
1 │ October 2021 

 

 

 

PART A: PROPONENT AND REFERRER INFORMATION AND PROPOSAL 

DESCRIPTION 

Referrer information 

Who is referring this proposal?  ✓ Proponent 

☐ Decision-making authority  

☐ Community member/third party 

Name of the referrer  

Name of the person or organisation referring  

Theia Energy No.1 Pty Ltd 

Contact details (for the EPA’s assessment of 

this proposal) 

Name, organisation, position, email, phone 

and address 

Lana Volkova, Theia Energy Pty Ltd, 
Environmental Manager 

info@theiaenergy.com 

ph: +61 8 9327 0100 

Level 4, 85 South Perth Esplanade, South Perth 
WA 6151, Australia 

Does the referrer request that the EPA treat any part of the proposal information in 
the referral as confidential?  

Provide confidential information in a separate attachment. 

☐ Yes 

✓ No 

Declaration  

I, Lana Volkova declare that I am authorised to refer this proposal on behalf of Theia Energy No.1 

Pty Ltd and further declare that the information contained in this form is true and not misleading. 

Proponent information 

Name of the proponent/s 

Include Trading Name if relevant  

Theia Energy No.1 Pty Ltd 

(Trading name Theia Energy Pty Ltd) 

Australian Company Number(s)                     ✓ 

Australian Business Number(s)                      ✓ 

150 236 427 

71 150 236 427 

Pre-referral discussions 

Have you had pre-referral discussions with the 

EPA (including the EPA Services of DWER)?  

If so, provide name, date, and overview of 

discussions. 

✓ Yes  

☐ No 

A pre-referral meeting with EPA (Robert Hughes, 
Anthony Sutton) and DMIRS (Karen Caple, Jacqui 
Middleton) on 22.07.2019 to discuss legislative 
requirements and approval pathways in respect 
to hydraulic stimulation activities. 

A pre-referral meeting with EPA (Robert Hughes) 
and DMIRS on 30.07.2019 to discuss 
requirements for the referral application and 
support documents.  

Form 
Referral of a proposal under s. 38 of the EP Act

 

mailto:info@theiaenergy.com
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A pre-referral meeting with EPA (Hugh Lance, 

Robert Hughes, Helen Butterworth) on 07.09.2020 

to discuss environmental factors and their 

significance in relation to the proposed scope of 

work and legislative requirements. Due to current 

approvals for key operational elements such as 

clearing and drilling, EPA could not advise whether 

Theia Energy should include associated 

Environmental factors into the referral. Given the 

legislation does not cover this aspect either, Theia 

Energy decided to include Flora and Vegetation, 

Terrestrial Fauna, Air Quality and Human Health 

Environmental Factors into the Holistic Impact 

assessment.  

Proposal information 

Proposal name  Theia-3H exploration well stimulation program 

What is the proposal? (Include general 

description in the Instructions and template: 

How to identify the content of a proposal) 

The Proposal involves an extension of the existing 
well site and camp site, drilling of two exploration 
wells (Theia-2V and Theia-3H), hydraulic fracture 
stimulation and flow-test of Theia-3H.  

The Development envelope is approximately 14ha 
in size and includes a well site, camp site and an 
access road. 

For further information refer to Section 2.4 of the 
Supplementary Report  

Have you provided electronic spatial data, 
maps, and figures in the appropriate format? 

✓ Yes  

☐ No 

What type of proposal is 

being referred?  

 

For significant amendment 

or derived proposal, provide 

the associated existing 

Ministerial statement 

number/s 

 

For a proposal under an 

assessed planning scheme, 

provide the scheme number 

and name 

✓   significant proposal. Choose which type of significant proposal 
✓   new proposal  

☐   significant amendment (proposal only) 

☐   significant amendment (conditions only) 

☐   significant amendment (proposal and conditions) 

☐   strategic proposal 

☐   derived proposal 

☐   proposals of a prescribed class  

☐   proposal under an assessed planning scheme 

Proposal content: Complete the corresponding template (Proposal Content Document) from the 
Instructions and template: How to identify the content of a proposal for the type of proposal 
identified above. The completed form must be submitted with the referral.  

✓ Yes  

https://www.epa.wa.gov.au/forms-templates/instructions-how-define-key-characteristics-proposal
https://www.epa.wa.gov.au/forms-templates/instructions-how-define-key-characteristics-proposal
https://www.epa.wa.gov.au/forms-templates/instructions-how-define-key-characteristics-proposal
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Alternatives The Proponent has not identified an equally efficient and effective 

alternative to the Proposal that would meet current exploration 

objectives. For more details refer to Section 2.2 of the 

Supplementary Report 

 

PART B: ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Environmental factors 

What are the likely significant environmental factors 

for this proposal? 

