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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT REGULATION 
WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

NOTICE OF DECISION 
SECTION 30 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 1992 

The Honourable Martin Aldridge MLC 
Member for the Agricultural Region 

SCOPE OF REQUEST The scope of the application originally partially transferred 
to this department from the Department of Mines and 
Petroleum was: 

DECISION MAKER 

DECISION 

"Documents that contain information on water quality and 
possible contamination/contamination at exploration lease 
EP369 (assigned to Empire Oil and Gas NL), Red Gully-1 
site located at Wannamal Road West, Gingin, Western 
Australia" 

In an email to the department's FOI Coordinator dated 19 
December 2014 from your Policy and Legislation Adviser 
Andrew Corke, the scope of your application was clarified 
to as follows: 

"I understand that some of the information sought is 
publically available on payment of a fee by way of a 
detailed and basic summary search and therefore these 
documents will not be discoverable in this FOI application. 
Therefore, please provide any internal documentation and 
other correspondence that is not discoverable by way of 
the public search process." 

Andrew Miller, Senior Manager Contaminated Sites 

I have today decided to grant full access to one of the 27 
documents identified as being within the scope of your 
application. 

For the reasons outlined below, I have decided to grant 
partial access to 23 of the 27 documents identified as 
being within the scope of your application pursuant to 
section 24 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 (FOI 
Act). Information from each of these documents has been 
exempted from release in accordance with clauses 3(1), 
4(2), 7(1) and 8(1) of Schedule 1 of the FOI Act. Details 
on the application of the abovementioned clauses are 
provided below. Four of the documents to which partial 
access has been granted, have also had information 
removed pursuant to section 6 of the FOI Act on the 
grounds that the documents contain attachments which 

l , 
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are publicly available and therefore the access 
procedures contained in Parts 2 and 4 of the FOI Act are 
not applicable. Details on the nature of these attachments 
and where they may be accessed from are provided 
below. 

Section 24 of the FOI Act 

/f-
(a) The access application requests access to a 

document containing exempt matter; and 
(b) It is practicable for the agency to give access to a 

copy of the document from which the exempt 
matter has been deleted; and 

(c) The agency considers (either from the terms of 
the application or after consultation with the 
applicanQ that the applicant would wish to be 
given access to an edited copy, 

The agency has to give access to an edited copy even if 
the document is the subject of an exemption certificate. 

Furthermore, I have decided to refuse access to one of 
the documents pursuant to clause 7(1) of Schedule 1 of 
the FOI Act. Details on the application of the 
abovementioned clause are provided below. 

Lastly, I have decided not to provide access to the 
remaining two documents pursuant to section 6 of the FOI 
Act on the grounds that the documents are publicly 
available and therefore the access procedures contained 
in Parts 2 and 4 of the FOI Act are not applicable. Details 
on the nature of these documents and where they may be 
accessed from are provided below. 

REASONS FOR DECISION Clause 3 of Schedule 1 of the FOI Act 

Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act provides that: 
(1) Matter is exempt matter if its disclosure would 

reveal personal information about an individual 
(whether living or dead). 

The exemption in clause 3(1) is subject to a number of 
limitations. 

Clause 3(2) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act provides that: 
(2) Matter is not exempt matter under subclause (1) 

merely because its disclosure would reveal 
personal information about the applicant. 

Clause 3(3) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Aot provides that: 
(3) Matter is not exempt matter under subclause (1) 
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merely because its disclosure would reveal, in 
relation to a person who is or has been an officer 
of an agency, prescribed details relating to -

(a) The person; 
(b) The person's position or functions as an 

officer; or 
(c) Things done by the person in the course of 

performing functions as an officer. 

Clause 3(4) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act provides that: 
(4) Matter is not exempt matter under subclause (1) 

merely because its disclosure would reveal, in 
relation to a person who performs, or has 
performed, services for an agency under a contract 
for services, prescribed details relating to -

(a) The person; 
(b) The contract; or 
(c) Things done by the person in performing 

services under the contract. 

Clause 3(5) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act provides that: 
(5) Matter is not exempt matter under subclause (1) if 

the applicant provides evidence establishing that 
the individual concerned consents to the disclosure 
of the matter to the applioant. 

Clause 3(6) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act provides that: 
(6) Matter is not exempt matter under subclause (1) if 

its disolosure would, on balance, be in the public 
interest. 

Personal information is defined in clause 1 of the Glossary 
in Schedule 2 to the FOI Act as follows: 

"personal information" means information or an 
opinion, whether true or not, and whether recorded in 
a material form or not, about an individual, whether 
living or dead -

(a) whose identity is apparent or can reasonably 
be ascertained from the information or opinion; 
or 

(b) who can be identified by reference to an 
identification number or other identifying 
particular such as a fingerprint, retina print or 
body sample. 

