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1. Introduction and background 
This report provides the Environmental Protection Authority’s (EPA’s) advice and 
recommendations to the Minister for Environment on the proposal to develop an 
iron ore mine on the Iron Valley tenement by Iron Ore Holdings Ltd (IOH). 
Section 44 of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) requires the EPA 
to report to the Minister for Environment on the outcome of its assessment of a 
proposal.  The report must set out: 

• the key environmental factors identified in the course of the assessment; 
and 

• the EPA’s recommendations as to whether or not the proposal may be 
implemented, and, if the EPA recommends that implementation be allowed, 
the conditions and procedures to which implementation should be subject.   

The EPA may include in the report any other advice and recommendations as it 
sees fit. 
The proponent has submitted an Assessment on Proponent Information (API) 
document setting out the details of the proposal, potential environmental impacts 
and proposed commitments to manage those impacts.   
The EPA considers that the proposal, as described, can be managed to meet the 
EPA’s environmental objectives, subject to the EPA’s recommended conditions 
being made legally binding.   
This report provides the EPA’s advice and recommendations in accordance with 
section 44 of the EP Act.   
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2. The proposal 
The proponent, Iron Ore Holdings Ltd (IOH), proposes to develop an iron ore mine on 
its Iron Valley tenement located in the Shire of East Pilbara approximately 
90 kilometres (km) north-west of Newman (Figure 1). 
The project would include an above watertable blast and hydraulic shovel open pit 
mine and supporting infrastructure including dry crushing and screening plant, run of 
mine pad, waste rock landform, internal roads, power production, hazardous 
materials storage, waste management facilities, office buildings and an 
accommodation camp. An approximate layout of the project components is shown in 
Figure 2. 
The main characteristics of the proposal are summarised in the table below.   
Table 1: Summary of key proposal characteristics 

Element Location/Description Authorised extent 
Project footprint 
(Total disturbance 
footprint) 

See figure 2 Up to 674 ha 

Pit depth Excavation to remain 
above the watertable 

An unsaturated zone of at least 
3 m to be maintained in mine 
pits. 

Waste rock dump See figure 1 Up to 137 hectares with a 
maximum height of 30 metres 

Water use Water supply sourced from 
a single bore within the 
tenement 

Up to 360 mega litres per year 

 
The potential impacts of the proposal are discussed by the proponent in the referral 
document (IOH 2012). 
 

3. Key Environmental Factors 
It is the EPA’s opinion that the following key environmental factors relevant to the 
proposal require evaluation in this report: 
(a) Flora and vegetation; 
(b) Terrestrial fauna;  
(c) Surface water and groundwater;  
(d) Closure, decommissioning and rehabilitation; and 
(e) Residual impacts. 
The key environmental factors are discussed in Sections 3.1 – 3.5.  The description of 
each factor shows why it is relevant to the proposal and how it will be affected by the 
proposal.  The assessment of each factor is where the EPA decides whether or not a 
proposal meets the environmental objective set for that factor. 
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3.1 Flora and vegetation 
Description 
The proposal would require clearing of up to 674 hectares (ha) of native vegetation in 
good to excellent condition (IOH 2012). Other impacts to flora and vegetation 
associated with the proposal could include diversion of surface water, groundwater 
drawdown, impacts to surface water quality, generation of dust and spread of weeds 
and diseases. 
The proponent has conducted a Flora and Vegetation survey of the project area in 
accordance with EPA Guidance Statement 51 and Position Statement No 3. The 
survey included two field survey trips on 8-19 April 2011 (during the summer wet 
season) and 25-4 August 2011 (during the winter dry season) (Astron 2012).  
No Threatened Ecological Communities, Priority Ecological Communities, Declared 
Rare Flora or Priority Flora were identified during field surveys, however twenty-five 
priority flora species ranging from P1 to P4 have the potential to occur in the project 
area (IOH 2012).  
The proponent’s field surveys identified areas of vegetation along the creek line and 
drainage areas as groundwater dependent ecosystems (GDEs). Two key species 
(Eucalyptus victrix and Corymbia hamersleyana) are present in GDEs within the 
survey area. Of these, C. hamersleyana is not likely to be dependent on groundwater. 
E. victrix was located at one quadrant along the southern drainage line. Groundwater 
drawdown in this area would be between two and four metres (IOH 2012). The area 
in which the potentially groundwater dependent E. victrix was identified is within a 
creekline drainage vegetation type, indicating that this population is likely to utilise 
both surface water and groundwater flows (Astron 2012) (Batini 2009). 
Five introduced species were identified, with Cenchrus ciliaris (Buffel Grass) being 
particularly invasive and presenting a threat to weed free areas including drainage 
areas in the survey area. 
The proponent has proposed the following management measures to reduce the 
impact of the proposal to flora and vegetation: 

• minimisation of clearing where practicable; 

• completion of flora surveys in any area not previously surveyed prior to ground 
disturbing activities; 

• education of workforce on the importance of minimising clearing through 
induction procedures; 

• progressive clearing and rehabilitation of disturbed areas; 

• restriction of vehicles and machinery to designated tracks or roads; 

• fire management measures including fire training for workforce and fire 
equipment in vehicles and on site; 

