
to allow for assessment of the proposal under the EPBC Act. Reference to Matters of National
Environmental Significance (MNES) are dealt with directly by the PER (Stantec 2024a); however, a
summary of pertinent information is also provided within Section 12 of this document.

Overview of Proposal

Sustainable aquaculture is a key industry to help meet the demand for protein with a growing population
both nationally and internationally. In comparison to wild fisheries, sustainable aquaculture reduces
fishing pressure on wild stocks, while still managing a greater yield of product for less effort.
Sustainable aquaculture can also provide economic benefits through employment, infrastructure and
secondary industries. Currently, the farming of barramundi (Lates calcarifer) is seen as a form of
sustainable aquaculture in Australia, considering the species is native to the waters it is grown in and
that the amount of wild caught fish needed to produce fishmeal and oil for barramundi feed is
approximately equal to or less than the amount of farmed fish produced (as listed in Australia's
Sustainable Seafood Guide). As such, sustainable aquaculture for barramundi in Australia is a potential
area of significant growth, particularly as demand for the product increases.

Tassal (then operating as Marine Produce Australia) has operated in the KADZ in Cone Bay since 2004
under Aquaculture Licence No. 1465 which allows for production of up to 15,000 tonnes of barramundi
(Lates calcarifer) per annum. Tassal operate 32 pens within the KADZ although current operations are
not profitable, due to limitations on scale within the existing lease area. The anticipated demand for
premium barramundi in both the state and national market is strong. Tassal propose to expand from its
Cone Bay operations in the KADZ to seven new sites (under one aquaculture lease) spread across the
Buccaneer Archipelago, to improve production and meet anticipated market demand. At the new sites,
Tassal plans to produce up to 17,500 tonnes of barramundi per annum, reaching a maximum of ~4,500
tonnes per site before harvesting. Tassal furthermore plans to cease using the current Cone Bay lease
once enough of the proposed sites are operational.

The expansion plan involves a shift in operations from relatively shallow to deeper, though still
protected, offshore waters. The move further offshore will allow for several management changes which
will result in reduced environmental impact on a per site basis. For example, by expanding to seven
sites, Tassal will be able to fallow locations for a minimum of one month, whereby all fish stock are
removed from sea-pens assisting in the recoverability of sediment and water quality. Sea-pens located
in deeper waters will also significantly increase the flow of water across the sea-pens which further
increases the dilution of waste material being excreted from the fish. The proposal essentially
represents a shift in biomass from the KADZ in Cone Bay, which has a volume of ~1 km? (as derived
from the hydrodynamic model for this Proposal), to the broader Buccaneer Archipelago, which has a
volume of ~10 km?.

The proposed expansion will be staged, with sites to be developed as and when the growing product
demand makes it economical. Each stage consists of the installation of sea-pens within a site, as well
as other associated infrastructure such as feed barges. The expansion will result in the direct hire of
~140 employees during operations, substantially expanding Tassal’s current workforce (excluding
additional hires made for construction) and providing significant economic stimulation in the region.

© BMT 2025
175801.000 | 1|5 4 24 February 2025



-, Ocean Barramundi Expansion Project - Section 38 Referral Supporting Report
‘::':E.’, BMT ”"“'ﬂn unrnuil“‘w‘

sstrinably ficdling. fomorron

544000 569000 594000 619000 644000

8221000
8221000

INSET MAP 1 INSET MAP2

Dorothydsland

Baylies)sland|
Leases

8196000
8196000

-

Kilometres Kilometres

INSET MAP 3 i INSET MAP™4

Edeline Island
North
L3
Projection : UTM51 - Datum : GDA94
Produced by BMT
Production : 12 Dec 2023, HC, HC, PK
Imagery: ESRI as at Dec 2023

Edeline |sland
South

8171000
8171000

Project Ref : 175800_001_005_02sitelocalAd
Not to be used for navigational
purposes. Positional accuracy Legend

is approximate.

|:| Development Envelope 4 y
Proposal Footprint

Scale in kilometres™ Kilometres

544000 569000 594000 619000 644000

Figure 1. Proposal location

© BMT 2025
175801.000 |1 |5 5 24 February 2025



=, Ocean Barramundi Expansion Project - Section 38 Referral Supporting Report
.

WP

e 2.

