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Environmental Protection Authority 
 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING DOCUMENT 

 
PROPOSAL NAMES: Use exploration groundwater bore and installing 

of water pipelines in the Chittering Road Reserve 
(Assessment No. 1578) 

  
 Water service works in the road reserve of 

Chittering Road and Chittering Valley Road and 
groundwater abstraction from exploration bore 
(Assessment No. 1579) 

 
LOCATION: Lower Chittering 
 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT  
AREA: Shire of Chittering  
 
PROPONENT: SEJEKI Pty Ltd 
 
PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD: 4 weeks 

 

1. Introduction 

The above proposal is being assessed by the Environmental Protection Authority 
(EPA) under Part IV of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) at the level of 
Public Environmental Review (PER).  This Environmental Scoping Document (ESD) 
sets out the requirements for the environmental review of the proposal.  The purpose 
of an ESD is to: 

  specify the EPA’s requirements for the environmental review to be undertaken 
by the proponent; and 

  specify the form, content, timing and procedure of the environmental review 
required. 

The proponent must conduct the environmental review in accordance with this ESD 
and then report to the EPA in an environmental review report (PER document).  As 
well as the proposal-specific requirements for the environmental review identified in 
this ESD, the PER document must also address the generic information 
requirements listed in section 10.2.4 of the EPA’s Environmental Impact Assessment 
(Part IV Divisions 1 and 2) Administrative Procedures 2012 (Administrative 
Procedures).  The requirements under the current 2012 Administrative Procedures 
are in line with the requirements listed in section 6.3.5 of the Environmental Impact 
Assessment (Part IV Division 1) Administrative Procedures 2002.  When the EPA is 
satisfied that the PER document adequately addresses both of these requirements, 
the proponent will be required to release the document for a public review period of 
4 weeks. 
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The 2012 Administrative Procedures has provision to allow for the assessment of 
proposals where the decision on the level of assessment was made prior to the 2012 
Administrative Procedures being implemented, to be undertaken in accordance with 
these 2012 Administrative Procedures if deemed appropriate and practicable.  The 
EPA has determined that applying the 2012 Administrative Procedures to these 
proposals is appropriate and as such the EPA has developed this ESD. 
 
This ESD has been prepared by the EPA in consultation with the proponent, 
decision-making authorities and interested agencies consistent with EPA 
Environmental Assessment Guideline (EAG) 10 – Scoping a proposal.  ESDs 
prepared by the EPA are not subject to public review.  The ESD will be available on 
the EPA website (www.epa.wa.gov.au) upon endorsement and must be appended to 
the PER document.  

2. The proposal 

The subject of this ESD is the proposals by, SEJEKI Pty Ltd, to develop a water 
supply source using a bore located in the Chittering Road reserve in Lower 
Chittering.  The EPA has received two separate proposal referrals for assessment 
however, because the proposals are abstracting groundwater with a combined total 
abstraction rate from the same bore, the assessments have been combined, thereby 
requiring a single PER document.   
 
The proposals would involve the combined abstraction of up to 
390 megalitres (ML)/per annum (at full development, with an interim abstraction of 
174 ML/per annum) from a single bore located in the northern section of the 
Chittering Road reserve.  The bore is drilled to 73.5 metres (m) below ground level 
into the ‘Karri – Combined – Fractured Rock West – Palaeochannel aquifer’.  The 
location of the proposal is shown in Figure 1. 
 
The proposal addressed under assessment number 1578 would involve the 
abstraction of groundwater from the abovementioned bore, as well as the 
construction of a 1.2 kilometre pipeline running east of the bore within the northern 
section of the road reserve of Chittering Road.  This proposal would involve the 
supply of non-potable water to various properties located to the north and east of the 
bore for personal use for agricultural purposes.  
 
The water supply system proposed under assessment number 1579 is proposing to 
abstract groundwater also from the abovementioned bore supplying ‘fit for purpose’ 
water to various properties in the southern portion of the Shire of Chittering.  The 
scope of this proposal is currently limited to the rate of abstraction from the aquifer 
and does not include the infrastructure needed for a complete water service, such as 
water pipelines. 
 
The key characteristics of the proposal are set out in Table 1, in accordance with 
EAG 1 – Defining the key characteristics of a proposal.  It should be noted that the 
key proposal characteristics may change as a result of implementation of the 
mitigation hierarchy by the proponent on account of the findings of studies and 
investigations conducted as part of the environmental review. 
  

http://www.epa.wa.gov.au/
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Table 1 – Key Proposal Characteristics 

Summary of the proposals 

Proposal Title Use exploration groundwater bore and installing of water 
pipelines in the Chittering Road Reserve (Assessment No. 
1578). 
  
 Water service works in the road reserve of Chittering Road 
and Chittering Valley Road and groundwater abstraction from 
exploration bore (Assessment No. 1579). 

