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DearAttn: Paul Rogoysky 

NOTICE UNDER SECTION 39A(3) 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 

OurRef 14-757216 
Enquiries Peta Hayward 
Phone 6145 0856 

PROPOSAL: Onslow Water Infrastructure Upgrade Project 
LOCALITY: Shire of Ashburton 
PROPONENT: Water Corporation 
DECISION: Not Assessed - Public Advice Given 

Thank you for your letter referring the above matter to the Environmental 
Protection Authority (EPA). 

This proposal raises a number of environmental issues. However, the EPA 
has decided not to subject this proposal to the environmental impact 
assessment process and the subsequent setting of formal conditions by the 
Minister for Environment under Part IV of the Environmental Protection Act 
1986 (EP Act). Nevertheless, the EPA provides the attached advice to you as 
the proponent, and other relevant authorities on the environmental aspects of 
the proposal. 

The EPA's decision to not assess the proposal is open to appeal. There is a 
14-day period, closing 4 August 2014. Information on the appeals process is 
available through the Office of the Appeals Convenor's website, 
www.appealsconvenor.wa.aov.au. or by telephoning 6467 5190. 

Hans Jacob 
A/Director 
Assessment and Compliance Division 

21 July 2014 
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PUBLIC ADVICE UNDER SECTION 39A(7) 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT 1986 

ONSLOW WATER INFRASTRUCTURE UPGRADE 

Summary 

Chevron Australia Pty Ltd (Chevron) and the Department of State Development have 
executed an agreement (Ashburton North State Development Agreement 
(Wheatstone Project)) that requires Chevron as part of that agreement to design and 
implement a proposal that would increase potable water supply to the town of 
Onslow. The proposal would involve the construction of a desalination plant and 
associated infrastructure capable of producing 2 megalitres (ML) a day. The 
desalination plant would be located approximately 18 kilometres south-west of 
Onslow and upon completion of the works, the assets would be handed over to the 
Water Corporation for ownership and ongoing operation. The Proponent for this 
proposal is the Water Corporation. 

The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) notes that 12 public comments were 
received on this proposal. Of these, nine requested a formal level of assessment, 
and three did not think the proposal warranted formal assessment. 

The majority of the environmental comments related to concerns with the residual 
saline stream by-product produced by the proposed desalination plant that would be 
discharged into and have the potential to accumulate in Quick Mud Creek. The 
Residual Saline Stream would contain a range of contaminants, including naturally 
occurring radioactive materials (NORMs). 

The EPA has considered the proposal in accordance with the requirements of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) and the Environmental Impact 
Assessment Administrative Procedures 2012. In making its decision on whether to 
assess the proposal, the EPA considered the 10 aspects of the significance test as 
set out in clause 7 of the Environmental Impact Assessment Administrative 
Procedures 2012. 

1. Environmental Factors 

The EPA has identified the following preliminary environmental factors relevant to 
this proposal: 

a) Inland Waters Environmental Quality; and 
b) Terrestrial Fauna 

There were no factors that were determined to be key environmental factors that 
would require formal assessment under Part IV of the EP Act. The EPA considers 
that the mitigation of the potential effects on the environment can be regulated by 
other statutory decision-making processes. 



2. Advice and Recommendations regarding Environmental Issues 

Inland Waters Environmental Quality 

The Department of Environment Regulation (DER) Works Approval and Licensing -
Part V Division 3 of the EP Act provides for the licensing and registration of certain 
prescribed premises with the potential to cause emissions and discharges to air, land 
or water. 

The proposal is for a 2 ML per day desalination plant (0.73 gigalitres per annum). 
Wastewater from the plant is proposed to be discharged into Quick Mud Creek, an 
ephemeral drainage channel located west of the facility. 

The proposal triggers category 85B under Schedule 1 of the Environmental 
Protection Regulations 1987 for a water desalination plant where wastewater is 
discharged onto land or into waters (other than marine waters). Under Part V of the 
EP Act, the proponent will be required to submit a works approval application to 
construct the facility, and upon completion, the proponent will be required to obtain a 
licence to operate the facility. The DER is satisfied that emissions and discharges 
from the facility can be adequately managed under Part V Division 3 of the EP Act. 

The EPA considers that the emissions and discharges from the facility can be 
regulated and mitigated by the DER to meet the EPA's objective for Inland Waters 
Environmental Quality. 

Terrestrial Fauna 

The EPA notes that the current size of Quick Mud creek is unlikely to attract large 
numbers of waterbirds and the numbers of migratory waders recorded in the Onslow 
area are low. However, in low evaporation conditions the discharge of the residual 
saline stream may result in a permanent waterbody extending 4.6 kilometres from the 
discharge point within Quick Mud Creek. 

The proponent has commited to undertake a risk assessment using appropriate 
methodology to assess the impacts to non-human species from radionuclides 
released into the environment, prior to submitting an application for a works approval 
and a licence to the DER. The Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety 
Agency has identified the Environmental Risk from Ionising Contaminants: 
Assessment and Management (ERICA) Integrated Approach and software tool as a 
potential method to undertake radiological assessments with the aim of protecting 
biota and ecosystems from harmful effects of radiation. 

Should the risk assessment show a risk to biota and ecosystems from radionuclides, 
and it is found that the waterbody does become an important habitat for waterbirds, 
the Water Corporation has committed to conduct monitoring and investigations into 
any potential adverse effects and implement appropriate management as required. 

The EPA considers that the proposal implemented consistent with the referral 
information and proponent commitments is not likely to have a significant impact on 
terrestrial fauna. 