W tassal

“'!E." B M T s AUSTanL am FoR ““‘go‘

foinably fecoling fomerrou
S s Rlnddl

Summary of potential impacts and risks, proposed mitigation and outcomes

Technical studies completed

To assess the potential environmental impacts of the Proposal, the following technical studies were
undertaken:

¢ Integrated hydrodynamic, water quality, particle tracking and fish waste modelling to assess the
impacts of fish wastes and excess feed on marine environmental quality, benthic communities and
habitats

- Two scenarios for the Proposal were modelled; a scenario representing the most likely outcome
based on the known parameters of the Proposal, and a more conservative scenario
representing the worst case

¢ Field survey of benthic habitats present

¢ Desktop review of marine fauna present in the vicinity of the Proposal

¢ Assessment of the potential impacts of the Proposal on social surroundings

« Assessment of the potential greenhouse gas emissions created by the Proposal

These studies identified that the key risks the Proposal presents to the environment are centred on the
potential for nutrient enrichment and/or deposition from finfish wastes and feed, which are assimilated
into the marine environment. The first risk centres on the potential for elevated dissolved inorganic
nitrogen (DIN) concentrations from farmed fish excretions, which could enhance algal growth potential.
The integrated model predicted elevations of DIN concentrations to be generally constrained to the
immediate vicinity of the sites under the representative scenario, with limited elevations predicted
beyond the boundaries of the sites. The second risk centres on elevated phytoplankton concentrations,
with the integrated model predicting minor elevations above background concentration in Cone Bay, but
limited elevations elsewhere in the Buccaneer Archipelago and no observed elevations at the sites
themselves. The third risk centres on the fate of particulate wastes from the sea-pens (i.e. finfish
faeces and uneaten feed), where it has the potential to settle on benthic habitats and result in
smothering and/or shading effects. Footprints of particulate waste were observed beyond the
boundaries of the sites; however, these were generally in low concentrations that would not result in
significant impacts to benthic habitats.

Though the modelling did predict some perturbations in the marine environment associated with the
Proposal, it did not predict substantial impacts to receptors such as coral. In this sense, the modelling
showed that there were changes in line with exceedances of the EPA’s Environmental Quality
Guidelines (EQG), which if not met indicate there is some uncertainty as to whether the associated
environmental quality objective has been achieved. Other indicators, in-line with the EPA’s
Environmental Quality Standards (EQS) which if not met indicate there is a significant risk that the
associated environmental quality objective has not been achieved, were not predicted to change
substantially due to the introduction of Proposal activities. As such, the results overall indicate that
though the Proposal may influence some aspects of the marine environment, these are not predicted to
result in significant impacts to key receptors to the point that the EPA’s objectives for the relevant
factors would not be achieved.

With regards to impacts on Social Surroundings including consideration of Aboriginal cultural heritage,
Tassal has and continue to conduct significant engagement with stakeholders, including the Mayala
Inninalang Aboriginal Corporation RNTBC (MIAC) who have Native Title Determination over the entire
area of the Proposal, to ensure that the Proposal avoids areas of cultural and/or environmental
significance and minimises impacts to Social Surroundings. This engagement has resulted in the
removal of several sites that formed part of previous iterations of the Proposal. The overarching

© BMT 2025
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outcome of this assessment is that impacts to Social Surroundings, in particular Aboriginal cultural
heritage, will be limited, and where residual impacts exist are expected to be managed appropriately
under an Environmental Monitoring and Management Plan (EMMP; Annex A).

The predicted residual impacts, following the application of the EPA’s mitigation hierarchy (avoid,
minimise, manage, restore, offset) are not predicted to risk the EPA’s objectives for relevant key factors
being maintained. Tassal’s approach under the mitigation hierarchy has been primarily to shift
operations from the existing shallow water environment within the KADZ in Cone Bay to a broader area
across the Buccaneer Archipelago, with a redistribution of the stock load from a maximum allowable
biomass of 15,000 tonnes in 1 km?® of water to 17,500 tonnes in 10 km3. Further mitigation techniques,
such as regular fallowing of the sites after each production cycle, and improved food conversion ratios
will reduce the potential environmental impacts of the proposal substantially. Though some residual
risks will remain after the implementation of the mitigation hierarchy, monitoring which is commensurate
with the level of risk has been prescribed within the EMMP (Annex A). The monitoring will capture any
perturbations in the environment that are attributable to the Proposal and ensure management actions
are taken prior to impacts occurring.

