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

 
HAMERSLEY AGRICULTURE PROJECT 

 
 

Proposal:  The proposal involves utilising mine dewatering, 
surplus to other Marandoo Mine Phase 2 requirements, 
for irrigated agriculture. The Project area is located 
approximately 6 km to the west of Marandoo Mine. The 
Project area is approximately 2800 hectares of which a 
maximum of 1815 hectares is to be disturbed. This 
includes 1650 hectares of direct impact and 165 
hectares of indirect impact. 

 
The proposal is further documented in Schedule 1 of 
this statement.   

 
Proponent: Hamersley Iron Pty Ltd 
 
Proponent Address: GPO Box A42 
 PERTH  WA  6837 
 
Assessment Number: 1878 
 
Report of the Environmental Protection Authority: Report 1416 
 
The proposal referred to in the above report of the Environmental Protection 
Authority may be implemented.  The implementation of that proposal is subject to the 
following conditions and procedures:  
 
1 Proposal Implementation  
 
1-1 The proponent shall implement the proposal as documented and described 

in Schedule 1 of this statement subject to the conditions and procedures of 
this statement.   

 
2 Proponent Nomination and Contact Details 
 
2-1 The proponent for the time being nominated by the Minister for Environment 

under sections 38(6) or 38(7) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 is 
responsible for the implementation of the proposal.   
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2-2 The proponent shall notify the Chief Executive Officer of the Office of the 
Environmental Protection Authority (CEO) of any change of the name and 
address of the proponent for the serving of notices or other correspondence 
within 30 days of such change.   

 
3 Time Limit of Authorisation  
 
3-1 The authorisation to implement the proposal provided for in this statement 

shall lapse and be void five years after the date of this statement if the 
proposal to which this statement relates is not substantially commenced.   

 
3-2 The proponent shall provide the CEO with written evidence which 

demonstrates that the proposal has substantially commenced on or before 
the expiration of five years from the date of this statement.   

 
4 Compliance Reporting 
 
4-1   The proponent shall prepare and maintain a compliance assessment plan to 

the satisfaction of the CEO.   
 
4-2  The proponent shall submit to the CEO the compliance assessment plan 

required by condition 4-1 at least six months prior to the first compliance 
report required by condition 4-6, or prior to implementation, whichever is 
sooner.   
 
The compliance assessment plan shall indicate: 
 
1. the frequency of compliance reporting; 
 
2. the approach and timing of compliance assessments; 
 
3. the retention of compliance assessments; 
 
4. the method of reporting of potential non-compliances and corrective 

actions taken; 
 
5. the table of contents of compliance assessment reports; and 
 
6. public availability of compliance assessment reports. 
 

4-3  The proponent shall assess compliance with conditions in accordance with 
the compliance assessment plan required by condition 4-1. 

 
4-4 The proponent shall retain reports of all compliance assessments described 

in the compliance assessment plan required by condition 4-1 and shall 
make those reports available when requested by the CEO.   

 
4-5 The proponent shall advise the CEO of any potential non-compliance within 

seven days of that non-compliance being known. 
 
4-6 The proponent shall submit to the CEO the first compliance assessment 

report fifteen months from the date of issue of this statement addressing the 
twelve month period from the date of issue of this statement and then 
annually from the date of submission of the first compliance assessment 
report.   
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The compliance assessment report shall: 
 

1.  be endorsed by the proponent’s Managing Director or a person 
approved in writing by the CEO, delegated to sign on the Managing 
Director’s behalf; 

 
2.  include a statement as to whether the proponent has complied with 

the conditions; 
 
3. identify all potential non-compliances and describe corrective and 

preventative actions taken; 
 
4. be made publicly available in accordance with the approved 

compliance assessment plan; and 
 
5.  indicate any proposed changes to the compliance assessment plan 

required by condition 4-1. 
 
5 Flora (Spread of Weeds) 
 
5-1 The proponent shall ensure that the selected crop species, Chloris gayana 

and Avena sativa, are contained to the defined Project area and not spread 
beyond the boundary of the indirect impact zones, which consists of a 30 
metre buffer area surrounding pivot cells as shown in Figure 1.  

 
5-2  The proponent shall implement weed monitoring within the indirect impact 

zone, as well as adjacent roads and drainage lines on the proposal area, 
including drainage channels leading into the Themeda Grassland TEC 
shown in Figure 2, to ensure that requirements of condition 5-1 are met.  
This monitoring is to be carried out using methods detailed in the Weed 
Management Plan and Vegetation Monitoring Design and Management 
Evaluation Framework that forms part of the Environmental Management 
Plan Revision 1, August 2011, and any subsequent approved revisions, 
prepared for this Project and to the satisfaction of the CEO. 

 
5-3 The proponent shall commence weed monitoring as required by 5-2 three 

months before ground disturbing activities occurring within the agricultural 
pivot cells in order to collect baseline data. 

