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Report to include:  

1. a recommendation on whether or not the implementation conditions to which
the inquiry relates, or any of them, should be changed

2. any other recommendations that it thinks appropriate.

The following is the EPA’s Report and Recommendations to the Minister pursuant to 
s. 46(6) of the EP Act.

Mount Gibson Mining Limited has also submitted a request to the EPA to change the 
Shine Iron Ore Project under s. 45C of the EP Act. This report includes the EPA’s 
advice to the Minister following consideration of changing the proposal due to a 
reduction in the development envelope. 
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1. The proposal 

Mount Gibson Mining Limited (the proponent), has approval to implement the Shine 
Iron Ore Project (the proposal), located approximately 68 kilometres (km) south-east 
of Yalgoo and 30 km north-east of the Greater Karara Iron Ore Project in the Shire of 
Yalgoo (Figure 1). The proposal consists of mine pits, waste dumps and ancillary 
infrastructure such as a run of mine pad, crushing and screening facilities, 
workshops, explosives magazine and roads.   
 
The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) assessed the proposal at the level of 
Assessment on Proponent Information, releasing its Report and Recommendations 
(Report 1472) in April 2013. In this report, the EPA considered the following key 
environmental factor relevant to the proposal: 

 Flora and Vegetation. 
 
In applying the Statement of Environmental Principles, Factors and Objectives (EPA 
2018a) this factor is represented by: 

 Flora and Vegetation. 
 

The EPA concluded in Report 1472 that it was likely the EPA’s objectives could be 
achieved, provided there was satisfactory implementation by the proponent of the 
EPA’s recommended conditions. 
 
The then Minister for Environment approved the proposal for implementation, subject 
to the implementation conditions of Ministerial Statement 940 (25 June 2013). 

Previously approved changes to the proposal and conditions 

The have been no previous changes to the proposal or to the implementation 
conditions of Ministerial Statement 940 since approval. 
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Figure 1: Regional location 
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Figure 2: Development envelope 
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2. Requested changes to the proposal 

Under section 45C of the EP Act, Mount Gibson Mining Limited (MGM) submitted a 
request to change the Shine Iron Ore Project. The proposed change is an 
amendment to the approved development envelope from 646 hectares (ha) to 595 
ha (Figure 2). 
 
In 2016, neighbouring proponent Minjar Gold negotiated with MGM to vary its lease 
arrangement for land intersecting part of the Shine Iron Ore Project. As a result, and 
to benefit operational separation and land access for the two companies, both 
parties agreed to remove 51 ha from the area where MGM control iron ore rights. 
This enabled Minjar Gold to expand its tailings storage facility. The expansion of the 
Minjar Gold tailings storage facility was approved by the Department of Mines, 
Industry Regulation and Safety on 7 January 2016. 
 
Section 45C of the EP Act provides that the Minister may consent to changes to a 
proposal after a statement has been issued under s. 45(5) of the Act, provided the 
Minister does not consider that the change might have a significant detrimental effect 
on the environment in addition to, or different from, the effect of the original proposal.   
 
Section 5.3 of the Environmental Impact Assessment (Part IV Divisions 1 and 2) 
Procedures Manual (EPA 2016a), identifies the EPA’s process for undertaking an 
assessment under s. 45C of the EP Act; in particular, the ‘six aspects’ to be 
considered when determining whether a change to a proposal can be approved.   
 
In accordance with the Statement of Environmental Principles, Factors and 
Objectives (EPA 2018a), the relevant environmental factor applicable to this change 
to the proposal is Flora and Vegetation. 

2.1 The six aspects to be considered 

1) Identification of the content of the original proposal. 

Ministerial Statement (MS) 940 for the Shine Iron Ore Project was published on 
25 June 2013. Table 1 summarises the status of the elements in the Key 
Characteristics Table listed in Schedule 1 of MS 940. 
 
Table 1: Status of elements in the Key Characteristics Table in MS 940 

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 

Element Location Authorised Extent 

Development 
envelope 

Figure 2 and 
geographic coordinates of 
development envelope in 
Schedule 2. 

