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Summary and recommendations 
In 2006, Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd’s approved bauxite mining envelope in the eastern jarrah 
forest (Boddington region) was extended to the north and south of the original mining area 
(Statement No. 719). 
 
The proponent now proposes amendments to conditions and commitments contained in 
Statement No.719.  The proposed changes relate to the submission timing for certain 
management plans and to the definition of the term “ground disturbing activities” in a number 
of conditions that may currently be interpreted in a manner that would prevent necessary 
exploration for many years. 
 
Section 46(6) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 requires the Environmental 
Protection Authority (EPA) to report to the Minister for the Environment on whether or not 
the proposed changes to conditions and procedures should be allowed. In addition, the EPA 
may make recommendations as it sees fit. 
This report provides the EPA’s advice and recommendations to the Minister for the 
Environment on the key environmental factors, conditions and procedures for the proposal 

Relevant environmental factors 
It is the EPA’s opinion that the following are the key environmental factors for the proposal, 
which require detailed evaluation in the report: 
(a) Conservation of biodiversity; 
(b) Surface and groundwater; 

Conclusion 
The EPA has considered the request by Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd to change its environmental 
conditions and has concluded the proposed changes are minor and are appropriate to meet the 
EPA’s objectives for the key environmental factors.  
 
The EPA considers that the proposed timing changes for submission of certain management 
plans will allow the Biodiversity-Related Investigations, also required by conditions, to 
inform the preparation of those plans. 
 
The EPA considers, on advice from the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC), 
that Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd’s exploration procedures produce minimal impact, as they do 
not require clearing of native vegetation.  The EPA further considers that Worsley Alumina 
Pty Ltd should not be hindered from carrying out exploration and therefore the term “ground 
disturbing activities” should be better defined when it occurs in the proponent’s 
environmental conditions so that it can not be interpreted in a way that would prevent 
exploration activities. 

Recommendations 
The EPA submits the following recommendations to the Minister for the Environment: 
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1. That the Minister notes that this report is pursuant to Section 46(1) of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 and thus is limited to consideration of proposed 
changes to the original conditions. 

2. That the Minister notes that the proposed changes are: 
• the form and timing of the submission required by condition 12 (Rehabilitation); 
• clarification of the term “ground disturbing activities”; 
• the timing of the preparation of a Biodiversity and Forest Management Plan – Primary 

Bauxite Area (commitment 6); and 
• the timing of submissions required by commitment 1 (Water Resource Management 

Plan –Mining); 
3. That the Minister considers the report on the key environmental factors as set out in 

Section 3. 
4. That the Minister notes that the EPA has concluded that the proposed amendments to 

conditions and commitments, as set out in Section 4, meet the EPA’s objectives.  
5. The Minister imposes the amended conditions, commitments and procedures 

recommended in Appendix 3 of this report. 
 
Conditions 
The EPA recommends the following changes to conditions and commitments contained in 
Statement 719: 

• A note added stating that ‘in conditions 8-6, 10-1, 11-1, 11-5 and 12-2 “exploration” 
is excluded from the meaning of the term “ground-disturbing activities”.  Accordingly, 
the proponent may conduct exploration without breaching these conditions’; 

• The timing of condition 12 (Rehabilitation) amended by deletion of “The proponent 
shall, within twelve months following the formal authority issued to the decision-
making authorities under section 45(7) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, .....” 
and insertion of “On completion of the Biodiversity-related Investigations referred to 
in condition 8, the proponent shall use the findings of the investigations to …..”.  The 
following note also to be added: “Note: A conceptual Rehabilitation Plan has been 
submitted by the proponent within twelve months following the original formal 
authority issued to the decision-making authorities under section 45(7) of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986.”; 

• The timing of commitments 1 (Water Resource Management Plan – Mining) and 6 
(Biodiversity and Forest Management Plan – Primary Bauxite Area) amended by 
deletion of “Within 12 months of the formal issuance of this statement” and insertion 
of “Within 24 months of the formal issuance of this statement (i.e. statement no. 
719)”.; and 

• A note added that “wherever mention is made of the Department of Conservation and 
Land Management or the Department of Environment, it should be interpreted as 
referring to the Department of Environment and Conservation”. 
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1. Introduction and background 
The Minister for the Environment has requested the Environmental Protection Authority 
(EPA) to consider and provide advice under Section 46(1) of the Environmental Protection 
Act 1986 on Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd’s proposed changes to environmental conditions.  The 
purpose of the proposed changes is to: 