 

☐ Benthic Communities and Habitat 

☐ Coastal Processes 

☐ Marine Environmental Quality 

☐ Marine Fauna 

☐ Flora and Vegetation 

☐ Landforms 

☐ Subterranean Fauna 
✓ Terrestrial Environmental Quality 

☐ Terrestrial Fauna 
✓ Inland Waters  

☐ Air Quality 
✓ Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
✓ Social Surroundings 

☐ Human Health 

For each of the environmental factors identified above, complete the following table, or provide the 
information in a supplementary report  

Potential environmental impacts – Terrestrial Environmental Quality 

1 EPA policy and guidance  Section 5.1.2 

2 Receiving environment  Section 5.1.3 

3 Likely environmental impacts  Section 5.1.4 and Section 5.1.5 

4 Application of the mitigation hierarchy  Section 5.1.6 

5 Assessment and significance of residual impacts  Section 5.1.7 

6 Likely environmental outcomes  Section 5.1.8  

Potential environmental impacts – Inland Waters 

1 EPA policy and guidance  Section 5.2.2 

2 Receiving environment  Section 5.2.3 

3 Likely environmental impacts  Section 5.2.4 and Section 5.2.5 

4 Application of the mitigation hierarchy  Section 5.1.6 

5 Assessment and significance of residual impacts  Section 5.2.7 

6 Likely environmental outcomes  Section 5.2.8 

Potential environmental impacts – Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

1 EPA policy and guidance  Section 5.3.2 

2 Receiving environment  Section 5.3.3 
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3 Likely environmental impacts  Section 5.3.4 and Section 5.3.5 

4 Application of the mitigation hierarchy  Section 5.3.6 

5 Assessment and significance of residual impacts  Section 5.3.7 

6 Likely environmental outcomes  Section 5.3.8 

Potential environmental impacts – Social Surroundings 

1 EPA policy and guidance  Section 5.4.2 

2 Receiving environment  Section 5.4.3 

3 Likely environmental impacts  Section 5.4.4 and Section 5.4.5 

4 Application of the mitigation hierarchy  Section 5.4.6 

5 Assessment and significance of residual impacts  Section 5.4.7 

6 Likely environmental outcomes  Section 5.4.8 

Holistic impact assessment  

Overall, the proponent deems that no local or regional level impacts are predicted from the 
Proposal, the potential impacts on the existing environment are not considered to represent a 
significant environmental risk given the following consideration to:  

- There is a robust regulatory framework to manage these activities as described in section 1.4 
of the Supplementary Report  

- Temporary nature and small scale of the Proposal  

- No residual impacts are expected from the Proposal due to settings of the existing environment 
and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures.  

Cumulative environmental impact assessment  

Outline the relevant cumulative environmental impacts of the Proposal (based on scoping).  

No cumulative impacts have been identified due to absence of cumulative environment and 
sensitive receptors. 

Consultation 

Outline the outcomes of consultation on the Proposal and its likely environmental effects. 

The Proponent considered outcomes of the Independent Scientific Panel Inquiry into HFS in Western 

Australia in this Proposal, refer to Attachment 1 of the Supplementary Report. 

Section 3 of the Supplementary Report summaries outcomes of consultation with details provided 

in the Stakeholder Consultation Register, refer to Attachment 3 of the Supplementary Report. 

Supporting documents 

Supplementary Report with the following attachments: 

Attachment 4 – Hydrogeological Report and Ground water Baseline Assessment  

Attachment 5 – Ecological Surveys and Assessments 

Has the referrer provided survey information according to the Instructions and Form: 
IBSA Data Packages and/or the Instructions and form: IMSA Data Packages 

✓ Yes 

☐ No 

IBSA Reference Number: 

IBSA-2021-0502 

IBSA-2021-0503 
IBSA-2021-0504 

IBSA-2021-0505 

 

http://www.epa.wa.gov.au/node/3751
http://www.epa.wa.gov.au/node/3751
http://www.epa.wa.gov.au/forms-templates/instructions-for-preparing-data-packages-for-the-index-of-marine-surveys-for-assessments-imsa
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Conclusion 

Do you consider the proposal may have a significant effect on the environment?                     No 

No environmental sensitivities have been identified within the Proposal that would trigger the 
referral under s.38 the EP Act. The Proponent refers the proposed exploration program in 
accordance with section 38(1) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) and s 2C(4)(c) of 
the Environmental Protection Regulations. 
The Proponent does not consider the Proposal to have a significant impact on, or risks to, the 
environment. 