Findings - Clause 3(1) 

I have reviewed the information identified as being within 
the scope of your application and formed the view that all 
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of the documents which have been partially released to 
you through this application contain personal information 
(in accordance with the definition set out above). The 
release of this information would enable the identification 
of third parties the subject of that information and which is 
prima facie exempt pursuant to clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 
to the FOI Act. 

The personal information comprises the personal 
information of third parties to the documents and the non
prescribed details of officers or contractors of an agency. 
The Information Commissioner has accepted on 
numerous occasions that "personal information" is not 
confined to the name of an individual, or to information 
about an individual in conjunction with that person's 
name, but extends to all information from which the 
identity of an individual could be ascertained. See by way 
of example, Re Terrestnal Ecosystems and Department of 
Environment and Conservation [2013] WAICmr 9. 

The Acting Information Commissioner has also held that 
the definition of 'personal information' in the Glossary 
contemplated identification by people with special 
knowledge in some circumstances. This was found to 
extend to information about private individuals who can be 
identified only by people who possess certain knowledge, 
even where the possession of such certain knowledge is 
limited to the staff of an agency (Re West Australian 
Newspapers Limited and Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet [2006] WAICmr 23). 

Clause 3(2) 
I do not consider that the limitations in clause 3(2) are 
applicable in relation to these documents because the 
relevant personal information does not relate to the 
applicant and is instead the personal information of third 
parties to the information. 

Clause 3(3) 
The details which have been removed are exempt on the 
basis that it is personal information that does not 
constitute "prescribed details" in relation to a person who 
is or has been an officer of an agency as set out in clause 
3(3) and prescribed in regulation 9(1) of the Freedom of 
Information Regulations 1993 0fVA). Instead, the redacted 
information that relates to officers consists of personal 
information such as their direct contact details and other 
information, which does not relate to their position or 
functions as an officer. 
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Clause 3(4) 
I do not consider that the limitation in clause 3(4) is 
applicable as the information which has been redacted 
does not constitute "prescribed details" in relation to a 
person who performs or has performed services for an 
agency under a contract for services, as set out in clause 
3(4) and prescribed in regulation 9(1) of the Freedom of 
Information Regulations 1993 0fVA). Instead, where the 
redacted information relates to officers, this information 
consists of personal information such as their direct 
contact details and other information, which does not 
relate to their position or functions as a contractor. 

Clause 3(5) 
I have considered whether the limitation on the exemption 
in clause 3(5) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act applies. I have 
formed the view that it does not on the basis that you 
have not provided me with any evidence that the 
individual(s) concerned consent to the release of their 
personal details. 

Clause 3(6) 
I have considered the limitation on exemption in clause 
3(6) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act. 

The Information Commissioner has held that there is a 
very strong public interest in favour of protecting the 
privacy of third parties, and that public interest may only 
be displaced by some other, considerably stronger, public 
interest that requires the disclosure of private information 
about another person (see Re Dalbir Singh Malik and 
Office of the Public Sector Standards Commissioner 
[2010] WAICmr 25 [54]). 

In Kathryn Gae Rogerson and Department of Education 
and Training & Suzanne Cooper, Re [2007] WAICmr 1 
the Information Commissioner held that the FOI Act is not 
intended to open the private and professional lives of its 
citizens to public scrutiny in circumstances where there is 
no demonstrable benefit to the public interest in doing so. 

Section 102(3) of the FOI Act places the onus on the 
access applicant to demonstrate that the public interest is 
in favour of disclosure. You have not rnade any 
submissions on this point. 

I have considered whether on balance in it is the public 
interest to disclose the personal information in the 
documents. 
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Factors in favour of disclosure are: 
• The public interest in making information 

accessible to enable the public to participate more 
effectively in governing the State. 

• The public interest in making agencies and their 
staff more accountable to the public. 

Factors against disclosure are: 
• The public interest in protecting the privacy of 

members of the public. 
o The public interest in protecting the rights of third 

parties by not releasing their personal details and 
information without their consent. 

In the exercise of my discretion (in accordance with the 
objects and intent of the FOI Act) I have decided that 
those matters favouring non-disclosure of personal 
information of the third parties carry more weight than 
those favouring disclosure. 

Section 24 
I have considered whether it is possible to redact the 
exempt information without the remainder of document 
losing its meaning. I have formed the view that it is 
possible and have therefore decided to grant partial 
access to the documents. 