Potential impacts and risks associated with the Proposal are outlined in Table 1 for the key
environmental factors. Proposed mitigation measures and predicted outcomes for each key
environmental factor relevant to this Proposal are shown for each impact and/or risk. The significance
of the potential environmental impacts was considered following the below definitions, as derived from
EPA (20164, b):

¢ Major — E.g. Results in permanent changes or long lasting (> 5 years recovery) impacts over a
broad extent

¢ Moderate — E.g. Results in semi-permanent changes (< 5 years recovery) impacts beyond the
immediate footprint

e Minor — E.g. Results in short-term changes which are immediately remedied if the pressure is
removed, and are generally confined to the immediate footprint

Table 1. Summary of potential impacts and risks, proposed mitigation and outcomes

Marine Environmental Quality

Potential impacts Direct impacts or risks to marine environmental quality from:
* Changes to hydrodynamic conditions due to sea-pen installations
Indirect impacts or risks to marine environmental quality from:

¢ Nutrient enrichment of water and sediments from fish and feed
wastes, resulting in elevated phytoplankton biomasses and increased
likelihood of algal blooms

¢ Reduced light availability due to shading effects from elevated total
suspended solids associated with fish and feed wastes and
phytoplankton biomasses

« Eutrophication potentially leading to deoxygenation of the water
column and surface sediment layer

« Sediment or water toxicity associated with heavy metal contamination
from fish feeds, chemical therapeutants or hydrocarbon spills

© BMT 2025
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Mitigation hierarchy Avoidance:
* Placement of pen infrastructure in a naturally highly energetic, well
mixed environment to assist with dilution
* Maintenance of stocking densities and feed inputs to minimise
nutrient inputs to the local environment

¢ Use of the best available and most sustainable feeds and feed
methods that will help achieve the target food conversion ratio (FCR)
and minimise feed wastage. This may include floating feed and/or
sinking feed combined with underwater camera surveillance to
manage feeding efficiently in response to behavioural cues

e All stock will be tested for disease and vaccinated for critical
pathogens prior to transfer to the sites, to avoid where possible the
need for therapeutant use.

Minimisation
» Use of low-profile mooring blocks or anchors, which reduce the
footprint of the anchorages on the benthos

e Target a food conversion ratio (FCR) of 1.5 to reduce nutrient
enrichment from excess feed

¢ Inclusion of minimum one-month fallowing period at conclusion of the
grow-out cycle to help sediments to recover

* Feed management response that may include management of
feeding to reduce nutrient inputs

Management

¢ Implementation of an Environmental Monitoring and Management
Plan (EMMP) that sets management measures, monitoring,
continuous improvement and corrective measures to be implemented
during operations over the life of the Proposal (Annex A)

Monitoring
« Nutrient measurements at fixed distances up and downcurrent of the
sea-pens

¢ Chlorophyll-a measurements at fixed distances up and downcurrent of
the sea-pens and at potentially impacted areas per the modelled
results

» Total suspended solids measurements at fixed distances up and
downcurrent of the sea-pens

¢ Oxygen measurements at fixed distances up and downcurrent of the
sea-pens

» Videos of sediment condition will be taken to confirm absence of signs
of nutrient enrichment
Residual impacts, including Major — Nil
assessment of significance Moderate — Nutrient enrichment, increased phytoplankton biomasses
Minor — Light reduction, deoxygenation, toxicity

© BMT 2025
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Proposed environmental
outcomes

Considering the mitigation strategies implemented by this proposal, and
the little to no cumulative impacts from other proposals or projects, only
moderate to minor localised changes to marine environmental quality are
expected in the vicinity of the sites. These moderate to minor changes
will be monitored and managed under the EMMP. With this monitoring,
and the associated corrective actions required if exceedances of relevant
triggers are recorded, it is expected that the EPA's objective for Marine
Environmental Quality will be met.

Benthic communities and habitats

Potential impacts

Mitigation hierarchy

Residual impacts, including
assessment of significance

© BMT 2025
175801.000 | 1|5

Direct impacts or risks on Benthic Communities and Habitats (BCH) from:
 Removal from anchorages for sea-pens, barges

e Shading, either from sea-pens or from elevated total suspended
solids from fish and feed wastes or elevated phytoplankton biomasses

* Smothering from fish and feed wastes

Indirect impacts or risks on BCH from:

¢ Nutrient enrichment of sediments

¢ Increased epiphytic growth of algae/phase shift

Avoidance

¢ Leases have been sited to avoid BCH as much as feasible
* Same avoidance measures listed under MEQ for reducing input of

fish and feed wastes

Minimisation
« NA

Management
¢ Implementation of an EMMP (Annex A)

Monitoring

e Same monitoring requirements as listed under MEQ

» Monitoring of coral health / pearl oyster beds in nearshore regions to
assess potential impacts of nutrient enrichment

Major — Nil

Moderate — nutrient enrichment, smothering

Minor — shading

9 24 February 2025
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Proposed environmental Considering the mitigation strategies implemented by this proposal, and

outcomes the minimal cumulative impacts from other proposals, only moderate or
minor impacts to BCH are expected within the Local Assessment Units
(LAU). These moderate to minor changes are for the most part on soft
sediments, with a predicted impact to 5.2% of mapped coral across the
defined LAUSs for the Buccaneer Archipelago. Note that mapped coral
habitats are limited to fringing reefs within each LAU, and as such
underestimate the total coral cover of the region and is therefore a
conservative estimate for impacts to coral health regionally. All relevant
factors contributing to the potential impacts on BCH will be monitored
under the EMMP (Annex A). With this monitoring, and the associated
actions required if exceedances of relevant triggers are recorded, it is
expected that the EPA's objective for BCH will be met.