Total area of clearing up to 
200 ha within the 646 ha 
development envelope. 

Clearing of up to a combined 
total of 103 ha of FCTs 2 and 
3 within the development 
envelope. 
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The proposed change to the development envelope will not alter the total 
clearing allowed under MS 940, and will not exceed up to a combined total of 
103 ha of Floristic Community Types (FCTs) 2 and 3 within the modified 
development envelope. 
 

2) Identification of the content of the relevant change(s) and determine 
whether the change(s) involves a revision of the original proposal. 

The proposed change to the project will require Figure 2 in Schedule 1 of MS 
940 to be amended, to clearly depict the modified development envelope and 
reflect that area, which will remain under the ownership and control of MGM.  

 
Given the proposed changes are located within the currently authorised 
development envelope (Schedule 1 of MS 940), they are considered to be 
sufficiently connected and related to the original proposal. Therefore, the 
proposed changes constitute a revision of the original proposal for the purposes 
of s. 45C(1) of the EP Act. 
 

3) Consideration as to whether the original proposal has had, or will have, 
any detrimental effect on the environment and, if so, what? 

The Compliance Branch of the Department of Water and Environmental 
Regulation provided confirmation that the site is not considered to have 
reached substantial commencement.   
 
The compliance report (CAR) submitted in October 2018 states that “there has 
been no clearing of any land or vegetation within the development footprint in 
the (2017/2018) reporting period”. Prior to the current reporting period, only 
8.642 ha of land had been cleared – representing less than 3 per cent of the 
overall approved clearing. This clearing has remained within the approved 
clearing extent of the development envelope (MS 940).  
 
The original proposal is not considered to have had a detrimental effect on the 
environment. 
 

4) Consideration as to whether the change(s) to the original proposal might 
(in the Minister’s opinion) have any detrimental effect on the environment 
and, if so, what? 

There are no detrimental environmental effects associated with the proposed 
change, given it is a reduction in size of the development envelope originally 
approved under MS 940. 
 
The proposed change will result in the creation of a new Figure (2) in Schedule 
1 of the Ministerial Statement. There will be no change to the physical or 
operational elements of the proposal, and no change to the authorised clearing 
extent of up to 200 ha within the modified 595 ha development envelope. 
Therefore, any environmental impacts and risks associated with the proposal 
will be managed by the implementation conditions.   
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MGM has committed to updating the Shine Iron Ore Project Environmental 
Management Plan to reflect the change to the development envelope. All 
associated standard operating procedures associated with ground disturbance 
will be updated to reflect the change.  

 
Given there will be no change to the clearing extent, impacts of the proposal or 
the management of the proposal through the implementation conditions as 
drafted in MS 940, there is: 

 no additional or differential impact on the values, sensitivities and quality 
of the environment  

 no change to the extent (intensity, duration, magnitude, and geographic 
footprint) of likely impacts 

 no change to the resilience of the environment to cope with the proposal 
impacts.   

 
With respect to this application request, condition 1-1 of MS 940 has been 
implemented to minimise the impact of the proposal on Flora and Vegetation, 
through a directive that the proponent shall not exceed the authorised extent of 
the proposal as defined in Column 3 of Table 2 in Schedule 1.    

 
The authorised extent of clearing of up to 200 ha within the development 
envelope, and the clearing of up to a combined total of 103 ha of FCTs 2 and 3 
within the development envelope in Column 3 will not be changed. 
 

5) Consideration as to whether the detrimental effect (if any) which the 
change(s) might have on the environment is additional to, or different 
from, the detrimental effect (if any) which the original proposal has had or 
will have. 

In considering whether the detrimental effect, which the changes might have on 
the environment is additional to, or different from, the original proposal, the EPA 
had regard to the nature and extent of the proposed changes relative to the 
detrimental effect of the original proposal on the key environmental factors.   