• align the submission time limits for certain draft management plans with the 
availability of information from planned investigations; and  

• define the term “ground disturbing activities” more precisely. 
The proposed changes relate in particular to the proponent’s mining related activities in the 
eastern jarrah forest.  Under Statement 719 the proponent is required to carry out 
Biodiversity-Related Investigations.  These may take many years to design and complete and 
are required prior to developing, and submitting for approval, various management plans and 
detailed mining plans, all of which must precede mining related access.  
The submission date requirements for some draft management plans are currently specified in 
months from the Statement issuance date, but the proponent is seeking more timing flexibility 
so as to better align the development of the management plans with the draft scope of the 
Biodiversity-Related Investigations and the completion of the draft Biodiversity-Related 
Investigations Report.  These documents could then be used to inform the development of the 
management plans. 
The definition of “ground disturbing activities”, within the environmental conditions, is 
important for the proponent because a number of conditions require actions that will take 
many years to complete and these actions must be completed before any ground disturbing 
activities take place.  The proponent is proposing that exploration activities be specifically 
excluded from the definition of “ground disturbing activities” so that ongoing exploration 
would not be hindered. 
Further details of the proposal are presented in Section 2 of this Report.  Section 3 discusses 
the key environmental factors for the proposal.  The Conditions and procedures to which the 
proposal should be subject, if the Minister determines that it may be implemented, are set out 
in Section 4. Section 5 presents the EPA’s conclusions and Section 6, the EPA’s 
Recommendations. 

2. The proposal 
The approved Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd expansion proposal involved expansion of both the 
Worsley Alumina Refinery and a major extension to the mining area in the eastern jarrah 
forest. This proposal for changes to conditions relates only to the mining area. 
Table 1 (truncated for simplicity to exclude the refinery related project characteristics) 
summarises the key project characteristics of the approved project. A detailed description of 
the full proposal is provided in Chapter 1 Section 4 of the ERMP (Stategen, 2005). 
In 2006, the proponent’s approved mining envelope was extended to the north and south of 
the original mining area (referred to as the Primary Bauxite Area (PBA)). The PBA and 
extended mining area are both shown in Figure 1 .   
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Statement No. 719, which was issued on 13 April 2006, superseded the previous Statement  
No. 423 and applies to both the PBA and extended mining area.  The proponent now proposes 
the following changes to Statement No.719: 

• the form and timing of the submission required by condition 12 (Rehabilitation); 
• clarification of the term "ground disturbing activities”; 
• the timing of the preparation of a Biodiversity and Forest Management Plan – Primary 

Bauxite Area (commitment 6); and 
• the timing of submissions required by commitment 1 (Water Resource Management 

Plan –Mining); 
 
Table 1: Summary of mining-related characteristics for proposal approved in 2006 
 

Element Description 
Bauxite Mining  
Mining areas Refer to Figure 1.   
Mining rate Approximately 16.5Mtpa (dry).   
Additional area of ground disturbance Up to approximately 16,000ha.   
Water supply sources Groundwater and surface water in the vicinity of mining 

areas.   
Water usage  Additional 170ML/a.   
Crushing plant 3 additional primary crushers.   
Bauxite transport  
Existing cable belt conveyor   
     Capacity Increase to 3,200tpa.   
     Operation Up to 140 hours per week (unchanged).   
New transport Conventional idler-type conveyors and/or truck transport.   
 
Abbreviations 
 
ha hectares 
ML/a megalitres per annum  
Mtpa million tonnes per annum 
tpa tonnes per annum 
 
 

 
 
 
 

3. Key environmental factors 
Section 46(6) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 requires the EPA to report to the 
Minister for the Environment on whether or not the proposed changes to conditions or 
procedures should be allowed. In addition, the EPA may make recommendations as it sees fit. 
The environmental factors relevant to the proposal were identified in the EPA’s 2005 
assessment (Bulletin 1209).  The environmental factors that relate to the proposed changes in 
conditions are: 
(a) Conservation of biodiversity; 
(b) Surface and groundwater; 
The significance of the proposed changes to conditions in relation to the above environmental 
factors is discussed in Sections 3.1 to 3.2 of this report. 
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Figure 1: Regional Location of PBA and Expansion Area 
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3.1 Conservation of biodiversity 