• dust suppression measures; and 

• weed management measures include baseline mapping and routine 
inspection, hygiene measures inductions etc.  
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Figure 1. Regional location 
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Figure 2. Project layout and drainage 
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Assessment 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to maintain the representation, 
diversity, viability and ecological function of flora and vegetation at the species, 
population and community levels.  
The EPA notes that while a number of Priority Flora species have the potential to 
occur within the project area, none has been identified through surveys. The 
vegetation types identified within the project area are known to exist broadly across 
the Pilbara region. Therefore, the EPA considers that clearing associated with the 
proposal is unlikely to significantly impact the abundance or diversity of flora or 
vegetation at a local or regional level.  
The EPA considers that clearing of up to 674 ha of native vegetation in good to 
excellent condition associated with the proposal represents a significant residual 
impact. This impact is further discussed in Section 3.5 – Residual impacts. 
The EPA notes that the area in which the potentially groundwater dependent E. victrix 
was identified is within a creekline drainage vegetation type, indicating that this 
population is likely to utilise both surface water and groundwater flows. The EPA also 
notes that surface water flows in the vicinity of the E. victrix populations identified to 
date would not be diverted, and that the level of drawdown expected to occur in this 
area would be two to four metres over the life of the proposal (Figure 3).  
The EPA considers that it is unlikely that the expected rate of drawdown would impact 
the species given its facultative1 nature, however, given the significance of creekline 
vegetation assemblages in preserving the quality of water entering Weeli Wolli Creek, 
and in line with the precautionary principle, the EPA has recommended a condition to 
ensure that potential impacts to this species are monitored and mitigation measures 
applied if required. 
The EPA notes that there is a potential for weeds to invade and threaten weed free 
areas in the vicinity of the proposal, including areas of vegetation within drainage 
lines which are important for maintaining water quality in Weeli Wolli Creek. The EPA 
has therefore recommended a condition to ensure that weeds are appropriately 
monitored and managed in the project area. 
The EPA considers that impacts to flora and vegetation as a result of changes to the 
surface water regime are unlikely to be significant given that most of the vegetation 
downstream of the proposed surface water diversions would be cleared as part of pit 
excavation and site clearance activities.  
To ensure that the proposal is implemented consistent with the extent of impacts 
detailed by the proponent, the EPA recommends that the extent of authorised 
clearing within the mining tenement (Figure 1 of the recommended statement of 
approval), is limited to 674 ha. The residual impacts of clearing are discussed 
separately in Section 3.5. 

                                            
1 In this context, “facultative” refers to an organism’s discretionary ability to exist in more than one set 
of environmental conditions or by assuming various behaviours.  
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Figure 3. Predicted aquifer drawdown 
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Figure 4. Potential short range endemic Aganippe MYG086 – Zone 1 
Undisturbed Vegetation Type 3 in tenement area 
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Summary  
Having particular regard to: 

• the widespread nature of the vegetation types identified during proponent 
surveys; 

• the likely facultative nature of the E. victrix populations in the project area;  

• the proponent’s proposed management measures including minimisation of 
clearing, fire management measures  and dust suppression measures; and 

• the extent of authorised clearing being limited to 674 ha for the proposal,  
 

it is the EPA’s opinion that the proposal can be managed to meet the EPA’s 
environmental objective for this factor provided that the recommended conditions 
relating to GDEs and weeds are implemented. 
 

3.2 Terrestrial fauna 
Description 
Impacts to fauna associated with the proposal relate primarily to loss or fragmentation 
of habitat. Other impacts may include hydrological changes to the Weeli Wolli Creek 
system, vehicle strikes, introduction or increase of feral animal populations, and dust, 
noise or light disturbance.  
Populations which may be impacted by the proposal include: 

• vertebrate fauna; 

• invertebrate fauna including short range endemic (SRE) species, and  

• subterranean fauna. 

Vertebrate fauna  
The proponent has conducted a desktop assessment and targeted surveys for 
conservation significant species in the project area, and has mapped habitat types in 
the study area.  
The key habitat types in the project area are drainage lines, plains and rocky hills. 
Drainage lines are likely to be the most significant for fauna generally, however the 
rocky hill areas which consist of several steep cliffs and small caves with occasional 
Eucalypts over Triodia are important for significant species such as the Northern 
Quoll (IOH 2012).  
The fauna assemblage in the project area is considered typical of the region (Bamford 
2012). Seven conservation significant fauna species are likely to occur in the project 
area based on desktop studies, these are: 

• Pilbara Olive Python; 

• Northern Quoll; 

• Greater Bilby; 

• Western Pebble-Mound Mouse.  
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• Mulgara; 

• Ghost Bat; and 

• Pilbara Leaf-nose Bat. 
Of the species listed above, targeted fauna surveys conducted by the proponent 
identified the Mulgara and the Western Pebble-mound Mouse in the project area. The 
Rainbow Bee-eater (a Commonwealth listed species) and the Rufous-crowned Emu-
wren (a locally significant species) were also identified during field surveys. 
The proponent has estimated habitat reduction for each of the vertebrate 
conservation significant species in the area within a 15 km radius of the project 
boundaries.  As habitat mapping has not been carried out in this wider area, habitat 
reduction was estimated based on both vegetation type and land system. This is 
detailed in Table 8-4 of the proponent’s API document, which indicates that the loss 
of habitat for the Greater Bilby and Mulgara is below four percent, and loss of habitat 
for all other species noted above, including the Northern Quoll, is below one percent 
(IOH 2012).  
Management actions proposed by the proponent include: 

• minimisation of clearing through implementation of a clearing permitting 
system: 

• avoidance of clearing around significant fauna habitat where possible; 

• progressive clearing to allow animals to disperse, and rehabilitation of cleared 
areas to be undertaken as soon as practicable; 

• placement of infrastructure to avoid fragmentation of habitat where possible; 
roads to be unbunded where possible to avoid disruption of movement to small 
mammals; 

• implementation of low site speed limits, and restrictions on driving after dark; 
restriction of vehicle movements to roads and service corridors and education 
of personnel as to the risks and consequences of fauna strikes; 

• prohibition of domestic animals on site; implementation of waste management 
measures to reduce the attraction of feral animals, and trapping and 
eradication programs for feral animals; 

• direction of lighting away from areas of native vegetation; and 

• dust suppression strategies such as road watering. 

Short range endemic fauna 
The proponent has conducted baseline and targeted SRE surveys in consultation with 
the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC). No confirmed SRE species 
were identified during the survey, however one potential SRE species, Aganippe 
MYG086, has been identified within the project area (IOH 2012).  
Aganippe MYG086 is a mygalomorph trapdoor spider, and is only known from the 
Iron Valley Project area and from the Roy Hill Station, approximately 80 km south-
east of the project area. During the survey the species was also identified on the 
adjoining Rio Tinto Iron Ore tenement (Dalcon 2012).  
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The Roy Hill station and Iron Valley Aganippe populations may be unrelated and 
experience no connectivity. Based on the current known distribution the species is 
considered a potential SRE (Dalcon 2012). 
Clearing associated with the proposal would result in a loss of 288.4 ha of potential 
habitat for Aganippe MYG086, representing 70.9% of the species habitat within the 
tenement, and 34.9% of habitat within a 15 km radius (IOH 2012).   
The proponent has proposed management actions to minimise impacts to Aganippe 
MYG086, with the emphasis of these actions on preserving the remaining 29% of 
habitat which is within the mining tenement and therefore within the proponent’s 
management control (Figure 4). Management measures would include: 

• minimisation and avoidance of clearing in and around SRE habitat;  

• rehabilitation of cleared areas as soon as practicable using endemic species to 
encourage re-colonisation of SREs; and 

• implementation of a fire management strategy. 