 

PART C: OTHER APPROVALS AND REGULATION 

Decision-making authorities and their approvals 

Provide a table list of the decision-making 
authorities, associated legislation or agreement 
regulating the activity and the specific approval 
required. (Example table at the end of form) 

Refer to Table 1: Other Approval and Section 
1.4 of the Supplementary report  

Provide a summary of the statutory decision-
making processes you consider can mitigate the 
potential impacts of the proposal on the 
environment. (Note: this should be a summary of 
the information provided in Part B section 2.4). 

Refer to Section 1.4 of the Supplementary 
Report 

Tenure and Local Government approvals 

Location of proposal: 

a) street address, lot number, suburb, and 
nearest road intersection; or  

b) if remote, the nearest town and distance and 
direction from that town to the proposal site. 

155km SE of Broome  

Name of the Local Government Authority in 
which the proposal is located. 

Shire of Broome  

Is rezoning of any land required before the 
proposal can be implemented? 

If yes, please provide details. 

☐ Yes  

✓ No 

 

What is the current land use on the property, and 
the extent (area in hectares) of the property? 

100% unallocated crown land totalling 
4,695 km2 or 469,500 ha. 

Does the proponent have the legal access 
required for the implementation of all aspects of 
the proposal?  

If yes, provide details of legal access 
authorisations / agreements / tenure.  

If no, what authorisations / agreements / tenure 
is required and from whom?  
 

✓ Yes  

☐ No 

Petroleum exploration permit EP 493 granted 
under the PGER Act 1967 in 2015 for a period 
until 2026. 

ILUA with Karajarri Traditional Lands Association 
(Aboriginal Corporation) RNTBC. 

Heritage Protection Agreements with 
Yanunijarra Aboriginal Corporation RNTBC ICN 
7478 LANDS and Walalakoo Aboriginal 
Corporation (WAC) RNTBC ICN 8041 LANDS 
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Commonwealth Government approvals  

Does the proposal involve an action that may be 

or is a controlled action under the Environment 

Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 

(EPBC Act)? 

☐ Yes  ✓ No 

Has the proposed action been referred? If yes, 

when was it referred and what is the reference 

number (EPBC No.)? 

☐ Yes  ☐ No 

Date: ________ 

EPBC No.: _________ 

If referred, has a decision been made on whether 

the proposed action is a controlled action? If 

‘yes’, check the appropriate box and provide the 

decision in an attachment.  

☐ Yes  ☐ No 

☐ Decision – controlled action 

☐ Decision – not a controlled action 

If the proposal is determined to be a controlled 

action, do you request that this proposal be 

assessed under a Bilateral Agreement or as an 

accredited assessment?  

☐ Yes - Bilateral  ☐ No 

☐ Yes - Accredited 

Is approval required from other Commonwealth 
Government/s for any part of the proposal? 

If yes, describe. 

☐ Yes  ✓ No 

Approval:  

Decision-making authority referrals ONLY 

What approval/s, under your authority, are 
required for this proposal? Please provide details.  
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Table 1: Other approvals 

Decision-

making 

authority 

Legislation or Agreement 

regulating the activity 

Approval required (and 

specify which proposal 

element the approval is 

related to) 

Whether and how statutory decision-making process can mitigate impacts on the environment? 

(Yes/No and summary of reasons. Include a separate line item for each relevant impact, and discuss 

how the EPA’s factor objective will be met)  

DMIRS - PGER Act 1967  
- PGER (Resource 

Management and 
Administration) 
Regulations 2015 (RMA 
Regulations) 

- PGER Environmental 
Regulations 2012. 