Proponents Name SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

Short Description The proposals are to supply ‘fit for purpose’ water to the local 
and regional locality.  The proposals involve the combined 
total abstraction of initially 174 ML/per annum and up to 390 
ML/per annum at full development of groundwater from a 
bore located in the Chittering Road Reserve in Lower 
Chittering.   

Physical Elements 

Element Location Proposed Extent 

Pipeline Located in the northern 
section of the Chittering 
Road reserve within the 
proposed Development 
Envelope as shown in 
Figure 1.  
 
Note: proponent to 
define development 
envelope and provide 
spatial data on location 
of the pipeline.  

Up to 1.2 kilometres of pipeline. 
 
No more than XX hectares of 
direct clearing within the proposed 
development envelope. 
 
Note: proponent to confirm total 
length of pipeline and total area to 
be cleared. 

Operational Elements 

Element Location Proposed Extent 

Water Abstraction  Abstraction bore located 
in the northern section 
of the Chittering Road 
reserve as shown in 
Figure 1.  
 
Abstraction bore located 
at coordinates WGS 84 
Latitude: -31.5590805 
and Longitude: 
116.0851476. 
 
Note: proponent to 
provide spatial data on 
location of the bore.  

Initially abstracting 174 ML/per 
annum with scope to increase up 
to 390 ML/per annum. 
 
Note: the ultimate abstraction rate 
is to be less than the sustainable 
consumptive allocation limit (to be 
determined through studies 
needed for the PER document). 
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3. Preliminary key environmental factors and scope of work 

The key proposal characteristics in Table 1 have informed the identification of the 
preliminary key environmental factors for the proposal, in accordance with EAG 8 – 
Environmental factors and objectives.  The preliminary key environmental factors for 
this proposal and the EPA’s objective for each of those factors are identified in 
Table 2.  
 
To provide context to the preliminary key environmental factors, Table 2 also 
identifies the aspects of the proposal that cause the factors to be key factors, and the 
potential impacts and risks likely to be relevant to the assessment.  All of this in turn 
has informed the form and content of the environmental review required to be 
conducted by the proponent.   
 
Finally, Table 2 identifies the policy documents that establish how the EPA expects 
the environmental factors to be reviewed and reported in the PER document.  
Impacts associated with proposals are to be considered at a local and regional scale, 
including evaluation of cumulative impacts, and provide details of proposed 
management/mitigation measures.  This includes whether environmental offsets are 
required by application of the mitigation hierarchy, consistent with the WA 
Environmental Offsets Guidelines.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

5 of 18 
  

 
Table 2:  Preliminary key environmental factors and required work 

Flora and vegetation 

EPA objective To maintain representation, diversity, viability and ecological function at the 
species, population and community level. 

Relevant 

aspects 

 Clearing of native vegetation. 

 Groundwater drawdown. 

Potential 

impacts and 

risks 

 Impacts on riparian vegetation and groundwater dependent ecosystems as a 
result of groundwater drawdown and changes to hydrological flow.  

 Impacts to wetlands and their buffers as a result of groundwater drawdown 
and changes to hydrological flow. 

 Loss of flora and vegetation through clearing for pipeline construction (Note: 
proponent to confirm area to be cleared). 

Environmental 

Review 

Required work 

 Describe and assess the extent of any impacts to flora and vegetation 
associated with the proposals, including direct impacts from clearing, and 
indirect impacts such as changes to groundwater levels impacting on 
riparian vegetation and groundwater dependent ecosystems.  

 Undertake a Level 1 (Reconnaissance) survey in accordance with Guidance 
Statement No. 51. 

 Determine indirect impacts by using results from stages 1-3 of surface water 
and groundwater investigations to determine areas of vegetation that may be 
affected by groundwater abstraction (areas to be considered include the 
Marbling seepage and Marbling Brook). 

 Identify management and mitigation1 measures for the proposal that 
demonstrate that the EPA’s objectives can be met. 

Relevant policy  EPA (2004) Guidance Statement No. 51 Terrestrial flora and vegetation 
surveys for environmental impact assessment in Western Australia. 

  

                                            
1 To mitigate means a sequence of proposed actions designed to help manage adverse environmental impacts, 
  and which includes (in order of preference): 
 1. avoid – avoiding the adverse environmental impact altogether; 
 2. minimise – limiting the degree or magnitude of the adverse impact; 
 3. rehabilitate – repairing, rectifying or restoring the impacted site as soon as possible; and 
 4. offsets (after above mitigation considerations have been exhausted). 

http://www.epa.wa.gov.au/EPADocLib/1839_GS51.pdf
http://www.epa.wa.gov.au/EPADocLib/1839_GS51.pdf


Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

6 of 18 
  

Hydrological Processes and Inland Waters Environmental Quality 

EPA objective To maintain the hydrological regimes of groundwater and surface water so that 
existing and potential uses, including ecosystem maintenance, are protected. 
 