 
5-4 The proponent shall submit annually the results of monitoring required by 

condition 5-2 to the CEO.  
 
5-5 Should the results of monitoring required by conditions 5-2 show over five 

consecutive years that there has been no spread of crop species beyond the 
indirect impact zone the proponent may revise the frequency of monitoring 
and reporting required by conditions 5-2 and 5-4, to the satisfaction of the 
CEO. 

 
5-6  In the event that monitoring required by condition 5-2 indicates that the 

requirements of condition 5-1 are not being met:  
 

1  the proponent shall report such findings to the CEO within 21 days of 
the spread of crop species being identified; 
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2 the proponent shall provide evidence to the CEO which allows 
determination of the cause of the spread of crop species; 

   
3 if determined by the CEO to be a result of activities undertaken in 

implementing the proposal, the proponent shall submit actions to be 
taken to remediate the spread of crop species within 21 days of the 
determination being made to the CEO; and 

 
4  the proponent shall implement the actions required by condition 5-4(3) 

to control and eradicate the spread of crop species upon approval of 
the CEO and shall continue to implement such actions until such time 
the CEO determines that the remedial actions may cease. 

 

6  Water Quality and Quantity 

6-1  The proponent shall ensure that run‐off from the proposal area, 

including the agricultural pivot cells and storage dam, does not cause 
the quality of surface water within or leaving the proposal area to 
exceed trigger values established by the proponent on advice from 
the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority in accordance 
with ANZECC/ARMCANZ* guidelines, taking into consideration 
natural background water quality, protecting existing and potential 
users, including ecosystem maintenance. Trigger levels will be 
approved the by Office of the Environmental Protection Authority prior 
to commencing the application of irrigation water to the agricultural 
pivot cells. 

 
* Australian and New Zealand Environment and Conservation Council and 
Agriculture and Resource Management Council of Australia and New 
Zealand 2000, Australian Water Quality Guidelines for Fresh and Marine 
Waters and its updates. 

 
6-2 The proponent shall ensure that changes to hydrological regime, specifically 

soil saturation, related to the establishment of irrigated pivot cells do not 
adversely affect the surrounding environment beyond the indirect impact 
zones shown in Figure 1. 

 
6-3 The proponent shall ensure that irrigation water quality is consistent with the 

requirements of the ANZECC/ARMCANZ irrigation water criteria, or take 
such other in situ measures as are necessary and approved by the CEO, to 
prevent the accumulation of toxicants within the soil profile, and to prevent 
the degradation of soil structure due to sodicity and excessive salinity.  

 
6-4  The proponent shall monitor the changes to the hydrological regime, 

specifically soil saturation, as well as the quality and quantity of run-off from 
the agricultural pivot cells and storage dam entering surface water within the 
boundary of the proposal area to ensure that requirements of condition 6-1 
and 6-2 are met.  This monitoring is to be carried out using methods detailed 
in the Nutrient Irrigation Management Plan that forms part of the 
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Environmental Management Plan Revision 1, August 2011, and any 
subsequent approved revisions, prepared for this Project and to the 
satisfaction of the CEO. 

 
6-5  The proponent shall commence the water quality and soil saturation 

monitoring required by 6-4 at least three months before ground disturbing 
activities occurring within the agricultural pivot cells in order to collect 
baseline data. 

 
6-6  The proponent shall submit annually the results of monitoring required by 

condition 6-4 to the CEO.  
 
6-7  In the event that monitoring required by condition 6-4 indicates that the 

requirements of conditions 6-1 and 6-2 are not being met: 
 

1  the proponent shall report such findings to the CEO within 21 days of 
the decline in water quality standards being identified; 

 
2  the proponent shall provide evidence to the CEO which allows 

determination of the cause of the decline in water quality standards; 
 
3  if a decline in water quality standards is determined by the CEO to be 

a result of activities undertaken in implementing the proposal, the 
proponent shall submit actions to be taken to remediate the decline in 
water quality standards within 21 days of the determination being 
made to the CEO; and 

 
4  the proponent shall implement the actions to remediate the decline in 

water quality standards required by condition 6-7(3) upon approval of 
the CEO and shall continue to implement such actions until such time 
the CEO determines that the remedial actions may cease.  