Civil Works and Drilling: 
Environment Plan EP493-
ENV-PLN-1001-1, 
approved 26 October 2018 

Yes  
The PGER Act requires an Environmental Plan approval to be obtained prior to the conduct of project 
activities. Existing Environmental Plan approval applies to civil works and drilling activities. During the 
assessment process DMIRS engaged and consulted with all concurrence agencies including the EPA via 
the Memorandum of Understanding for Collaborative Arrangements and the DWER via the 
Administrative Agreement. These Agreements set out how these departments will interact with each 
other in relation to regulatory resource approvals and facilitate the effective administration of the PGER 
Act and the EP Act. The Proponent expects the EPA will be familiar with these Agreements, DMIRS 
approval regime and the manner in which DMIRS regulate it. 
The approval provides that all risks and impacts are identified and mitigated to ALARP and acceptable 
for the following Environmental Factors: 
Flora and Vegetation: 
EPA objective: to protect flora and vegetation so that biological diversity and ecological integrity are 
maintained 
Potential impacts: as described in Section 6.1.4 
The EPA objective will be met through the Native Vegetation and Flora Management Plan, Weed, 
Pathogens and Pests Management Plan and the Native Vegetation Clearing Permit (NVCP) exemption. 
Terrestrial Fauna: 
EPA objective: To protect terrestrial fauna so that biological diversity and ecological integrity are 
maintained. 
Potential impacts: as described in Section 6.2.4 
The EPA objective will be met through the Fauna Management Plan which was reviewed by the DWER.  
Terrestrial Environmental Quality: 
EPA objective: to maintain the quality of land and soils so that the environment values are protected. 
Potential impacts: as described in Section 5.1.4  
The EPA objective will be met through the Soil Management Plan and Waste Management Plan. 
Inland Waters: 
EPA objective: to maintain the hydrological regimes and quality of groundwater and surface water so 
that environmental values are protected. 
Potential impacts: as described in Section 5.2.4 
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Decision-

making 

authority 

Legislation or Agreement 

regulating the activity 

Approval required (and 

specify which proposal 

element the approval is 

related to) 

Whether and how statutory decision-making process can mitigate impacts on the environment? 

(Yes/No and summary of reasons. Include a separate line item for each relevant impact, and discuss 

how the EPA’s factor objective will be met)  

The EPA objective will be met through the Baseline Assessment and Groundwater Monitoring Program, 
Waste Management Plan, 5C Water Licence, Chemicals and Other Substances Disclosure Statement. 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions: 
EPA objective: to reduce net greenhouse gas emissions in order to minimise the risk of environmental 
harm associated with climate change. 
Potential impacts: as described in Section 5.3.4 
The EPA objective will be met through the Air Pollution Management Plan and Quarterly Emissions and 
Discharges Reporting.  

Air Quality: 
EPA objective: To maintain air quality and minimise emissions so that environmental values are 
protected  
Potential impacts: as described in Section 6.3.4   
The EPA objective will be met through the Air Pollution Management Plan. 
Social Surroundings: 
EPA objective: To protect social surroundings from significant harm. 
Potential Impacts:  as described in Section 5.4.4  
The EPA objective will be met through the Cultural Heritage Management Plan and the ILUA.  
 
EPA objectives for these factors will be met through compliance with the approved Environmental Plan 
and statutory monitoring and reporting processes required under the PGER Environmental Regulations: 
- Annual Environmental Report 
- Reportable (as soon as possible) and monthly Recordable Incident Reporting 
- Quarterly Emissions and Discharges Reporting 
- Regulatory Inspections to independently determine compliance 
- Field Assessments (site inspections and sampling programs) to independently determine 

compliance 

DMIRS DMIRS Guideline for the 
Development of an Onshore 
Oil Spill Contingency Plan 
2016 

Unplanned activities: 
Oil Spill Contingency Plan 
(OSCP), approved 26 
October 2018, revised 13 
November 2019; 

The PGER Act requires the proponent to address the worst-case spill scenario and prepare OSCP. The 
OSCP addresses any unplanned release of hydrocarbon, hazardous and other potentially harmful 
substances and seeks to minimise the impact of the incident to the environment – it also considers 
avoidance and preparedness mechanisms. 
Inland Waters: 



9 │ October 2021 

Decision-

making 

authority 

Legislation or Agreement 

regulating the activity 

Approval required (and 

specify which proposal 

element the approval is 

related to) 

Whether and how statutory decision-making process can mitigate impacts on the environment? 

(Yes/No and summary of reasons. Include a separate line item for each relevant impact, and discuss 

how the EPA’s factor objective will be met)  

EPA objective: to maintain the hydrological regimes and quality of groundwater and surface water so 
that environmental values are protected. 
Potential Impact: Contamination of Inland Waters from un-planned and non-routine activities. 
The EPA objectives will be met through avoidance, preparedness and response in compliance with 
approved OSCP and statutory monitoring and reporting mechanisms.  
Terrestrial Environmental Quality: 
EPA objective: to maintain the quality of land and soils so that environmental values are protected. 
Potential Impact: Soil contamination and reduction in soil quality as a result of a chemical/ hydrocarbon 
spill. 
The EPA objective will be met through avoidance, preparedness and response in compliance with the 
OSCP and statutory monitoring and reporting mechanisms. 