Subterranean fauna  
The proposal has the potential to impact subterranean fauna populations and 
diversity through loss of habitat. Troglofauna may be impacted by excavation of the 
pit, while stygofauna may be impacted by drawdown from groundwater abstraction. 
The proponent has conducted troglofauna and stygofauna surveys in accordance with 
EPA Guidance Statement No. 54a. The sampling effort included a total of 98 
troglofauna and 84 stygofauna samples collected from bores inside the impact zone 
of the proposed mine. Troglofauna sampling yielded 112 troglofauna specimens 
consisting of 16 species, while stygofauna sampling yielded 2153 specimens 
consisting of 23 species (Bennelongia 2012). 
The proponent has modelled the groundwater drawdown expected as a result of 
abstraction for site use, and has determined that a maximum drawdown of eight 
metres would occur. Given that the depth of the aquifer to be impacted is 170 m, this 
level of drawdown represents a small proportion of the available stygofauna habitat. 
The aquifer is expected to recover to within four metres of its original level within 
three years following cessation of abstraction (IOH 2012).  
Of the 23 species of stygofauna identified during the proponent’s surveys, 22 were 
identified within the proposed area of drawdown, however all but two of these were 
also identified outside the area to be impacted. The presence of stygofauna of large 
size both in the project area and more widely in the Weeli Wolli Creek area suggests 
considerable connectivity of habitat.  
Sixteen species of troglofauna are known to exist within the project area, with eleven 
of these species found within the mine pit footprint. However, of these eleven, ten 
species were also identified elsewhere in areas outside mine pits or elsewhere in the 
Pilbara. The remaining species, (Chilopoda sp.) is only known from within the pit 
footprint, however it is difficult to determine the conservation status of this species as 
the specimen collected was too damaged for species identification. (Bennelongia 
2012). 
Based on the geology of the Iron Valley Project, the distribution of other Chilopoda in 
the Pilbara, and given that all other troglofauna species identified within the pit 
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footprint were also identified outside the pit, it is likely that suitable habitat for 
troglofauna is also not restricted to the area of disturbance (IOH 2012). 
 
Assessment 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to maintain the representation, 
diversity, viability and ecological function of terrestrial fauna at the species, population 
and community levels. 

Vertebrate fauna  
The EPA notes that the estimated habitat reduction for each of the vertebrate 
conservation significant species in the area within a 15 km radius of the project 
boundaries is below four percent, and loss of habitat for most species, including the 
Northern Quoll, is below one percent.  
Based on the small scale of the proposal and the widespread nature of the habitat 
types in the area, and given the proponent’s proposed management actions including 
minimisation of clearing and implementation of vehicle speed limits and restrictions, 
the EPA considers that it is unlikely that the proposal would result in significant impact 
to the population size or distribution of any conservation significant vertebrate fauna 
species. 

Short range endemic fauna 
The EPA notes that the loss of over 30% of known habitat within 15 km of the project 
area for Aganippe MYG086 has the potential to impact the local distribution of the 
species. The EPA also notes that this species has the potential to be an SRE 
species.  
Given that substantial habitat exists outside the project area, and given the 
proponent’s proposed management actions relating to remaining habitat in the project 
area, the EPA considers that it is unlikely that there would be significant impacts to 
the viability of the population. However, in line with the precautionary principle, the 
EPA has recommended a condition requiring the proponent to demonstrate that 
Aganippe MYG086 is not an SRE species prior to any clearing in the area of habitat 
shown as Zone 1 of Figure 4. 

Subterranean fauna  
The EPA notes that a maximum drawdown of eight metres would occur and that this 
level of drawdown represents a small proportion of the available stygofauna habitat.  
The EPA also notes that most of the stygofauna species identified within the area to 
be impacted by drawdown were also identified outside the area to be impacted. The 
EPA considers that the presence of stygofauna of large size both in the project area 
and more widely in the Weeli Wolli Creek area suggests considerable connectivity of 
habitat.  Therefore, the EPA considers that it is unlikely that the two species identified 
only in the proposed drawdown area would be restricted to that area. 
Given that the proposed drawdown of groundwater associated with this proposal 
represents a relatively small proportion of the available aquifer, and the high 
likelihood of habitat connectivity with Weeli Wolli Creek, the EPA considers that it is 
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unlikely that any species of stygofauna would be significantly impacted by this 
proposal. 
The EPA also considers that based on the geology of the Iron Valley Project, and 
given that 10 of the 11 troglofauna species identified within the pit footprint were also 
identified outside the pit, it is likely that suitable habitat for troglofauna is also not 
restricted to the area of disturbance. 

Summary  
Having particular regard to: 

• the small scale of the proposal in relation to the available habitat for 
conservation significant species; 

• the likely connectivity of habitat for subterranean fauna species; and 

• the proponent’s proposed management measures for vertebrate fauna; 
it is the EPA’s opinion that the proposal can be managed to meet the EPA’s 
environmental objective for this factor provided that the recommended condition 
relating to the potential SRE species Aganippe MYG086 is implemented. 
 