Clause 4 of Schedule 1 of the FOI Act 

(1) Matter is exempt matter if its disclosure would 
reveal trade secrets of a person. 

(2) Matter is exempt matter if its disc/osure-
(a) Would reveal information (other than trade 

secrets) that has a commercial value to a 
person; and 

(b) Could reasonably be expected to destroy or 
diminish that commercial value. 

(3) Matter is exempt matter if its disclosure -
(a) Would reveal information (other than trade 

secrets of information referred to in 
subclause (2)) about the business, 
professional, commercial or financial affairs 
of a person; and 

(b) Could reasonably be expected to have an 
adverse effect all those affairs or to 
prejudice the future supply of information of 
that kind to the Govemment or to an 
agency. 

The exemptions in clauses 4(1), (2) and (3) are subject to 
a number of limitations. 
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(4) Matler is not exempt matter under subclause (1), 
(2) or (3) merely because its disclosure would 
reveal information about the business, 
professional, commercial or financial affairs of an 
agency. 

(5) Matler is not exempt matter under subclause (1), 
(2) or (3) merely because its disclosure would 
reveal information about the business, 
professional, commercial or financial affairs of the 
applicant. 

(6) Matter is not exempt matter under subclause (1), 
(2) or (3) if the applicant provides evidence 
establishing that the person concerned consents to 
the disclosure of the matter to the applicant. 

(7) Matter is not exempt under subclause (3) if its 
disclosure would, on balance, be in the public 
interest 

Findings - Clause 4(2) 

The document from which information which has been 
redacted pursuant to clause 4(2) of Schedule 1 of the FOI 
Act, contains commercial information belonging to a third 
party other than the applicant, having a commercial value 
to that third party. I consider that the release of this 
information could reasonably be expected to diminish the 
commercial value of this information. The commercial 
information in question relates to formal quotes provided 
by a third party company to a third party customer (not an 
agency) in relation to work contemplated. The department 
has received advice from the relevant third party that their 
business would be detrimentally affected if this 
information was made available to their competitors or 
other clients. 

I consider that the limitations on the application of this 
clause are not applicable for the following reasons: 

Clause 4(4) 
I do not consider that the limitation on the exemption 
contained within clause 4(4) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act 
is applicable as the information to which access has been 
refused Is information about the business, professional, 
commercial or financial affairs of a third party, not an 
agency. 

Clause 4(5) 
I do not consider that the limitation on the exemption 
contained within clause 4(5) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act 
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is applicable as the information to which access has been 
refused is information about the business, professional, 
commercial or financial affairs of a third party other than 
the applicant. 

Clause 4(6) 
You have provided no evidence to the department that the 
relevant third party consents to the disclosure of their 
business, professional, commercial or financial affairs to 
you and I am therefore satisfied that clause 4(6) of 
Schedule 1 to the FOI Act is not applicable to the relevant 
information. 

Clause 4(7) 
I have considered the application of clause 4(7) of 
Schedule 1 to the FOI Act to the relevant information. 

Section 102(3) of the FOI Act places the onus on the 
access applicant to demonstrate that the public interest is 
in favour of disclosure. You have not made any 
submissions on this point. 

I have below considered whether on balance it is in the 
public interest to disclose the commercial pricing 
information contained within the document: 

In my consideration of whether the release of this 
information would be in the public interest, I consider the 
following factors relevant: 

• The public interest in being provided with full 
and comprehensive information; 

• The interests of third parties to maintain the 
confidentiality of their commercial business 
information; and 

• The rights of third parties npt to have their 
confidential commercial information released 
without their consent. 

In the exercise of my discretion (in accordance with the 
objects and intent of the FOI Act) I have decided that 
those matters favouring non-disclosure carry more weight 
than those favouring disclosure and that the disclosure of 
this information would be contrary to the public interest. 

Section 24 
I have considered whether it is possible to redact the 
exempt information without the remainder of document 
losing its meaning. I have formed the view that it is 
possible and have therefore decided to grant partial 
access to the document. 
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Clause 7 of Schedule 1 of the FOI Act 

(1) Matter is exempt matter if it would be 
privileged from production in legal proceedings 
on the grounds of legal professional privilege. 

Legal professional privilege protects confidential 
communications between a lawyer and the lawyer's client, 
including communications between their servants or 
agents made for the dominant purpose of: 

(a) seeking or giving legal advice or professional 
assistance; 

(b) use, or obtaining material for use, in legal 
proceedings that have commenced, or are 
reasonably anticipated, at the time of the relevant 
communication (see: Esso Australia Resources 
Ltd v Commissioner of Taxation (1999) HCA 67 74 
ALJR339. 