To maintain the quality of groundwater and surface water, sediment and biota so 
that the environmental values, both ecological and social, are protected. 

Relevant 

aspects 

Groundwater drawdown. 

Potential 
impacts and 
risks 

 The abstraction of groundwater has the potential to impact the environmental 
water requirements of the Marbling Brook and Brockman River. 

 Potential impacts to aquatic ecosystems and fauna as a result of changes to 
hydrological regimes and altered water quality. 

 Potential impacts to groundwater (source aquifer or overlying surficial 
aquifers) and surface water quality. 

Environmental 

Review 

Required work 

 Undertake all stages of the work detailed in Marbling Brook – CV1 
Production Bore Public Environmental Review (PER) Assessment 
Requirements (Attachment 1).  

 The Marbling Brook – CV1 Production Bore Public Environmental Review 
(PER) Assessment Requirements provides for the environmental review to 
be undertaken in 4 stages.  

 All stages
1
 of the work identified (stages 1-4) in Attachment 1 are to be 

completed and carried out in accordance with the methods detailed therein, 
with the conclusions presented in the PER document and full reports (data 
and analysis) provided as appendices to the PER document. 

 The proponent should liaise
2
 with the Department of Water (DoW) in 

addressing the requirements set out in Attachment 1. 

 As the exact requirements for stage 4 are dependent on the results of the 
review undertaken in stages 1-3, the proponent is required to fully complete 
stages 1–3 work, provide a report of the findings of the stages 1–3 work to 
DoW and Office of the Environmental Protection Authority (OEPA) and seek 
advice from the OEPA at the conclusion of stage 3.  

 Determine indirect impacts on aquatic fauna by using results from stages 1-3 
of surface water and groundwater investigations to determine areas where 
aquatic fauna may be affected by groundwater abstraction (areas to be 
considered include the Marbling seepage and Marbling Brook) (“aquatic 
fauna impact area”). 

 Review existing literature
3
 on aquatic fauna of the aquatic fauna impact area 

to determine likely impacts. 

 Identify management and mitigation measures for the proposal that 
demonstrate that the EPA’s objectives can be met. 

 Report findings to the EPA 

Relevant policy  EPA Position Statement No.4 Environmental Protection of Wetlands 
November 2004. 

 Rights in Water and Irrigation Act 1914. 

 Department of Water (2010) Setting allocation limits for Brockman River and 
Marbling Brook. Water Resource Allocation and Planning Series Report No. 
44, August 2010. 

 Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Water Quality 
(ANZECC and ARMCANZ, 2000). 

Notes: 
1. A staged approach to the work required for the environmental review of this factor has been 

provided to allow the proponent to re-evaluate the viability of its proposal as it prepares the PER 
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document.  For the purposes of the EPA’s assessment all stages need to be completed within the 
timeframes set out in Table 3 and the conclusions reported in the PER document. 

2. In preparing the PER document the OEPA expects the proponent to liaise with the DoW to the 
extent that the DoW’s resources and priorities allow.  There would be advantages for the 
proponent in getting technical advice from the DoW at the conclusion of each stage described in 
Attachment 1.  However, based on its own priorities and resources the DoW may not be able to 
provide such a high level of support to the proponent.  Nevertheless, the OEPA will seek 
technical advice on the draft PER document from the DoW when it is submitted, as is standard for 
proposals involving groundwater modelling. 

3. In particular, the following reports should be used to describe the aquatic fauna of the area: 

 Aquatic Research Laboratory 2005.  Ecological Water Requirements of Marbling Brook – 
Intermediary Assessment.  Unpublished report to the Marbling Catchment Group by the 
Aquatic Research Laboratory, School of Animal Biology, the University of Western Australia, 
May 2005. 

 Aquatic Research Laboratory 2006.  Time Series Analysis and estimates of total annual 
volumes.  Unpublished report to the Marbling Catchment Group by the Aquatic Research 
Laboratory, School of Animal Biology, the University of Western Australia, July 2006. 

4. Stakeholder consultation 

The EPA expects that the proponent will consult with stakeholders who are interested 
in, or affected by, the proposal.  This includes decision-making authorities (DMAs), 
other relevant State government departments and local government authorities, 
environmental non-government organisations and the local community.  
 
The proponent must document the stakeholder consultation undertaken and the 
outcomes, including any adjustments to the proposal and any future plans for 
consultation.  This is to be addressed in a specific section of the PER document and, 
in addition, key outcomes of consultation are to be reported against the preliminary 
key environmental factors as relevant.  
 
It is expected that as a part of the consultation with DMA’s there will be discussion 
around each agency’s specific regulatory approvals, and a demonstration that other 
factors can be managed by another regulatory body.   