3.3 Surface water and groundwater 
Description 
The proposal has the potential to impact the quality and quantity of groundwater and 
surface water in the project area. Key environmental assets to be protected in relation 
this factor include Weeli Wolli Creek, a major Pilbara drainage line which discharges 
to the Fortescue Marsh, a wetland of national significance. The riparian vegetation of 
Weeli Wolli Creek is important for maintaining water quality and the ecological 
function of this important waterway feeding into the Fortescue marsh.  There are a 
number of existing and proposed mines in the local area impacting the Weeli Wolli 
Creek system, its hydrological regime and flora and fauna values (IOH 2012). 
Impacts to surface water and groundwater associated with the proposal may include: 

• reduction in the quantity of surface water flowing to Weeli Wolli Creek due to 
disruption of drainage lines through the project area; 

• reduction in the quality of surface water flowing to Weeli Wolli Creek due to 
potential leaching of contaminants including acid mine drainage (AMD) from 
waste rock dumps, spillage of hydrocarbons and other hazardous materials, or 
increases in sedimentation associated with clearing and other land disturbing 
activities; 

• reduction in quantity of groundwater available for ecosystem maintenance and 
other uses due to abstraction of water for use on site as potable supply and 
dust suppression. 

Surface water quantity 
There are three minor drainage lines across the project area which flow to Weeli Wolli 
Creek. Two of these drainage lines would be diverted around the project area in such 
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a way that water would report back to Weeli Wolli Creek, as shown in Figure 2. This is 
not expected to result in a significant reduction in surface water flows to the creek. 
There would be a small loss of surface water flows as a result of rainfall within the site 
boundaries being diverted for use on site. The project area represents less than 0.5% 
of the overall catchment of Weeli Wolli Creek (URS 2012b). 

Surface water quality 
There are a number of mechanisms associated with the proposal that may result in 
impacts to surface water quality. These may include accidental discharge of waste 
water, spillage of hydrocarbons or other contaminants, potential leaching of AMD 
materials, and ground disturbance leading to increased sedimentation. 
The proponent has conducted analysis of waste materials from the site. Initial testing 
indicates that the risk of AMD material associated with this proposal is low. Further 
testing is needed to confirm this conclusion (IOH 2012). 
Stormwater falling within the operational area would be diverted to retention ponds for 
reuse and evaporation, while surface water flows from upstream of the project area 
would be diverted around the site and would return back to Weeli Wolli Creek.   
This would be managed by the Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) as part of 
the mining proposal approval process. Sampling would occur in each rock type prior 
to ground disturbance. Any AMD material identified would be blended with other 
materials with high acid neutralising capacity prior to being encapsulated within the 
waste rock landform (WRL) to minimise the risk of leaching, including the use of a dry 
cover systems. 
It is expected that maintenance of separation between on-site and off-site water 
would be effective in managing impacts to surface water quality associated with spills 
and accidental discharges. Perimeter drains would include sediment traps to ensure 
that runoff does not increase sedimentation in Weeli Wolli Creek (IOH 2012). 
Groundwater quantity 
As the proposal is solely above the watertable, no dewatering would be required for 
pit excavation and ore extraction. However, a bore would be required to source water 
for dust suppression and potable supply. Abstraction would be approximately 360 
megalitres per annum from a single bore located on the site. Water supply would be 
reduced where possible by supplementing from surface water harvesting (IOH 2012). 
The proponent has conducted modelling of the predicted drawdown. This modelling 
indicates that drawdown would range between two to eight metres as shown in 
Figure 3. There would be limited propagation of the drawdown cone to the east 
towards Weeli Wolli Creek due to the low transmissivity of the Weeli Wolli formation 
(URS 2012a). 
The aquifer is expected to recover to within four metres of its original level in three 
years following the cessation of abstraction, and continue to recharge at a lower rate 
over time.  
There are no known third party users of the aquifer. Ecological receptors may include 
E. victrix populations in the creeklines to the south of the proposal area and 
stygofauna populations within the aquifer. 
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Assessment 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to maintain the hydrological 
functions of groundwater and surface water so that existing and potential uses, 
including ecosystem maintenance are protected. 
Surface water quantity 
The EPA notes that surface water diversions would be constructed by the proponent 
to direct water from upstream of the proposal area around the site to Weeli Wolli 
Creek. The EPA also notes that the design and monitoring of these diversions would 
be managed by the DMP as part of the mining proposal approval process.  
The EPA considers, based on current practice that diversion of surface water can be 
managed in such a way as to minimise the loss of flow to the Weeli Wolli Creek 
catchment. The proposal is therefore unlikely to significantly impact the hydrological 
regime of Weeli Wolli Creek in terms of either volume or alteration of the hydro 
period.  
The EPA considers that impacts to surface water quantity associated with the 
proposal can be managed to meet the EPA’s objective for this factor, however in 
accordance with the precautionary principle the EPA has recommended a condition to 
ensure that diversions are designed and monitored in such a way as to ensure that 
there is minimal change to the hydrological regime of Weeli Wolli Creek. 
Surface water quality 
While further testing is required to confirm the low AMD potential of waste rock 
associated with the proposal, the EPA notes that this would be managed by DMP as 
part of the mining proposal approval process. Sampling would occur in each rock type 
prior to ground disturbance. Any AMD material identified would be blended with other 
materials with high acid neutralising capacity prior to being encapsulated within the 
waste rock landform (WRL) to minimise the risk of leaching, including the use of a dry 
cover systems. 
The EPA notes that maintenance of separation between on-site and off-site water 
would be effective in managing impacts to surface water quality associated with spills 
sedimentation and accidental discharges. 
Given the low likelihood of AMD leachate associated with the proposal, the 
proponent’s proposed management measures for separation of offsite and onsite 
surface water flows, and the regulation of waste materials and surface water quality 
by the DMP, it is likely that surface water quality can be managed to meet the EPA’s 
objectives for this factor. However, in line with the precautionary principle, the EPA 
has recommended a condition to ensure that monitoring of surface water quality is 
carried out and additional management measures applied where necessary. 
Groundwater quantity 
Ecological receptors with the potential to be impacted by groundwater drawdown 
associated with this proposal have been addressed in sections 3.1 (Flora and 
vegetation) and 3.2 (Terrestrial fauna). As concluded previously, impacts to these 
receptors can be managed to meet the EPA’s objectives, provided that the 
recommended conditions relating to the monitoring and management of E. victrix are 
implemented. 
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Groundwater abstraction associated with this proposal would be managed by the 
Department of Water under the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act 1914.  
Impacts to groundwater quantity associated with this proposal can be managed to 
meet the EPA’s objectives for this factor. However, it should be noted that in the 
event that the proponent’s mine plan changes to include mining below the water 
table, additional studies would be required. 
Summary  
Having particular regard to: 

• the proponent’s proposed management of surface water diversions; 

• the separation of on-site and off-site surface water streams; and 

• the management of AMD materials by the DMP through the mining proposal 
approval process, 

it is the EPA’s opinion that the proposal can be managed to meet the EPA’s 
environmental objective for this factor provided that the recommended conditions 
requiring the proponent to monitor and manage surface water flows and quality are 
implemented. 
 