Marine fauna

Potential impacts and risks Direct impacts or risks on marine fauna:
¢ Vessel strike

* Noise/vibration generation during sea-pen installation/operations or
vessel movement

« Entanglement with anchorage and/or netting

e Change to natural predatory behaviour as a result of attracting prey
species to the sea-pens

Indirect impacts or risks on marine fauna:
¢ Increased risk of Invasive Marine Species (IMS) introduction

» Spread of disease / change to genetic structure in native barramundi
populations

¢ Increased likelihood of potentially harmful algal blooms that can pose
health risks to marine fauna

« Deoxygenation of the water column resulting in fauna kills
e Blocking of travel routes for fauna

« Light pollution, which can deter fauna from using the area or results in
a change of behaviour

» Fish escapes which subsequently cause a change in genetic structure
of native barramundi populations or introduce diseases not currently
present

© BMT 2025
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Mitigation hierarchy

Residual impacts, including
assessment of significance

Proposed environmental
outcomes
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Avoidance

e The mooring system used for the sea-pens will not require any drilling
or pile-driving, reducing the potential for noise generation

e Anchorage lines are kept taught to reduce the likelihood for
entanglement

» Vessels will only operate at reduced speeds while towing pens, and
within the sites during operations, reducing the risk of vessel strikes

¢ A mortality disposal system will be implemented which ensures dead
fish are removed from pens as soon as possible

» External predator or predator resistant single nets below the water
and anti-bird nets above the pens prevent access to fish and fish feed
from both groups of predators

¢ Same avoidance methods for reducing phytoplankton biomasses
associated with nutrient enrichment and deoxygenation as listed
under MEQ

Minimisation

» Vessels used in operations will have invasive marine species checks
completed regularly

* Any wastes generated from staff living or working on site (i.e. at the
sea-pens) will be taken back to the Derby shore-base and disposed of
appropriately there

¢ Lighting from vessels on site will be kept to a minimum, with
appropriate shading over recreational or residential parts of the barge
systems

« Broodstock with the same Australian genetic lineage will be used to
reduce the potential for changes in the genetic structure in native
barramundi populations.

¢ Same minimisation methods for reducing phytoplankton biomasses

associated with nutrient enrichment and deoxygenation as listed
under MEQ

Management
¢ Implementation of a EMMP (Annex A)

Monitoring

* DPIRD’s biosecurity group will require testing of fish stock before they
are transferred to the sea-pens as detailed in DPIRD’s translocation
policy

e Same monitoring requirements for phytoplankton biomass and
deoxygenation as listed under MEQ

Major — Nil
Moderate — Increased phytoplankton biomasses

Minor — Noise/vibration production, light pollution, spread of
disease/genetic structure in native barramundi populations,
deoxygenation, blocking of travel routes for fauna, increased risk of IMS
introduction

Considering the mitigation strategies implemented by this proposal, and
the little to no cumulative impacts from other proposals or projects, no
significant harm to marine fauna is expected in the vicinity of the
Proposal. As such, it is expected that the EPA's objective for Marine
Fauna will be met.
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Social Surroundings

Potential impacts and risks Direct impacts or risks on social surroundings:

» Disturbance of culturally significant sites

« Disturbance of or impact to cultural values

« Disturbance to visual amenity

¢ Loss of access and recreational opportunities

¢ Odour generation

¢ Positive contribution to the local economy and job opportunities

¢ Impacts to environmental values of marine parks or other
environmentally sensitive areas

¢ Impacts to the perception of the area being ‘natural’ and potential
subsequent loss of tourism
Mitigation hierarchy Avoidance

« Significant stakeholder engagement has been conducted to ensure
sites are located to avoid culturally significant areas

Minimisation
¢ Leases have been designed to be as small as possible to minimise
loss of access

Management
¢ Implementation of an EMMP (Annex A)