Description 
Timing of Condition 12 (Rehabilitation) 
Condition 12 (Rehabilitation) currently requires the proponent to prepare and submit, within 
12 months of formal authority being issued for the proposal, a draft Rehabilitation Plan for 
review to the: 

• Department of Conservation and Land management (now the Department of 
Environment and Conservation); 

• Conservation Commission of Australia; 

• Environmental Management Liaison Group1; and  

• Stakeholder Consultation Group2 
 
The proponent has noted that condition 12 contains a comprehensive list of requirements as to 
the content of the draft Rehabilitation Plan including such things as specific targets for 
nutrient recycling, hydrological function, species lists, and provision for the affects of climate 
change on rehabilitation.  Many aspects may only be addressed effectively after substantial 
research. 
Conditions in Statement 719 require such research to be carried out and set up a process to 
ensure that it is adequate and timely.  In particular, condition 8 requires Biodiversity-Related 
Investigations to be carried out and other conditions require that these investigations must be 
completed and approved prior to approval of any mining plans or any ground disturbing 
activities taking place.   
The proponent considers that the timing requirement for the draft Rehabilitation Plan is not 
appropriately aligned with the timing requirement for the Biodiversity Related Investigations.  
Condition 8 requires that a draft Scope of Biodiversity-Related Investigations be submitted 
for approval within 12 months following formal authority for the proposal (i.e. 13 April 
2006).  Significantly, only the scope for the biodiversity investigations is required by the time 
that condition 12 requires the draft Rehabilitation Plan.   
Once the Scope of Biodiversity-Related Investigations is approved the investigations will be 
carried out and a report prepared. The report must be approved by the Minister for the 
Environment.  All of this must be completed at least 12 months before ground disturbance, 
which is not expected until 2015.  On this basis, the proponent considers that it will be many 
years before sufficient information has been gathered to inform the preparation of the draft 
Rehabilitation Plan and submission within 12 months is not appropriate.  The need for 
rehabilitation in the new areas is unlikely to be before 2020. 
To overcome this situation the proponent proposes that a conceptual Rehabilitation Plan be 
submitted within the 12 months and that the draft Rehabilitation Plan be produced when the 
information from the Biodiversity-Related Investigations becomes available.  As proposed, 
the conceptual Rehabilitation Plan would provide a framework for rehabilitation research 
objectives, an overview of the current program, proposed mechanisms for progress reporting, 
program review and consultation with identified stakeholders. It would incorporate 

                                                 
1 Refer to procedure 6 of Statement 719 for the function and makeup of the EMLG  
2 Refer to procedure 7 of Statement 719 
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preliminary gap analysis to identify potential differences between the current rehabilitation 
issues and those that can be expected in the new areas. 
Ground disturbing activities 
The long lead time until the Biodiversity-Related Investigations are completed means that 
ground disturbance for mining and the transport corridor will not be approved for many years.  
For this reason the definition of “ground disturbing activities” within condition 8 
(Biodiversity-Related Investigations), condition 10 (Transport Corridor Route Plans), 
condition 11 (Bauxite Mining Plans) and condition 12 (Rehabilitation) is very important for 
the proponent, as the term could be construed to include minor disturbance for exploration.  
The proponent contends that the exploration activities in the new mining areas are essential, 
even at this early stage, and that techniques are used to ensure that the disturbance to 
vegetation and the soil profile is minimal.   
As part of its mine planning and development process the proponent normally conducts 
exploration activities, including drilling, over a long period of time as part of its resource 
identification.  The identification of potential resources and inferred resources usually occurs 
decades before mining commences and involves a combination of desktop review (using 
existing laterite mapping and landscape and vegetation data as indicators of bauxite), drilling 
results in similar neighbouring areas and wide spaced drilling in the target area.  Wheeled, 
rather than tracked, drill rigs are used for the wide spaced drilling and there is no need for 
clearing of native vegetation.  The disturbance to the vegetation and soil profile is therefore 
minimal. 
Timing of Forest Management Plan – Primary Bauxite Area 
Commitment 6 in Statement 719 relates to the preparation of a Biodiversity and Forest 
Management Plan for the pre-expansion mining area (Primary Bauxite Area (PBA)).  The 
mine expansion areas were not included in this commitment, because the commitment was 
given by the proponent in order to align forest management in the PBA with the high standard 
that will be developed for the expansion areas as conditions 8 to 12 are applied.  
Currently such things as baseline and seasonal flora and fauna investigations, forest disease 
management, weed and feral animal control programs are included in management plans for 
vegetation, flora and fauna in the PBA.  However, the proponent considers that, if the work 
required for the PBA is to be aligned with the expansion areas, an integrated approach is 
necessary for biodiversity investigations.  Extension of the submission date of the 
Biodiversity and Forest Management Plan – PBA, until after the Minister for the Environment 
has endorsed the Scope of Biodiversity Related Investigations (nominally 24 months from 
formal authority for the expansion), will provide sufficient time to align the investigations and 
management of the two areas.  
Agency comments  
The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) has advised that it supports the 
realignment of submission dates for the draft Rehabilitation Plan and Forest Management 
Plan – PBA to allow the biodiversity investigations to inform the preparation of these plans. 
 