3.4 Closure, decommissioning and rehabilitation 
Description 
It is anticipated that the final land use of the area would be consistent with pastoral 
activities in nearby areas. To prevent sterilisation of the remaining orebody, pit voids 
are planned to remain after closure. Ingress of surface water into pit voids would be 
prevented by appropriate surface water diversions. All other land disturbed by the 
proposal would be progressively rehabilitated to a condition suitable for pastoral use.  
Assessment 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to ensure that premises can be 
closed, decommissioned and rehabilitated in an ecologically sustainable manner, 
consistent with agreed outcomes and land uses, and without unacceptable liability to 
the State. 
The EPA notes that the proposal would be situated on mining tenure, and that under 
the Mining Act 1978 the proponent would be required to prepare a Mine Closure Plan 
(MCP).  The EPA also notes that an updated version of the MCP would be required 
every three years following initial approval.  
The MCP would include a detailed assessment of surface water management, waste 
characterisation and management, and closure and rehabilitation. The DMP has 
advised the EPA that it can manage mine closure and rehabilitation consistent with 
the DMP/EPA Mine Closure Guidelines. The EPA is therefore satisfied that the EPA’s 
objectives can be met.  
Summary  
Having particular regard to the Mine Closure Plan required under the Mining Act 1978 
that will be prepared consistent with the DMP/EPA Mine Closure Guidelines, it is the 
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EPA’s opinion that the proposal can be managed to meet the EPA’s environmental 
objective for this factor.   
 

3.5 Residual impacts 
Following the implementation of all mitigation measures, the proposal is expected to 
have the following significant residual impacts:  
•  clearing of approximately 670 ha of native vegetation in good to excellent 

condition. 
The EPA has identified a substantial increase in the number of applications for and 
amount of clearing of native vegetation in the Pilbara Interim Biogeographic 
Regionalisation for Australia (IBRA) region. This increase, combined with the 
predicted future activities requiring clearing in the Pilbara bioregion, as well as other 
impacts from pastoralism and fires, is likely to have a significant impact on 
environmental values. As a result, the EPA has determined that a proactive approach 
to limiting these impacts is required.  
Conservation areas in the Pilbara bioregion total approximately 8% of the area, with 
the remainder mostly Crown Land, covered with mining tenements and pastoral 
leases. As such, the potential for traditional land acquisition and management offsets 
are limited. The Fortescue subregion is poorly represented in the formal conservation 
reserve system (currently at 0.57%).  
The EPA has determined that a possible solution is the establishment of a strategic 
regional conservation initiative for the Pilbara. This initiative would pool funding from 
various offset requirements and then fund on-ground management actions to deal 
with key threatening processes across the Pilbara bioregion. One benefit of this is 
that the actions undertaken will benefit a range of species and ecosystems, including 
those identified as Matters of National Environmental Significance. Another benefit of 
this approach is that it limits the tenure issue by forgoing the requirement to acquire 
land. Normal government processes to transfer land into the conservation estate can 
continue to take place outside of the environmental impact assessment process. 
Offsets for clearing good to excellent condition native vegetation have already been 
applied in the Pilbara bioregion for clearing close to the Fortescue Marsh. Where 
there is an additional level of environmental value (such as a Priority Ecological 
Community or riparian vegetation), a higher offset has been applied to account for 
this greater value. This has generally been for proposals within the Fortescue 
subregion, as well as some that are also partly in the Hamersley subregion, but also 
within the Upper Fortescue catchment.  
The actual rate applied to any particular proposal may vary depending on factors 
such as impacts on important State environmental assets (such as impacts on 
National Parks) and overlap between State and Commonwealth matters, such that an 
offset requirement is not duplicated.  
Consistent with the approach outlined above, the EPA has recommended a condition 
which addresses the significant residual impacts of the proposal and provides a 
contribution to the strategic regional conservation initiative. The proponent has 
indicated its support for this approach. 
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4. Recommended conditions  
Having considered the information provided in this report, the EPA has developed a 
set of conditions that the EPA recommends be imposed if the proposal by Iron Ore 
Holdings Ltd to develop and operate an Iron Ore Mine on the Iron Valley tenement is 
approved for implementation.  These conditions are presented in Appendix 2. 
 

5. Other advice 
The EPA notes that a number of companies in the vicinity of this proposal are 
currently disposing of surplus water to the environment. The EPA considers that Iron 
Ore Holdings Ltd should investigate the feasibility of obtaining water from one of 
these operations as an alternative to groundwater abstraction. 
The EPA is also aware that the proponent may propose in the future to develop below 
the watertable. Given the potential for cumulative impacts of groundwater drawdown 
and disposal on the aquifers and the Weeli Wolli creek system, early advice should 
be sought from the Department of Water regarding the methodology of groundwater 
investigations necessary to understand the cumulative impacts of mining proposals in 
the area and to demonstrate appropriate management or mitigation measures. 
In addition, below watertable mining is likely to have impacts on stygofauna species. 
Noting that two stygofauna species have only been identified within the proposal area 
to date, additional investigations would be required to further clarify the impacts to 
stygofauna species.  
 

6. Conclusions 
The EPA has considered the proposal by Iron Ore Holdings Ltd to construct and 
operate an above water table iron ore mine on the Iron Valley tenement. 
The EPA notes the following: 

• No Threatened Ecological Communities, Priority Ecological Communities, 
Declared Rare Flora or Priority Flora were identified during field surveys. The 
vegetation types identified within the project area are known to exist broadly 
across the Pilbara region. Therefore, clearing associated with the proposal is 
unlikely to significantly impact the abundance or diversity of flora or vegetation 
at a local or regional level.  