Monitoring

e Tassal will provide annual information (e.g. vessel track logs) to verify
vessel activity has not interacted with designated exclusion zones

e Training and induction records to be kept up to date for all Tassal staff
and contractors with regards to culturally appropriate behaviours

Residual impacts, including Major — Nil
assessment of significance Moderate — Nil

Minor — Disturbance to culturally or environmentally significant areas

Proposed environmental Considering the mitigation strategies implemented by this proposal,

outcomes involving extensive consultation with stakeholders to inform appropriate
selection of aquaculture sites to avoid areas of cultural or environmental
significance, no significant harm to Aboriginal cultural heritage or natural
and historic heritage locations is expected in the vicinity of the Proposal.
Any indirect impacts to Aboriginal cultural heritage will be managed
directly under the EMMP. As such, it is expected that the EPA's
objective for Social Surroundings will be met.

© BMT 2025
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AED
AFMA
AHIS
ANOVA
ANZECC

ANZG
ARMCANZ

BC
BCH
BOD
BOM
BTAP
CAPEX
Chl-a
Cu
DAC
DAWE
DBCA
DCCEEW

DG

DIN

DO

DoE
DoF
DPIPWE

DPIRD
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Two-dimensional

Three-dimensional

Aquatic Ecodynamics

Australian Fisheries Management Authority
Aboriginal Heritage Inquiry System
Analysis of Variance

Australian and New Zealand Environment and
Conservation Council

Australian and New Zealand Guidelines

Agriculture and Resource Management Council of
Australia and New Zealand

Biodiversity Conservation Act

Benthic Communities and Habitats

Biological oxygen demand

Bureau of Meteorology

Broome Tropical Aquaculture Park

Capital expenditure

Chlorophyll-a

Copper

Dambimangari Aboriginal Corporation

Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment
Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions

Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment
and Water

Dangerous Goods

Dissolved inorganic nitrogen
Dissolved oxygen

Department of the Environment
Department of Fisheries

Department of Primary Industries, Water and
Environment

Department of Primary Industries and Regional
Development
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DPLH
DMA
DWER
EIA
EMMP
EPA
EPBC

EQC
EQG
EQMF
EQO
EQS
ERD
EV
FCR
FRMA
FRMR
GHG
Ha
HDPE
HEPA
ILUA
IMS
ISQG
KADZ
KPA
LAU
LEP
MPA
MEMP
MEPA
MEQ

© BMT 2025
175801.000 | 1|5

Aing funmsrrons

Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage
Decision making authority

Department of Water and Environmental Regulation
Environmental Impact Assessment

Environmental Monitoring and Management Plan
Environmental Protection Authority

Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act

Environmental Quality Criteria

Environmental Quality Guidelines
Environmental Quality Management Framework
Environmental Quality Objective
Environmental Quality Standards
Environmental Review Document
Environmental Values

Food conversion ratio

Fisheries Resources Management Act
Fisheries Resources Management Regulations
Greenhouse gas

Hectares

High-density Polyethylene

High Ecological Protection Area

Indigenous land use agreement

Invasive Marine Species

Interim Sediment Quality Guideline

Kimberley Aquaculture Development Zone
Kimberley Ports Authority

Local Assessment Unit

Levels of Ecological Protection

Marine Produce Australia

Management and Environmental Monitoring Plan
Moderate Ecological Protection Area

Marine Environmental Quality
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MIAC

MNES
MS
NH4
NLSWE
nMDS
NOx-N
NSW
NTD
OPEX
PAR
PBC
RE@
PERMANOVA
PMST
PO4-P
PSD
PTM

Si
SPRAT
tCO2
TEC
TKN
TP
TOC
TSS
VSS
WA
WAMSI
WWTP
ZoHlI
Zol
ZoMl
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Mayala Inninalang Aboriginal Corporation Registered
Native Title Body Corporate

Matters of National Environmental Significance
Ministerial Statement

Ammonia

Non-Linear Shallow Water Equations
Non-metric multidimensional scaling
Nitrate and Nitrite

New South Wales

Native Title Determination
Operational expenditure
Photosynthetically Active Radiation
Prescribed Body Corporate
Protected Ecological Community
Permutational Analysis of Variance
Protected Matters Search Tool
Ortho-phosphate

Particle size distribution

Particle Tracking Model

Surface Irradiance

Species Profile and Threat database
Tonnes of Carbon Dioxide
Threatened Ecological Community
Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen

Total phosphorous

Total organic carbon

Total suspended solids

Volatile suspended solids

Western Australia

Western Australian Marine Science Institute
Wastewater Treatment Plant

Zone of High Impact

Zone of Influence

Zone of Moderate Influence
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