The DEC has also advised that the proponent’s existing exploration activities in the jarrah 
forest are low impact and that there is an existing framework for management of those 
exploration activities.  The DEC supports the exclusion of exploration from the definition of 
the term “ground disturbing activities” in the proponent’s environmental Conditions.  
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Assessment 
The area considered for assessment of this factor is the eastern jarrah forest mining areas and 
transport corridor areas. 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to:  
• maintain the abundance, species diversity, geographic distribution and productivity of 

terrestrial flora, vegetation communities, and fauna; and 
• protect Declared Rare and Priority Flora, and Specially Protected (Threatened) and 

Priority Fauna consistent with provisions of the Wildlife Conservation Act 1950.   
 
The EPA has noted the advice of the DEC supporting the proposed realignment of the 
submission dates for the draft Rehabilitation Plan and Forest Management Plan – PBA with 
the biodiversity related investigations.  Whilst the EPA considers that the existing submission 
date for the draft Rehabilitation Plan was adequate, in as much as a Rehabilitation Plan is 
normally considered to be a live document that is continuously improved as information 
comes to light, the proposed intermediate step of preparing a conceptual Rehabilitation Plan 
adds structure to the process and the delay in submission date of the draft Rehabilitation Plan 
does not present any disadvantages in terms of meeting the EPA’s environmental objective.  
Similarly, the EPA considers that the change in submission date for the Forest Management 
Plan – PBA does not present any disadvantages in terms of meeting the EPA’s environmental 
objective. 
The EPA has noted that the proponent’s exploration activities do not include clearing of 
native vegetation and has also noted the DEC’s advice that the proponent’s exploration 
activities are low impact and are managed under an existing framework.  The EPA considers 
that Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd should not be hindered from carrying out ongoing exploration 
and therefore that the term “ground disturbing activities” should be better defined when it 
occurs in the proponent’s environmental conditions, so that it can not be interpreted in a way 
that would require a delay in exploration that is low impact. 
Summary 
Having particular regard to the: 
(a) advice of the DEC supporting the realignment of the submission dates for the draft 

Rehabilitation Plan and Forest Management Plan - PBA; and 
(b) advice of the DEC supporting exclusion of the exploration from the term “ground 

disturbing activities”; 
it is the EPA’s opinion that the proposed minor changes to the proponent’s mining-related 
environmental conditions will ensure that the mining-related activities are managed to meet 
the EPA’s environmental objective for conservation of biodiversity. 

3.2 Surface and Groundwater 

Description 
Commitment 1 in Statement 719 requires that the proponent prepares and implements a Water 
Resources Management Plan – Mining which applies to all mining areas, bauxite transport 
corridors and overland conveyors.  The requirement for the Water Resources Management 
Plan – Mining was given as a commitment, rather than setting it as a condition, so that the 
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proponent’s pre-expansion mining operation (the PBA) could be voluntarily aligned with the 
mining expansion areas, which were separately assessed (Assessment 1526, 2005). 
 
Worsley currently operates a number of water protection strategies (for example regional 
programs and studies to monitor water quality (salinity) and water level, spills containment 
and management, sediment control and drainage management, establishment of stream buffer 
zones) in the PBA.  However, many of the programs that are required by commitment 1 
represent new challenges that require the proponent to develop new protocols and 
methodologies.  Examples of new programs are requirements to: assess water dependent 
ecosystems in new mining areas, develop working arrangements for activities in public 
drinking water supply areas and develop predictive tools to estimate the extent of water table 
rise due to mining.   