• To ensure that the proposal is implemented consistent with the extent of 
impacts detailed by the proponent, the EPA recommends that the extent of 
authorised clearing within the mining tenement is limited to 674 ha.  

• There is one potentially groundwater dependent species in the project area. It 
is unlikely that the expected rate of drawdown would impact the species given 
its facultative nature, however, given the significance of creek line vegetation 
assemblages in preserving the quality of water entering Weeli Wolli Creek, the 
EPA has recommended a condition to ensure that potential impacts to this 
species are monitored and mitigation measures applied if required. 
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• The vertebrate fauna assemblage in the project area is considered typical of 
the region. Seven conservation significant fauna species are considered likely 
to occur in the project area. Habitat analysis has determined that the loss of 
habitat for the Greater Bilby and Mulgara is below four percent, and loss of 
habitat for all other species identified, including the Northern Quoll, is below 
one percent. It is therefore unlikely that the proposal would result in significant 
impact to the distribution of any conservation significant vertebrate fauna 
species. 

• One potential SRE species, the Mygalomorph trapdoor spider Aganippe 
MYG086, has been identified within the project area. Clearing associated with 
the proposal would result in a loss of 288.4 ha of potential habitat for Aganippe 
MYG086, representing 34.9% of habitat within a 15 km radius.  Although it is 
likely that impacts to SRE species related to this proposal can be managed to 
meet the EPA’s objectives for this factor, the EPA has recommended a 
condition to ensure that impacts to Aganippe MYG086 habitat in the project 
area are minimised unless further surveys indicate that the species is not a 
short range endemic. 

• A maximum groundwater drawdown of eight metres would occur. Given that 
the depth of the aquifer to be impacted is 170 m, this level of drawdown 
represents a small proportion of the available stygofauna habitat. The 
distribution of stygofauna species both in the project area and more widely in 
the Weeli Wolli Creek area suggests considerable connectivity of habitat. It is 
therefore unlikely that the proposal would significantly impact the diversity or 
distribution of stygofauna species in the project area. 

• Based on the geology of the Iron Valley Project, and given that 10 of the 11 
troglofauna species identified within the pit footprint were also identified outside 
the pit, it is likely that suitable habitat for troglofauna is not restricted to the 
area of disturbance. It is therefore unlikely that the proposal would significantly 
impact the diversity or distribution of troglofauna species in the project area. 

• There would be a small loss of surface water flows as a result of rainfall within 
the site boundaries being diverted for use onsite. The project area represents 
less than 0.5% of the overall catchment of Weeli Wolli Creek. Given the 
proponent’s proposed surface water management measures, the proposal is 
unlikely to significantly impact the hydrological regime of Weeli Wolli Creek in 
terms of either volume or timing.  

• While further testing is required to confirm the low AMD potential of waste rock 
associated with the proposal, this would be managed by the DMP as part of 
the mining proposal approval process. It is expected that maintenance of 
separation between onsite and offsite water would be effective in managing 
impacts to surface water quality associated with spills and accidental 
discharges. Perimeter drains would include sediment traps to ensure that 
runoff does not increase sedimentation in Weeli Wolli Creek. It is therefore 
likely that the proposal can be managed to meet the EPA’s objectives for 
surface water quality. However, in line with the precautionary principle the EPA 
has recommended a condition to ensure that surface water quality is monitored 
and managed to an appropriate standard. 
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• Ecological receptors with the potential to be impacted by groundwater 
drawdown associated with this proposal include E. victrix communities and 
stygofauna populations. As concluded previously, impacts to these receptors 
can be managed to meet the EPA’s objectives, provided that the 
recommended condition relating to the monitoring and management of E. 
victrix is implemented. Groundwater abstraction associated with this proposal 
would be managed by the DoW under the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act 
1914.  

• As the proposal would be situated on mining tenure, under the Mining Act 1978 
the proponent would be required to prepare a Mine Closure Plan (MCP). An 
updated version of the MCP would be required every three years following 
initial approval. The MCP would include a detailed assessment of surface 
water management, waste characterisation and management, and closure and 
rehabilitation. The DMP has advised the EPA that it can manage mine closure 
and rehabilitation consistent with the DMP/EPA Mine Closure Guidelines. The 
EPA is therefore satisfied that the EPA’s objectives can be met.  

• The proposal would require clearing of approximately 670 ha of native 
vegetation in good to excellent condition. This would represent a significant 
residual impact. Therefore, the EPA has recommended a condition outlining 
the agreed offset package. 

The EPA has therefore concluded that the proposal can be managed to meet the 
EPA’s environmental objectives, provided there is satisfactory implementation by the 
proponent of the recommended conditions set out in Appendix 2. 
 

7. Recommendations 
The EPA submits the following recommendations to the Minister for Environment: 
1. That the Minister notes that the proposal being assessed is for the construction 

and operation of an above water table iron ore mine on the Iron Valley 
tenement; 

2. That the Minister considers the report on the key environmental factors as set 
out in Section 3; 

3. That the Minister notes that the EPA has concluded that the proposal can be 
managed to meet the EPA’s environmental objectives, provided there is 
satisfactory implementation by the proponent of the recommended conditions 
set out in Appendix 2; and 

4. That the Minister imposes the conditions and procedures recommended in 
Appendix 2 of this report. 
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Identified Decision-making Authorities 

 
Section 44(2) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) specifies that the 
EPA’s report must set out (if it recommends that implementation be allowed) the 
conditions and procedures, if any, to which implementation should be subject.  This 
Appendix contains the EPA’s recommended conditions and procedures. 
 
Section 45(1) requires the Minister for Environment to consult with decision-making 
authorities, and if possible, agree on whether or not the proposal may be 
implemented, and if so, to what conditions and procedures, if any, that 
implementation should be subject. 
 