 
The EPA considered that for the original proposal, it was likely the EPA’s 
objectives for Flora and Vegetation could be achieved, provided there was 
satisfactory implementation by the proponent of the EPA’s recommended 
conditions. 

 
The EPA considered the change would not result in additional clearing or 
disturbance to the extent originally approved and the conditions applying to the 
extent of clearing will not be changed. Therefore, the EPA considers it unlikely 
the proposed changes will have a detrimental effect on Flora and Vegetation.    
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6) Consideration as to whether any detrimental effect which the change(s) to 
the original proposal might have on the environment, which is additional 
to, or different from, any detrimental effect which the original proposal 
has had or will have is, in the circumstances, significant. 

The EPA considers it unlikely the proposed change will have a detrimental or 
significant effect on the environment in relation to the environmental factor of 
Flora and Vegetation. 

 
The impact of the proposed change will remain the same as the originally 
approved project under MS 940 and as described in EPA Report 1472. It is 
likely the area that could be impacted will be reduced, given the decrease in 
development envelope extent. 

 
MGM has committed to updating the Shine Iron Ore Project Environmental 
Management Plan to reflect the change to the development envelope. All 
associated standard operating procedures associated with ground disturbance 
will be updated to reflect the change. 

 
In view of the assessment against each of the ‘six aspects’ and having regard 
to the objective of the relevant key environmental factor for this change to 
proposal, the EPA considers there is a high degree of confidence that the 
proposed change will not have a significant detrimental effect on the 
environment that is additional to, or different from, the effect of the original 
proposal, for the following reasons:  

 the proposed change is administrative only as the 51 ha portion of land 
being excluded has been transferred to Minjar Gold  

 there is no additional or different impact on the values, sensitivities, and 
quality of the environment  

 there is no change in the extent (intensity, duration, magnitude and 
geographic footprint) of likely environmental impacts 

 there is no change to the resilience of the environment to cope with the 
impacts of the changes to the proposal.   

 
The EPA considers the proposed changes may be approved under s. 45C of the EP 
Act.   

2.2 Recommendations 

The EPA recommends that the Minister for Environment:  

1. Notes that MGM has proposed changes to the Shine Iron Ore Project (MS 940) 
as detailed above.   

2. Notes that the EPA considers it unlikely that the proposed changes might have a 
significant detrimental effect on the environment that is additional to, or different 
from, the effect of the original proposal. 

3. Approves the changes to the proposal under s. 45C of the EP Act by signing 
Attachment 1 to MS 940 in Appendix 1. 
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3. Requested changes to the conditions 

Under s. 46 of the EP Act the proponent, MGM, requested the following change to 
the implementation conditions of MS 940: 

 extension to the time limit of authorisation for substantial commencement to 
be extended for a further five years from 25 June 2018. 

 
In July 2019, the Minister for Environment requested the EPA inquire into and report 
on the above matter of changing the implementation conditions of MS 940 for the 
Shine Iron Ore Project. This report satisfies the requirements of the EPA’s inquiry.  
 
The EPA has discretion as to how it conducts this inquiry. The inquiry has 
considered: 

 the currency of its original assessment (EPA Report 1472) 

 Ministerial Statement 940 

 information provided by the proponent 

 advice from relevant decision-making authorities 

 any new information regarding the proposal’s potential impacts on the 
environment. 

 
These documents are instructive in determining the extent and nature of the inquiry 
under s. 46 of the EP Act.  
 
The EPA typically recommends the Minister sets conditions on significant proposals 
that require them to be substantially commenced within a specified timeframe. 
Extending this timeframe requires the Minister to change the relevant conditions 
under s. 46 of the EP Act, and provides for the EPA to review and consider the 
appropriateness of the implementation conditions relating to the proposal. In addition 
to considering the above, the EPA has also considered:  

 any changes in environmental, scientific or technological knowledge that may 
have arisen since the initial assessment 

 whether the proposal is being implemented using best practice and 
contemporary methods so that the EPA objectives for the key environmental 
factors are met. 