 
7 Rehabilitation  
 
7-1 Unless otherwise agreed in writing by the CEO on advice of Department of 

Environment and Conservation, the proponent shall commence progressive 
rehabilitation of each production or ancillary service area within 12 months 
following the cessation of use of that area.  The rehabilitation shall achieve 
the following outcomes:  

 
1  areas disturbed through implementation of the proposal, shall be 

rehabilitated with vegetation composed of native plant species of local 
provenance, specifically seed or plant material collected within 100 
kilometres of the proposal; 

 
2  the percentage cover and species diversity of living self sustaining 

native vegetation in all rehabilitation areas shall be comparable to that 
of the undisturbed natural analogue sites as demonstrated by 
Ecosystem Function Analysis or other methodology acceptable to the 
CEO on advice of the Department of Environment and Conservation.  
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Undisturbed natural analogue sites for comparison shall be selected 
prior to ground disturbing activities to the requirements of the Chief 
CEO on advice of the Department of Environment and Conservation; 

 
3  no new species of weeds, including both declared weeds and 

environmental weeds, shall establish in the project area shown in 
Figure 1 as a result of the implementation of the proposal; and 

 
4  the coverage of weeds, including both declared weeds and 

environmental weeds, in all rehabilitation areas shall be no greater 
than the average of the approved reference sites on nearby land, 
selected to the requirements of the CEO on advice of the Department 
of Environment and Conservation. 

 
7-2  Rehabilitation activities shall continue until such time as the requirements of 

condition 7-1 are demonstrated by inspections and reports to be met for a 
minimum of five years to the satisfaction of the CEO on advice of the 
Department of Environment and Conservation. 

 
8 Visual Amenity and Hamersley Station 2015 Pastoral Lease Exclusion 

Area (Proposal Options) 
 
8-1 Prior to the implementation of Stage 2, the proponent shall submit a report 

which includes the following: 
 

1 biological surveys of the Option B (Southern Fortescue Borefield 
Agricultural area); 

 
2 evidence of consultation with the Department of Environment and 

Conservation; and 
 

3 comparison of environmental impacts of Stage 2 B (Southern 
Fortescue Borefield Agricultural area) with Stage 2 A (Eastern 
Agricultural area). 

 
8-2 In the event that the proponent decides to proceed with implementing Stage 

2, only one option, either Option A or Option B, shall be implemented with 
approval from the Minister for Environment on advice from the 
Environmental Protection Authority and the Department of Environment and 
Conservation. 

 
 
 
 
 
[Signed 2 December 2011] 
 
 
 
 
 
HON BILL MARMION MLA 
MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT; WATER 
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Schedule 1 

The Proposal (Assessment No. 1878) 
 
The proposal is to establish and operate an agricultural project utilising mine 
dewatering, surplus to other Marandoo Mine Phase 2 requirements, to cultivate crop 
species (to increase productivity and sustainability of pastoral operations in the 
Pilbara region and reduce impacts on downstream ecosystems due to surface water 
discharge). 
 
The Project area is 2800 hectares of which a maximum of 1815 hectares is likely to 
be disturbed. This includes 1650 hectares of direct impact and 165 hectares of 
indirect impact. 
 
Irrigated water usage during the operational phase of the Project is to reach a 
maximum of 80 ML/day from October to March and 60 ML/day from April to 
September. 
 
The proposal will be implemented in stages, with Stage 1 required for the Project to 
proceed. Stage 1 includes the Central and Western Agricultural areas and 4GL 
storage dam. Depending on the success of Stage 1 and the need for additional 
agricultural areas to manage surplus water, Stage 2 will be implemented. Stage 2 
consists of two alternative areas forming Options A (Eastern Agricultural area) and 
Option B (the SFB Agricultural area). Only one of the two options identified in Stage 2 
is permitted to be implemented. 

 
The location of the various project components are shown in Figures 1 and 2.   
 
The main characteristics of the proposal are summarised in Table 1 below.  
 
Table 1:  Summary of Key Proposal Characteristics  
 
Element Description 

Project Life Project life based on availability of surplus 
water from MMP2. 

Total Project Area • 2800 ha 

Direct Impact 

Disturbance to 1650 ha within the Project 
area including: 
• Stage 1 – 1270 ha 

• Stage 2 – 380 ha 

Indirect Impacts 

Disturbance to165 ha within the Project 
area based on a 30m buffer perimeter 
surrounding pivots including: 

• Stage 1 ‐ 115 ha 
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• Stage 2 ‐ 50 ha 

Power usage and supply 

• Overhead power line from the 
Marandoo Village to the dam transfer 
pump station and fertigation system. 

Water usage and supply 

• Water will be applied daily and 
regulated through the irrigation 
schedule. 

• Irrigation water sourced from surplus 
water from the MMP2 main transfer 
pipeline. 

• Water usage 29.2 GL/year.  

• Irrigation areas will use a centre pivot 
system  

• 4 GL water storage dam. 

Other facilities and infrastructure 
development 

• Fencing around Project area to restrict 
access to livestock.  

• Inspection areas will be located at 
each agricultural area. 

• One wash down bay will be located at 
the central agricultural area. 

 
 
Figures  
 
Figure 1: Project Area and Conceptual Layout of the Hamersley Agriculture Project. 

Figure 2: Location of the Themeda Grassland TEC 
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Figure 1: Project Area and Conceptual Layout of the Hamersley Agriculture Project. 
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Figure 2: Location of the Themeda Grassland TEC. 