DMIRS PGER (Management of Safety) 
Regulations 2010 and 
Occupational Safety and 
Health Regulations 2010  

Human Health and Safety: 
Safety Management 
System and Emergency 
Response Plan, approved 
16 June 2017. 

Yes 
The PGER Act regulatory framework ensures that Safety Management System and Emergency 
Response Plan approvals are obtained prior to any ground activities and all impacts and risks are 
identified and mitigated to ALARP including emergency situations. 
Human Health: 
EPA objective: to protect human health from significant harm 
Potential Impacts as described in Section 6.4.4  
The EPA objective will be met through compliance with the approved Safety Management Plan and 
statutory reporting. 

DMIRS PGER Environmental 
Regulations 2012 and DMIRS 
Groundwater Monitoring in 
the Onshore Petroleum and 
Geothermal Industry 
Guideline 2016 

Protection of 
Groundwater: 
Baseline Assessment and 
site-specific Groundwater 
Monitoring Program 
EP493-ENV-PLN-1001-1-
GWMP approved as part 
of the Environment Plan, 
Appendix 3 

The PGER Act regulatory framework ensures that surface and ground waters baseline assessment is 
undertaken prior to drilling activities and Groundwater Monitoring Program approved as part of the 
EP. 
Inland Waters: 
EPA objective: to maintain the hydrological regimes and quality of groundwater and surface water so 
that environmental values are protected. 
Potential Impact: as described in Section 6.4.4 
The EPA objective will be met through compliance with the currently approved Baseline Assessment 
and site-specific Groundwater Monitoring Program EP493-ENV-PLN-1001-1-GWMP. 

DMIRS PGER Environmental 
Regulations 2012. 

Hydraulic fracture 
stimulation and flow test: 

Yes 
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Decision-

making 

authority 

Legislation or Agreement 

regulating the activity 

Approval required (and 

specify which proposal 

element the approval is 

related to) 

Whether and how statutory decision-making process can mitigate impacts on the environment? 

(Yes/No and summary of reasons. Include a separate line item for each relevant impact, and discuss 

how the EPA’s factor objective will be met)  

Environmental Plan (EP) The PGER Act requires an Environmental Plan approval to be obtained before conducting HFS and flow 
test to ensure all impacts and risks are identified and reduced to ALARP and there is no unacceptable 
impact or risk to the environment.  
The Proponent will prepare and submit Hydraulic Fracture Stimulation and Flow Test Environmental 
Plan to DMIRS for assessment and approval. 
The EPA objectives for the following environmental factors can be met through the EP Hydraulic 
fracture stimulation and flow test assessment and approval process: 
Inland Waters: 
EPA objective:  to maintain the hydrological regimes and quality of groundwater and surface water so 
that environmental values are protected. 
Potential Impacts: as described in Section 5.2.4 
Terrestrial Environmental Quality: 
EPA objective: to maintain the quality of land and soils so that environmental values are protected. 
Potential Impacts: as described in Section 5.1.4 
Greenhouse gas emissions: 
EPA objective: to reduce net greenhouse gas emissions in order to minimise the risk of environmental 
harm associated with climate change. 
Potential Impacts: localised, short-term release of GHG emissions 

DMIRS  PGER (Resource Management 
and Administration) 
Regulations 2015 (RMA 
Regulations) 

Well design: 
Well Management Plan 
(WMP) 

Yes 
Under the RMA Regulations, a permit holder is required to prepare a WMP that describes all matters 
relating to the planning, design, construction and management of a well throughout its life cycle 
including decommissioning. The WMP provides specific well objectives and specifies management 
controls to be introduced to reduce risks and impacts of petroleum drilling to a level which is ALARP. 
The WMP is subject to DMIRS approval and acceptance.  This plan will stipulate reporting requirements 
to demonstrate compliance on an ongoing basis. 
The EPA objectives for the following environmental factors can be met through the WMP assessment 
and approval process: 
Inland Waters: 
EPA objective: to maintain the hydrological regimes and quality of groundwater and surface water so 
that environmental values are protected 
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Decision-

making 

authority 

Legislation or Agreement 

regulating the activity 

Approval required (and 

specify which proposal 

element the approval is 

related to) 

Whether and how statutory decision-making process can mitigate impacts on the environment? 