 

EPA policy and procedures 

In December 2016, the EPA released a new suite of environmental impact 
assessment policy and guidance documents. These documents replaced EPA policy 
and guidance that were current at the time of the original approval. 
 
In conducting this inquiry, the EPA has considered and given due regard to relevant 
current and former policy documents. The EPA followed the procedures in the 
Environmental Impact Assessment (Part IV Divisions 1 and 2) Administrative 
Procedures 2016 (EPA 2016b) and the Environmental Impact Assessment (Part IV 
Divisions 1 and 2) Procedures Manual 2016 (EPA 2018a). 
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3.1 Inquiry findings 

The EPA considered the following key environmental factor relevant to the change to 
conditions: 

 Flora and Vegetation. 
 

Flora and Vegetation 

The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to protect flora and vegetation so 
that biological diversity and ecological integrity are maintained.  
 
EPA Report 1472 

The proposal would require the clearing of up to 200 ha of land for mine pits (68 ha), 
waste dump (84 ha) and ancillary infrastructure (48 ha). While no Threatened 
Ecological Communities pursuant to Commonwealth legislation or listed by the 
Department of Environment and Conservation (now Department of Biodiversity, 
Conservation and Attractions) were recorded within the disturbance footprint, the 
disturbance footprint is located within the Minjar/Gnows Nest vegetation complexes 
Banded Ironstone Formation Priority 1 Ecological Community (PEC). Floristic 
Community Types (FCTs) 2 and 3 were identified as vegetation types which form 
part of the Minjar/Gnows Nest PEC (Figure 2). 
 
The EPA noted that approximately 103 ha of these FCTs would be impacted by the 
proposal, representing 2.3 per cent impact on a regional basis and that on a 
cumulative basis, the impact would be 3.5 per cent. The EPA concluded this would 
not significantly impact the viability and ecological function of the PEC. 
 
Three Priority 3 flora species were identified within the disturbance footprint: Calytrix 
uncinata, Drummondita fulva and Micromyrtus trudgenii. The EPA noted that for 
Calytrix uncinata and Micromyrtus trudgenii, the proposal would involve removing 
only small percentages of the individual plants in the local populations, with both 
species more widely distributed in the region. For Drummondita fulva, approximately 
34 per cent of the plants in the local population would be removed, but the species is 
more widely distributed in the region. 
 
The EPA concluded that the impacts on these three priority flora species would not 
be significant and that the EPA’s objective for Flora and Vegetation could be met. 
 
To manage these impacts, the EPA recommended the following: 

 The location and authorised extent of clearing be limited to a total disturbance 
area of 200 ha within the development envelope as described and spatially 
defined in the recommended statement that the proposal can be implemented. 

 The maximum area of the PEC to be cleared is restricted to 103 ha, a subset 
of the total clearing allowed (200 ha). No further conditions to manage Flora 
and Vegetation were recommended as being necessary.  
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Assessment of the proposed change to conditions 

The EPA considers that the following current environmental policy and guidance is 
relevant to its assessment of the proposal for this factor: 

 Environmental Factor Guideline – Flora and Vegetation (EPA 2016b). 
 
This guideline identifies a number of reasons why flora or vegetation may be 
considered significant, with the most relevant being:  

 flora identified as threatened or priority species  

 flora that is locally endemic or associated with a restricted habitat type (e.g. 
surface water or groundwater dependent ecosystems) 

 vegetation identified as threatened or priority ecological communities.  
 
With respect to the Priority 1 (P1) PEC Minjar/Gnows Nest vegetation complexes 
Banded Ironstone Formation, the Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and 
Attractions (DBCA) released version 28 of its Priority Ecological Communities for 
Western Australia in 2019, and the status of the Minjar and Gnows Nest (Yalgoo) 
vegetation complexes (Banded Iron Formation) remained at P1. 
 
With respect to the three Priority 3 flora species that would be directly impacted by 
the proposal, the conservation status has not increased. The flora species Calytrix 
uncinata was delisted from the priority species list in November 2015.   
 