In this regard, it is significant that condition 8 includes the consideration of hydrology and 
salinity in the scope of the Biodiversity-Related Investigations and these investigations could  
therefore inform the preparation of the Water Resources Management Plan – Mining.   

Condition 8 applies to the mining expansion areas only.  The proponent considers that it is 
logical that the same water resources management approach be adopted for the PBA.  
Extension of the submission date of the Water Resources Management Plan – Mining until 
after the Minister has endorsed the Scope of Biodiversity-Related Investigations (nominally 
to 13 April 2008 which is 24 months from formal authorisation of the proposal), would allow 
the proponent sufficient opportunity to align the investigations within the PBA with those that 
are being planned for the expansion areas. 

Assessment 
The area considered for assessment of this factor is the eastern jarrah forest mining areas and 
transport corridor areas.  It includes both the PBA and mining expansion areas. 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to maintain the quality of surface water 
and groundwater so that existing and potential uses, including ecosystem maintenance, are 
protected.   
 
The EPA notes that the proponent currently operates a number of water protection strategies 
in the PBA and that ground disturbing activities will not take place in the mining extension 
areas for many years. They will only be permitted there after management plans are 
developed that take into consideration the findings of the Biodiversity-Related Investigations. 
 
The EPA considers that it would be appropriate and advantageous for the proponent to align 
investigations in the PBA with the mining extension areas and that delaying the preparation 
and implementation of the Water Resources Management Plan – Mining until the Scope of 
the Biodiversity-Related Investigations is endorsed by the Minister (nominally April 2008) is 
therefore acceptable. 
 
Summary 
Having particular regard to the: 
(a) fact that the proponent currently operates a number of water protection strategies in 

the PBA; and 
(b) ground disturbing activities will not take place in the mining extension areas for many 

years and not until after the Biodiversity-Related Investigations are completed; 
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it is the EPA’s opinion that the proposed timing change for Commitment 1 (preparation and 
implementation a Water Resources Management Plan – Mining) will still ensure that mining-
related activities are managed to meet the EPA’s environmental objective for surface and 
groundwater. 

4. Conditions and commitments 
Section 46(6) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 requires the EPA to report to the 
Minister for the Environment on whether or not the proposed changes to conditions or 
procedures should be allowed.  

4.1 Recommended changes to conditions and commitments 
The EPA recommends the following changes to conditions and commitments contained in 
Statement 719: 

• A note added stating that ‘in conditions 8-6, 10-1, 11-1, 11-5 and 12-2 “exploration” 
is excluded from the meaning of the term “ground-disturbing activities”.  Accordingly, 
the proponent may conduct exploration without breaching these conditions’; 

• The timing of condition 12 (Rehabilitation) amended by deletion of “The proponent 
shall, within twelve months following the formal authority issued to the decision-
making authorities under section 45(7) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, .....” 
and insertion of “On completion of the Biodiversity-related Investigations referred to 
in condition 8, the proponent shall use the findings of the investigations to …..”.  The 
following note also to be added: “Note: A conceptual Rehabilitation Plan has been 
submitted by the proponent within twelve months following the original formal 
authority issued to the decision-making authorities under section 45(7) of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986.”; 

• The timing of commitments 1 (Water Resource Management Plan – Mining) and 6 
(Biodiversity and Forest Management Plan – Primary Bauxite Area) amended by 
deletion of “Within 12 months of the formal issuance of this statement” and insertion 
of “Within 24 months of the formal issuance of this statement (i.e. statement no. 
719)”.; and 

• A note added that “wherever mention is made of the Department of Conservation and 
Land Management or the Department of Environment, it should be interpreted as 
referring to the Department of Environment and Conservation”. 

5. Conclusions 
The EPA has considered the request by Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd to change its environmental 
conditions and has concluded that the proposed changes are minor and are appropriate to meet 
the EPA’s objectives for the key environmental factors.  
 
The EPA considers that the proposed timing changes for submission of certain management 
plans will allow the Biodiversity-Related Investigations, also required by conditions, to 
inform the preparation of those plans. 
 