(Yes/No and summary of reasons. Include a separate line item for each relevant impact, and discuss 

how the EPA’s factor objective will be met)  

Potential Impacts: Contamination or cross-contamination of groundwater from casing failure, 
breaching of natural seals or connecting aquifers due to inadequate safeguards during HFS program, 
large scale pressure propagation or induced seismicity. 
The EPA objective will be met through compliance with the approved WMP and Code of Practice 
(when implemented) 
Terrestrial Environmental Quality: 
EPA objective: to maintain the quality of land and soils so that environmental values are protected. 
Potential Impacts: Soil contamination and reduction in soil quality as a result of a chemical/ 
hydrocarbon spill.  
The EPA objective will be met through compliance with industry standard well design and Code of 
Practice (when implemented). 
GHG Emissions: 
EPA objective: to reduce net greenhouse gas emissions in order to minimise the risk of environmental 
harm associated with climate change. 
Potential impacts: localised, short-term release of GHG emissions 
The EPA objective will be met through compliance with the approved WMP and industry standard well 
design and Code of Practice (when implemented)  

DMIRS  Part V of the EP Act 1986 and 
Exemption for petroleum 
exploration activities under 
Regulation 5, Item 24 of the 
Environmental Protection 
(Clearing of Native 
Vegetation) Regulations 2004 

Clearing of native 
vegetation: 
Native Vegetation Clearing 
Permit (NVCP) 
 

Yes 
Under the EP Act it is an offence to clear native vegetation unless the clearing is done in accordance 
with a Native Vegetation Clearing Permit (NVCP), or an exemption applies. The Proponent hold a 
current Native vegetation clearing exemption given under Regulation 5, Item 24 of the Environmental 
Protection (Clearing of Native Vegetation) Regulations 2004 due to no environmental sensitivities were 
identified. 
The EPA objectives for the following environmental factors can be met through the NCVP assessment 
and approval process:  
Flora and Vegetation: 
EPA objective: to protect flora and vegetation so that biological diversity and ecological integrity are 
maintained. 
Potential impacts: Loss of native vegetation and flora species due to clearing of approximately 4 ha of 
native vegetation. 
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Decision-

making 

authority 

Legislation or Agreement 

regulating the activity 

Approval required (and 

specify which proposal 

element the approval is 

related to) 

Whether and how statutory decision-making process can mitigate impacts on the environment? 

(Yes/No and summary of reasons. Include a separate line item for each relevant impact, and discuss 

how the EPA’s factor objective will be met)  

The EPA objective will be met through compliance with the existing exemption applicable to the 
clearing of native vegetation given the clearing does not exceed approved clearing limits. The extent of 
clearing will be reported to DMIRS in an Annual Environmental Report. 
Terrestrial Fauna (Habitat): 
EPA objective: to protect terrestrial fauna so that biological diversity and ecological integrity are 
maintained. 
Potential impacts: Loss of fauna habitat leading to population decline due to clearing of approximately 
4 ha of native vegetation. 
The EPA objective will be met through compliance with the existing exemption applicable to the 
clearing of native vegetation given the clearing does not exceed approved clearing limits. The extent of 
clearing will be reported to DMIRS in an Annual Environmental Report. 
The Proponent expects the EPA will be very familiar with the NVCP approval regime and the manner 
in which DMIRS regulate it.  

DWER Rights in Water and Irrigation 
Act 1914 (RIWI Act) 
 

Water extraction: 
Approved 26D license to 
construct water bore and 
5C license GWL179507(3) 
to extract 60 ML of 
groundwater annually 
until 2029 

Yes 
The RIWI Act provides for allocation, use, control, protection, management and administration of water 
resources, including extraction of groundwater. DWER takes a risk-based approach and considers, 
among other things, the quantity of water available, whether the action would prejudice other current 
and future needs for water, and the potential risk of surface or groundwater contamination.  
Inland Waters: 
EPA objective: to maintain the hydrological regimes and quality of groundwater and surface water so 
that environmental values are protected 
Potential Impacts: Reduced water availability for downstream groundwater users and ecosystems from 
temporary extraction of approximately 13ML over the life of the Proposal. 
The EPA objective will be met through the current 5C water licence compliance and reporting 
mechanisms.  
The Proponent expects the EPA will be familiar with 26D and 5C water licence approval regime and the 
manner in which the Department of Water regulate it. 

 

 