In consideration of the information provided by the proponent, the existing 
management as required by MS 940 and relevant EPA policies and guidelines, the 
EPA considers that: 

 there is no significant or additional information that justifies the reassessment of 
issues or potential impacts raised by the original proposal.  

 
The EPA is therefore satisfied that the extension of Time Limit for Proposal 
Implementation for five years continues to meet the EPA’s objective. 
 

Other factors – Terrestrial Fauna 

The EPA identified Terrestrial Fauna as a preliminary key environmental factor in the 
scope of the original Assessment on Proponent Information for the Shine Iron Ore 
Project. At the conclusion of the assessment Terrestrial Fauna was not considered to 
be a key environmental factor warranting discussion and evaluation in the EPA’s 
assessment report. 
 
The EPAs objective for this factor is to protect terrestrial fauna so that biological 
diversity and ecological integrity are maintained. 
  



Shine Iron Ore Project – s. 46 inquiry 

 

  

11  Environmental Protection Authority 

EPA Report 1472 

There were two fauna species of concern considered during the original assessment: 
shield-backed trapdoor spider (Idiosoma nigrum) and malleefowl (Leipoa ocellata), 
both listed under the Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) and the Western Australian Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 2016. 

 

Shield-backed trapdoor spider 

At the time of publishing EPA Report 1472, the shield-backed trapdoor spider was 
listed as vulnerable. This species was eligible for listing as vulnerable under the 
EPBC Act as its geographic distribution is limited and precarious for its survival given 
the nature of ongoing threats (DoEE 2013). 
 
The shield-backed trapdoor spider was listed as Schedule 1 Fauna (fauna that is 
rare or likely to become extinct) under the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016, and 
managed as vulnerable (according to IUCN criteria) by the Western Australian 
Government (DoEE 2013). 
 
Clearing and disturbance associated with mining operations has the potential to 
impact populations of Idiosoma nigrum. Surveys undertaken for the shield-backed 
trapdoor spider indicated clearing and disturbance would represent approximately 
1.6 per cent of the population. 
 
During its assessment, the EPA considered surveys undertaken for the shield-
backed trapdoor spider in the Greater Karara Iron Ore Project region, which 
supported the view that this species is present both in and outside the impact areas. 
The (former) Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) had identified 
some limitations in the survey methodology however, advised that they are not 
considered so great as to significantly affect the prediction of potential impacts to the 
populations of the spider. 
 
The EPA Report found that the potential impact on the regional population of shield-
backed trapdoor spiders within the disturbance footprint of the proposal would be in 
the order of 1.6 per cent and this was not expected to significantly impact the 
species or its regional representation. 
 
There were no conditions recommended to manage impacts to the shield-backed 
trapdoor spider. 
  
Malleefowl 

Surveys undertaken to support the assessment found two active mounds have been 
recorded and one bird observed within the disturbance footprint. However EPA 
Report 1472 found that potential impacts on the malleefowl mounds likely to be 
impacted are not considered to be significant and can be regulated and managed by 
the (former) DEC. 
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Although no conditions were recommended, the EPA advised that: In the event an 
active malleefowl mound is unable to be avoided, a DEC approved Regulation 15 
licence under the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950 is required; and the proponent also 
has obligations to report malleefowl injuries or deaths directly to the DEC. 
 
Assessment of the proposed change to conditions 

The EPA considers that the following current environmental policy and guidance is 
relevant to its assessment of the proposal for this factor: 

 Environmental Factor Guideline – Terrestrial Fauna (EPA 2016c). 
 
This guideline identifies a number of reasons why terrestrial fauna may be 
considered significant, with the most relevant reasons to this assessment being:  

 identified as a threatened or priority species 

 species with restricted distribution 

 degree of historical impact from threatening processes 

 providing an important function required to maintain the ecological integrity of 
a significant ecosystem. 

 
A taxonomic review of the threatened shield-backed trapdoor spider, Idiosoma 
nigrum, resulted in the species being split into additional new species. Two of these 
species of trapdoor spider were added to the threatened fauna list as endangered 
species, while the original Idiosoma nigrum has been upgraded from vulnerable to 
the higher threat category of endangered (Government Gazette WA, 11 September 
2018). 
 