The EPA considers, on advice from the DEC, that Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd’s exploration 
procedures produce minimal impact, as they do not require clearing of native vegetation.  The 
EPA further considers that Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd should not be hindered from carrying 
out exploration and therefore the term “ground disturbing activities” should be better defined 
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when it occurs in the proponent’s environmental conditions so that it can not be interpreted in 
a way that would prevent exploration activities. 

6. Recommendations 
The EPA submits the following recommendations to the Minister for the Environment: 
 
1. That the Minister notes that this report is pursuant to Section 46(1) of the 

Environmental Protection Act 1986 and thus is limited to consideration of proposed 
changes to the original conditions. 

2. That the Minister notes that the proposed changes are: 
• the form and timing of the submission required by condition 12 (Rehabilitation); 
• clarification of the term “ground disturbing activities”; 
• the timing of the preparation of a Biodiversity and Forest Management Plan – Primary 

Bauxite Area (commitment 6); and 
• the timing of submissions required by commitment 1 (Water Resource Management 

Plan –Mining); 
3. That the Minister considers the report on the key environmental factors as set out in 

Section 3. 
4. That the Minister notes that the EPA has concluded that the proposed amendments to 

conditions and commitments, as set out in Section 4, meet the EPA’s objectives.  
5. The Minister imposes the amended conditions, commitments and procedures 

recommended in Appendix 3 of this report. 
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Appendix 3 
 
 
 

Recommended Statement to Amend Conditions and Commitments  
 

 



RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS 
 

Statement No.  
 
 

STATEMENT TO AMEND CONDITIONS APPLYING TO A PROPOSAL 
(PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 46 OF THE 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT 1986) 
 

WORSLEY ALUMINA – PRODUCTION TO MAXIMUM CAPACITY OF 4.4 MTPA 
ALUMINA AND ASSOCIATED MINING  

 
SHIRE OF BEVERLEY, SHIRE OF BODDINGTON, SHIRE OF BROOKTON 

SHIRE OF COLLIE, SHIRE OF HARVEY, SHIRE OF WANDERING AND  
SHIRE OF WILLIAMS 

 
Proposal: To upgrade the Worsley alumina refinery in order to increase 

production to 4.4 million tonnes per annum (Mtpa).  
 
Proponent: Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd  
 
Proponent Address: PO Box 344, COLLIE  WA  6225  
 
Assessment Number: 1673  
 
Previous Assessment Numbers: 984 and 1526  
 
Previous Statement Numbers: Statement Nos 423 (published on 2 July 1996) and 719 

(published on 13 April 2006)  
 
Report of the Environmental Protection Authority: Bulletin 1260  
 
Previous Reports of the Environmental Protection Authority: Bulletins 823 and 1209.  
 
The implementation of the proposal to which the above reports of the Environmental 
Protection Authority relate is subject to the conditions and procedures contained in Ministerial 
Statement No. 719, as amended by the following:  
 
Condition 12-1 - Rehabilitation  

The timing of this condition is amended by deletion of “The proponent shall, within 
twelve months following the formal authority issued to the decision-making authorities 
under section 45(7) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986, .....” and insertion of 
“On completion of the Biodiversity-related Investigations referred to in condition 8, the 
proponent shall use the findings of the investigations to …..”.   

 
 Note: A conceptual Rehabilitation Plan has been submitted by the proponent within 

twelve months following the original formal authority issued to the decision-making 
authorities under section 45(7) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986.  

 
Published on  



 
Commitments  

The timing of commitments 1 (Water Resource Management Plan – Mining) and 6 
(Biodiversity and Forest Management Plan – Primary Bauxite Area) is amended by 
deletion of “Within 12 months of the formal issuance of this statement” and insertion 
of “Within 24 months of the formal issuance of this statement (i.e. statement no. 719)”.   
 
 

Insertion of the following notes at the foot of the statement (immediately following note 3):  
 
4. Exclusion of exploration  

In conditions 8-6, 10-1, 11-1, 11-5 and 12-2 “exploration” is excluded from the meaning 
of the term “ground-disturbing activities”.  Accordingly, the proponent may conduct 
exploration without breaching these conditions.   
 

5. Within this statement, wherever mention is made of the Department of Conservation and 
Land Management or the Department of Environment, it should be interpreted as 
referring to the Department of Environment and Conservation.   
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