The following decision-making authorities have been identified for this consultation: 

Decision-making Authority Approval 
Minister for Water  Rights In Water and Irrigation Act 1914 

– Water Extraction Licence 

Minister for Mines and Petroleum Mining Act 1978 

Minister for Indigenous Affairs Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 – Section 
18 Approvals 

Director General  
Department of Environment and 
Conservation 

Environmental Protection Act 1986 - 
Part V Licence and Works Approvals 

Note: In this instance, agreement is only required with DMAs #1, 2 and 3 since these 
DMAs are Ministers. 



 
 



Statement No. XXX 

RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS 

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

IRON VALLEY ABOVE WATERTABLE MINING PROJECT 

Proposal: The proposal is to construct and develop an iron ore mine 
and associated infrastructure on the Iron Valley tenement 
located approximately 90 kilometres north-west of Newman 
in the Shire of East Pilbara. 

Proponent: IRON ORE HOLDINGS LTD 
Australian Company Number 107 492 517 

Proponent Address: Level 1  
1 Altona Street 
WEST PERTH  WA  6005 

Assessment Number: 1905 

Report of the Environmental Protection Authority Number: 1463 

This Statement authorises the implementation of the Proposal described and 
documented in Columns 1 and 2 of Table 2 of Schedule 1.  The implementation of 
the Proposal is subject to the following implementation conditions and procedures 
and Schedule 1 details definitions of terms and phrases used in the implementation 
conditions and procedures. 
1 Proposal Implementation 
1-1 When implementing the proposal, the proponent shall not exceed the 

authorised extent of the proposal as defined in Column 3 of Table 2 in 
Schedule 1, unless amendments to the proposal and the authorised extent of 
the Proposal has been approved under the EP Act. 

2 Contact Details 
2-1 The proponent shall notify the CEO of any change of its name, physical 

address or postal address for the serving of notices or other correspondence 
within 28 days of such change.  Where the proponent is a corporation or an 
association of persons, whether incorporated or not, the postal address is that 
of the principal place of business or of the principal office in the State. 

3 Time Limit for Proposal Implementation 
3-1 The proponent shall not commence implementation of the proposal after the 

expiration of 5 years from the date of this statement, and any commencement, 
within this 5 year period, must be substantial. 



3-2 Any commencement of implementation of the proposal, within 5 years from 
the date of this statement, must be demonstrated as substantial by providing 
the CEO with written evidence, on or before the expiration of 5 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 
assessment 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 
15 months from the date of issue of this Statement addressing the 12 month 
period from the date of issue of this Statement and then annually from the 
date of submission of the first compliance assessment report. 
The compliance assessment report shall: 
(1) be endorsed by the proponent’s Managing Director or a person 

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 Public Availability of Data 
5-1 Subject to Condition 5-2, within a reasonable time period approved by the 

CEO of the issue of this statement and for the remainder of the life of the 
proposal the proponent shall make publicly available, in a manner approved 
by the CEO, all validated environmental data (including sampling design, 
sampling methodologies, empirical data and derived information products (e.g. 
maps)) relevant to the assessment of this proposal and implementation of this 
Statement. 

5-2 If any data referred to in Condition 5-1 contains particulars of: 
(1) a secret formula or process; or 
(2) confidential commercially sensitive information; 
the proponent may submit a request for approval from the CEO to not make 
this data publically available.  In making such a request the proponent shall 
provide the CEO with an explanation and reasons why the data should not be 
made publically available. 

6 Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems 
6-1 The proponent shall ensure that groundwater drawdown associated with the 

proposal does not cause long term impacts to the health and abundance of 
Eucalyptus victrix outside the approved disturbance footprint as shown in 
Figure 3 of Schedule 1. 

6-2 Prior to the commencement of groundwater abstraction, the proponent shall 
conduct a targeted survey to determine the spatial extent and health of 
E.victrix inside the expected area of groundwater drawdown as shown in 
Figure 3 of Schedule 1, to the satisfaction of the CEO. 

6-3 The proponent shall repeat the surveys undertaken pursuant to Condition 6-2 
following the commencement of groundwater abstraction in the project area 
annually or at a frequency agreed by the CEO. 

6-4 Where the results of monitoring undertaken pursuant to Condition 6-3 indicate 
adverse changes in the extent or condition of E.victrix, the proponent shall 
provide a report to the CEO within 21 days which: 
(1) describes the decline or change; 
(2) provides information which allows determination of the likely root cause 

of the decline or change; and  
(3) if considered likely to be the result of activities undertaken in 

implementing the proposal, describe which management actions will be 
implemented and the associated timelines to remediate the decline or 
change.  

6-5  The proponent shall implement the actions identified in Condition 6-4(3) until 
the CEO determines that the remedial actions may cease. 

 
7 Weeds 
7-1 The proponent shall prevent the establishment of any new species of weeds 

within the project footprint as defined in Figure 1 of Schedule 1. 



7-2 The proponent shall ensure there is no increase in weed cover, extent or 
diversity of weeds in the project footprint as defined in Figure 1 of Schedule 1. 

7-3 Prior to ground-disturbing activities in the project area, the proponent shall 
undertake and submit a baseline weed survey to identify the presence, extent, 
species diversity and invasive characteristics of weeds and weed cover, to the 
satisfaction of the CEO. 

7-4 The proponent shall repeat the surveys undertaken pursuant to Condition 7-3 
following the commencement of ground disturbance activities in the project 
footprint annually or at a frequency agreed by the CEO. 

7-5 Where the results of monitoring undertaken pursuant to Condition 7-4 indicate 
adverse changes in the presence, extent, species diversity and invasive 
characteristics of weeds and weed cover, the proponent shall: 
(1) immediately implement, and/or propose appropriately timed weed 

control measures in affected areas to the satisfaction of the CEO;  
(2) submit details of weed control measures that have or will be 

implemented pursuant to Condition 7-5 (1) and any proposed 
rehabilitation measures to be implemented to the CEO, within 21 days 
of becoming aware of adverse changes; and 

(3) implement weed control and rehabilitation measures detailed pursuant 
to Condition 7-5 (2) until such time as the CEO agrees implementation 
may cease. 
 