Advice was sought from the Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and 
Attractions (DBCA) regarding the potential impacts on the shield-backed trapdoor 
spider and malleefowl, with respect to the proposed change to the development 
envelope, and the proposed extension of time limit for authorisation. DBCA advised 
that it had no concerns over the proposed changes to the proposal or the proposed 
change to conditions, relevant to the department’s Biodiversity Conservation Act 
2016 related responsibilities. The proposal is not expected to significantly impact the 
species or its regional representation. 
 
In consideration of the information provided by the proponent, the existing 
management as required by MS 940, that the proposal has not changed since 
original EPA assessment, other agency advice and relevant EPA policies and 
guidelines, the EPA considers that: 

 there is no significant or additional information that justifies the reassessment 
of issues raised by the original proposal. 

 
The EPA is therefore satisfied that the extension of Time Limit for Proposal 
Implementation for five years, and the proposed amendment to the development 
envelope continues to meet the EPA’s objective. 
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3.2 Conclusions and recommendations 

Change to condition 3 

The proponent has requested a change to condition 3 for substantial 
commencement of the Shine Iron Ore Project. The EPA considers it is appropriate to 
extend the time limit for substantial commencement for a further five years from 25 
June 2018. 
 
The EPA considers it is appropriate to approve the extension of time for a further five 
years to 25 June 2023.    

 
Conclusions 

In relation to the environmental factors, and considering the information provided by 
the proponent and relevant EPA policies and guidelines, the EPA concludes that:  

 there are no changes to the proposal 

 there is no significant new or additional information that changes the 
conclusions reached by the EPA under any of the relevant environmental 
factors since the proposal was assessed by the EPA in Report 1472 (April 
2013) 

 no new significant environmental factors have arisen since its assessment of 
the proposal 

 the impacts to the key environmental factors are considered manageable, 
based on the requirements of existing conditions, and the imposition of the 
attached recommended conditions. 

 
Recommendations 

Having inquired into this matter, the EPA submits the following recommendations to 
the Minister for Environment under s. 46 of the EP Act:  

1. Condition 3 of MS 940 be amended to allow for the time limit for proposal 
implementation of the Shine Iron Ore Project to be extended to 25 June 2023. 

2. After complying with s. 46(8) of the EP Act, the Minister may issue a 
statement of decision to change condition 3 of MS 940 in the manner provided 
for in the attached recommended Statement (Appendix 2). 
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Appendix 1: Recommended Attachment 1 to 
Ministerial Statement 940 

 
Attachment 1 to Ministerial Statement 940 

 
Change to proposal approved under section 45C of the  

Environmental Protection Act 1986 
 

 

This Attachment replaces Schedule 1 and Schedule 2 of Ministerial Statement 940. 
 

Proposal: Shine Iron Ore Project 

Proponent: Mount Gibson Mining Limited 
 

Schedule 1 

Changes: 

 Reduce the development envelope from 646 ha to 595 ha. 

Table 1: Summary of the Proposal 

Proposal Title Shine Iron Ore Project 

Short Description The development of an iron ore mine located 
approximately 68 km south-east of Yalgoo and 30 km 
north-east of the Greater Karara Iron Ore Project in the 
Shire of Yalgoo. The mine includes pits, waste dumps and 
ancillary infrastructure such as a run of mine pad, crushing 
and screening facilities, workshops, explosives magazine 
and roads. 

 
Table 2: Location and authorised extent of physical and operational elements 

Element Location Previously Authorised 
Extent 

Authorised Extent 

Development 
envelope 

Figure 2 Total area of clearing up to 
200 ha within the 646 ha 
development envelope. 
Clearing of up to a 
combined total of 103 ha of 
FCTs 2 and 3 within the 
development envelope. 