5. Other factors or matters  

During assessment of proposals, other factors or matters will be identified as relevant 
to the proposal, but not of significance to warrant further assessment by the EPA, or 
impacts can be regulated by other statutory processes to meet the EPA’s objectives. 
 
These factors do not require further work as part of the environmental review, or 
detailed discussion and evaluation in the PER document, although they must be 
included in the PER document in a summarised, tabular format noting that the PER 
document will be subject to public review. 
 
It is also important that the proponent be aware that other factors or matters may be 
identified during the course of the environmental review that were not apparent at the 
time that this ESD was prepared.  If this situation arises, the proponent must consult 
with the EPA to determine whether these factors and/or matters are to be addressed 
in the PER document, and if so, to what extent. 
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6. Environmental Review and Assessment timelines 

Table 3 sets out the timeline for the environmental review and assessment of the 
proposal.  Proponents are required to meet the timeline specified for undertaking its 
environmental review and reporting to the EPA.  The report to the EPA must provide 
adequate, quality information to inform the assessment.  

Table 3:  Assessment Timeline 

Key Stages of Assessment Agreed Completion 
Date 

EPA approval of ESD  January 2015 

Proponent completes stages 1-3 as required by the scope 
of works for the preliminary key environmental factors for 
hydrological processes and inland waters environmental 
quality as outlined in Table 2 and submits full report on the 
outcome of these investigations  to the EPA 

30 September 2016 

OEPA provides comment on stages 1-3 of the 
environmental review  

28 October 2016 

Proponent completes all other work required in accordance 
with this ESD and submits first adequate draft PER 
document to the EPA  

30 November 2017 

OEPA provides comment on first adequate draft PER 
document 

11 January 2018 

Proponent submits adequate revised draft PER document 1 March 2018 

EPA authorises release of PER document for public review 12 April 2018 

Proponent releases authorised PER document for public 
review 

26 April 2018 

Public review of PER document Ends: 24 May 2018 

EPA provides Summary of Submissions  14 June 2018 

Proponent provides Response to Submissions 1 August 2018 

OEPA reviews the Response to Submissions 29 August 2018 

OEPA assesses proposal for consideration by EPA  17 October 2018 

Preparation and finalisation of EPA assessment report 
(including two weeks consultation on draft conditions with 
proponent and key Government agencies) 

5 December 2018  

 

The EPA may review, in consultation with the proponent, the timelines in certain 
circumstances.  
 
Section 40A of the EP Act allows the EPA to terminate the assessment of a proposal 
where the proponent agrees with the termination or where the proponent has failed to 
undertake the environmental review and report to the EPA in accordance with the 
requirements detailed in this ESD within such period as is specified in Table 3 above. 
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The proponent should refer to EPA’s EAG 6 – Timelines for environmental 
assessment of proposals for information regarding the responsibilities of proponents 
and the EPA for achieving timely and effective assessment of proposals. 

7. Decision Making Authorities  

At this stage, the EPA has identified the authorities listed in Table 4 as DMAs for the 
proposal.  Additional DMAs may be identified during the course of the assessment.  

Table 4:  Decision Making Authorities 

Decision Making Authority Relevant Legislation 

Minister for Water Rights in Water and Irrigation Act 1914 

Shire of Chittering  Planning and Development Act 2005 

Minister for Lands Land Administration Act 1997 

Minister for Environment Wildlife Conservation Act 1950 

Economic Regulation Authority Water Services Act 2012 

8. Parallel processing 

The EP Act constrains DMAs from making any decision that could have the effect of 
causing or allowing the proposal to be implemented.  However, the proponent is 
encouraged to pursue other approvals in parallel with the EPA’s assessment noting 
that the constraint only relates to making an approval decision. 

9. PER document 

When the EPA is satisfied with the standard of the PER document (refer to section 
4.4 of EAG 6) it will provide written authorisation for the release of the document for 
public review.  The proponent must not release the PER document for public review 
until this authorisation is provided. 
 
The proponent is responsible for advertising the release and availability of the PER 
document in accordance with instructions that will be issued to the proponent by the 
EPA.  The EPA must be consulted on the timing and details for advertising. 
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Figure 1- Location of Proposal

 

Bore 
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Attachment 1 

 

Golder Associates – Marbling Brook – CV1 Production Bore Public 
Environmental Review (PER) assessment requirements. 



Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

12 of 18 
  

 

 

 

 



Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

13 of 18 
  

 

 
 
 
 



Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

14 of 18 
  

 
 
 
 



Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

15 of 18 
  

 
 
 
 
 



Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

16 of 18 
  

 
 
 
 



Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

17 of 18 
  

 
 
 
 



Environmental Scoping Document  SEJEKI Pty Ltd 

18 of 18 
  

 
 
 

 