8 Short Range Endemic Fauna 
8-1 In order to ensure that the proposal does not result in significant impacts to the 

population size or distribution of Aganippe MYG086, the proponent shall 
ensure that no clearing or loss of vegetation occurs within the area of 
vegetation defined as Zone 1 in Figure 2 of Schedule 1, unless otherwise 
approved by the CEO under condition 8-2. 

8-2 Should the proponent demonstrate to the satisfaction of the CEO that 
Aganippe MYG086 is not a Short Range Endemic species, the proponent may 
apply to the CEO for approval to disturb vegetation within Zone 1. 

 
9 Surface Water  
9-1 The proponent shall ensure that:  

(1) run-off and/or seepage from waste material landforms and other 
disturbed areas does not cause a detrimental change to the quality of 
surface water downstream of the project footprint relative to pre-mining 
surface water quality established in baseline surveys required by 
condition 9-3; and 

(2) alterations to surface water flows associated with the proposal in the 
Iron valley Catchment do not result in significant detrimental changes to 
the hydrological regime of water entering the Weeli Wolli Creek 
catchment relative to pre-mining conditions. 
 
 



9-2 The proponent shall: 
(1) monitor the quality of surface water at locations not more than 500 

metres upstream and downstream of the waste material landforms and 
other disturbed areas quarterly to ensure that the requirements of 
condition 9-1 (1) are met. This monitoring is to be carried out using 
methods consistent with ANZECC Guideline (and its updates) and to 
the satisfaction of the CEO. 

(2) monitor surface water flows to the satisfaction of the CEO to ensure 
that the requirements of condition 9-1 (2) are being met. 

9-3 The proponent shall commence the monitoring required by condition 9-2 prior 
to the commencement of ground disturbing activities in order to collect 
baseline data. 

9-4 In the event that monitoring required by condition 9-2 indicates that the 
requirements of condition 9-1 are not being met, the proponent shall provide a 
report to the CEO within 21 days which: 
(1) describes the decline or change; 
(2) provides information which allows determination of the likely root cause 

of the decline or change; and  
(3) if considered likely to be the result of activities undertaken in 

implementing the proposal, describe which management actions will be 
implemented and the associated timelines to remediate the decline or 
change.  

9-5 The proponent shall implement the actions identified in Condition 9-4 (3) until 
the CEO determines that the remedial actions may cease. 
 

10 Residual Impacts  
10-1 In view of the significant residual impacts as a result of implementation of the 

proposal, the proponent shall contribute funding for the impact to good to 
excellent condition native vegetation to the strategic regional conservation 
initiative for the Pilbara as pursuant to condition 10-2. 

10-2 The proponent’s contribution to the initiative identified in Condition 10-1 based 
on approximately 670 ha of good to excellent condition native vegetation at 
$1500 AUD/ha shall be paid in annual instalments of $100,000 AUD 
(excluding GST) per year over ten years, with the first payment due within 
twelve months of ground disturbance. 

10-3 The real value of contributions described in condition 10-2 will be maintained 
through indexation to the Perth Consumer Price Index, with the first 
adjustment to be applied to the first contribution. 

 

 

  



Table 1. Summary of the proposal 
 
Short Description Iron Ore Holdings Ltd proposes to develop an iron ore mine 

on its Iron Valley tenement located approximately 90 
kilometres north-west of Newman in the Shire of East Pilbara. 
The proponent has identified a resource of 50 million tonnes 
to be mined at up to 5 million tonnes per annum. 
 
The project would include blast and hydraulic shovel open pit 
mining wholly above the watertable, dry crushing and 
screening and transport of product by road.  
 
Permanent surface water diversions would be required to 
redirect three minor tributaries around the project area and 
into Weeli Wolli Creek, which runs to the east of the project 
area. 
 
Infrastructure would include office buildings, power 
production, internal roads, hazardous material storage, waste 
management facilities, surface water diversions and an 
accommodation camp. 

 
 
Table 2: Location and authorised extent of physical and operational elements 
 
Element Location/Description Authorised Extent 
Project footprint 
(Total Disturbance 
Footprint) 

See figure 1 Up to 674 hectares 

Pit Depth Excavation to remain 
above the watertable 

An unsaturated zone of at least 
3 metres to be maintained in 
mine pits. 

Waste rock dump See figure 1 Up to 137 hectares with a 
maximum height of 30 metres 

Water use Water supply sourced from 
a single bore within the 
tenement 

Up to 360 mega litres per year 

 
 
Figures 
Figure 1 Project layout 
Figure 2 Potential short range endemic Aganippe MYG086 – Zone 1 Undisturbed 

Vegetation Type 3 in tenement area 
Figure 3 Predicted aquifer drawdown 
 
  



 

Figure 1. Project layout  



 Figure 2. Potential short range endemic Aganippe MYG086 – Zone 1 
Undisturbed Vegetation Type 3 in tenement area   



 

Figure 3. Predicted aquifer drawdown 



Schedule 2 
Term or 
Phrase 

Definition 

CEO The Chief Executive Officer of the Department of the Public Service of 
the State responsible for the administration of section 48 of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, or his delegate. 

EP Act Environmental Protection Act 1986 
AUD Australian Dollars 
GST Goods and Services Tax 
ANZECC 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 

 



Notes 
The following notes are provided for information and do not form a part of the 
implementation conditions of the Statement: 

• The proponent for the time being nominated by the Minister for Environment 
under section 38(6) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 is responsible for 
the implementation of the proposal unless and until that nomination has been 
revoked and another person is nominated. 

• If the person nominated by the Minister, ceases to have responsibility for the 
proposal, that person is required to provide written notice to the Environmental 
Protection Authority of its intention to relinquish responsibility for the proposal 
and the name of the person to whom responsibility for the proposal will pass or 
has passed.  The Minister for Environment may revoke a nomination made 
under section 38(6) of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 and nominate 
another person. 

• To initiate a change of proponent, the nominated proponent and proposed 
proponent are required to complete and submit Post Assessment Form 1 – 
Application to Change Nominated Proponent. 

• The General Manager of the Office of the Environmental Protection Authority 
was the Chief Executive Officer of the Department of the Public Service of the 
State responsible for the administration of section 48 of the Environmental 
Protection Act 1986 at the time the Statement was signed by the Minister for 
Environment. 
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