Total area of clearing up to 
200 ha within the 595 ha 
development envelope. 
Clearing of up to a 
combined total of 103 ha of 
FCTs 2 and 3 within the 
development envelope. 

 

Note: Text in bold in Table 2 indicates a change to the proposal. 
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Table 3: Abbreviations 

Abbreviation Term 

CEO Chief Executive Officer of the department of the Public Service 
of the state responsible for the administration of section 48 of 
the EP Act, or his Delegate 

EP Act Environmental Protection Act 1986 

ha hectare 

km kilometre 

FCT Floristic Community Type 

 

Figures (attached) 

Figure 1: Location of the Shine Iron Ore Project 
Figure 2: Shine development envelope 
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Figure 1: Location of the Shine Iron Ore Project 
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Figure 2: Shine development envelope 
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Schedule 2 
 
Coordinates defining the approved development envelope, development footprint and 
active malleefowl mounds are held by the Department of Water and Environmental 
Regulation (Document Reference Number: DWERA-001118). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Hon Stephen Dawson MLC 
MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT 
 
Approval date:   
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Appendix 2: Identified Decision-Making Authorities 
and recommended environmental conditions 

Identified Decision-making Authorities 
 
Section 46(8) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, as applied through s. 45, 
requires the Minister to consult with decision-making authorities in regard to whether 
or not the implementation conditions to which the report relates, or any of them, 
should be changed. 
 
The following decision-making authorities have been identified: 
 

 
Note: In this instance, agreement is only required with DMAs 1-4, since these DMAs 
are Ministers.  
  

Decision-making Authority Legislation (and Approval) 

1.  Minister for Environment Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 
(taking or disturbing threatened species) 

2.  Minister for Water Rights in Water and Irrigation Act 1914 
(water abstraction licence) 

3. Minister for Aboriginal Affairs Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 
(section 18 consent) 

4. Minister for Mines and Petroleum Mining Act 1978 
(mining lease) 

5. CEO, Department of Water and 
Environmental Regulation 

Environmental Protection Act 1986 
(works approval and licence) 

     Department of Mines, Industry 
Regulation and Safety 

6. Executive Director, Resource and 
Compliance Division 
 

7. Mining Registrar 
 

8. State Mining Engineer 
 

9. Chief Dangerous Goods Officer 

 
 
 
Mining Act 1978 
(mining proposal) 
 
Mining Act 1978 
(miscellaneous licences) 
 
Mines Safety and Inspection Act 1994 
(approval to commence mining activities) 
 
Dangerous Goods Safety Act 2004 
(handling of dangerous goods) 

10. CEO, Shire of Yalgoo  
Health Act 1911 
Health Regulations 1974 
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RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS 

 
 

STATEMENT TO CHANGE THE IMPLEMENTATION CONDITIONS APPLYING TO 
A PROPOSAL  

(Section 46 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986) 

 SHINE IRON ORE PROJECT 

Proposal: The proposal is to develop an iron ore mine located 
approximately 68 kilometres south-east of Yalgoo and 30 
kilometres north-east of the Greater Karara Iron Ore 
Project in the Shire of Yalgoo 

Proponent: Mount Gibson Mining Limited 
Australian Company Number 32 074 575 885 
 

Proponent Address: Level 1, 2 Kings Park Road 
WEST PERTH WA 6872 
 

Report of the Environmental Protection Authority: 1661 
 
Previous Assessment Number: 1935 
 
Previous Report Number: 1472 
 
Pursuant to section 45 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, as applied by section 
46(8), it has been agreed that the implementation conditions set out in Ministerial 
Statement No. 940, be changed as specified in this Statement. 
 
Condition 3 of Ministerial Statement 940 is deleted and replaced with: 
 
3  Time Limit for Proposal Implementation 

3-1 The proponent shall not commence implementation of the proposal after 25 
June 2023, and any commencement prior to this date must be substantial. 

 
3-2 Any commencement of implementation of the proposal, on or before 25 June 

2023 must be demonstrated as substantial by providing the CEO with written 
evidence, on or before 26 June 2023.  
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