Legal professional privilege also protects confidential 
communications between the client and the client's 
lawyers - including communications between their 
servants or agents - and third parties, provided the 
communications were made for the dominant purpose of 
use, or obtaining material for use, in legal proceedings 
that have commenced, or were or are reasonably 
anticipated at the time of the relevant communication. 

In Trade Practices Commission v Sterling (1979) 36 FLR 
244 at 247, Lockhart J of the Federal Court stated that the 
classes of documents to which legal professional privilege 
has traditionally applied included the following classes of 
documents: 

a) Any communication between a patty and his 
professional lega/ adviser if it is confidential and 
made to or by the professional adviser in his 
professional capacity and with a view to obtaining 
or giving /egal advice or assistance, 
notwithstanding that the communication is made 
through agents of the party and the solicitor or the 
agent or either of them. 

b) Any document prepared with a view to its being 
used as a communication of this class, although 
not in fact used. 

c) Communications between the various legal 
advisers of the client, for example between the 
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solicitor and his partner or his city agent with a 
view to the client obtaining legal advice or 
assistance. 

d) Notes, memoranda, minutes or other documents 
made by the client or officers of the client or the 
legal adviser of the client of communications, 
which are themselves privileged, or containing a 
record of those communications, or relate to 
information sought by the client's legal adviser to 
enable him to advise the client or to conduct 
litigation on his behalf. 

e) Communications and documents passing between 
the party's solicitor and a third party if they are 
made or prepared when litigation is anticipated or 
commenced, for the purposes of the litigation, with 
a view to obtaining advice as to it or evidence to be 
used in it or information which may result in the 
obtaining of sucl) evidence. 

f) Communications passing between the party and a 
third person (who is not the agent of the solicitor to 
receive the communication from the party) if they 
are made with reference to litigation either 
anticipated or commenced, and at the request or 
suggestion of the party's solicitor; or, even without 
such request or suggestion, if they are made for 
the purpose of being put before the solicitor with 
the object of obtaining his advice or enabling him 
to prosecute an action. 

g) Knowledge, infomJation or belief of the client 
derived from privileged communications made to 
him by his solicitor or his agent. 

Findings - Clause 7(1) 

Having reviewed each of the documents Identified as 
being within the scope of your application, I am satisfied 
that two of the documents contain certain information and 
one document consists entirely of information which is 
exempt from release pursuant to ciause 7(1) of Schedule 
1 to the FOI Act, on the grounds that such information" 
would be exempt from production in legal proceedings as 
it is subject to legal professional privilege. 

I am of the view that the exempt information can be 
removed from Documents 8 and 10 without the remainder 
of the documents losing their meaning and have therefore 
decided to grant you partial access to these two 
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documents. However, in relation to Document 12, this 
document is comprised entirely of information which is 
subject to legal professional privilege and I have therefore 
decided to refuse access to the whole document. 

Clause 7(1) is not subject to a "public interest" limit on the 
exemption. Accordingly, there are no grounds for me to 
consider whether it would, on balance, be in the public 
interest to disclose the exempted information to you. 

Section 24 
As stated above, in relation to Document 12, I do not 
consider it possible to redact the exempt information 
without the remainder of the document losing its meaning, 
and have therefore decided to refuse access to the entire 
document. In regards to Documents 8 and 10, I have 
formed the view that it is possible and have therefore 
decided to grant partial access to the documents. 

Clause 8 of Schedule 1 of the FOI Act 

(1) Matter is exempt mailer if its disclosure (otherwise 
than under this Act or another written law) would be a 
breach of confidence for which a legal remedy could 
be obtained. 

(2) Maller is exempt matter if its disclosure -

(a) would reveal information of a confidential nature 
obtained in confidence; and 

(b) could reasonably be expected to prejudice the 
future supply of information of that kind to the 
Government or to an agency. 

(3) Matter referred to in clause 6(1)(a) is not exempt 
matter under subclause (1) unless its disclosure 
would enable a 

legal remedy to be obtained for a breach of 
confidence owed to a person other than -

(a) a person in the capacity of a Minister, a member of 
the staff of a Minister, or an officer of an agency; or 

(b) an agency or the State. 

(4) Maller is not exempt mailer under subclause (2) if its 
disclosure would, on balance, be in the public interest. 

In Kiernan v Police Force of Western Australia 
unreported, D994, 17 June 1994, the Information 
Commissioner commented (at paragraphs 13 -14) that: 

" ... information is inherently confidential if it is not 
in the public domain. That is, the information must 
be known by a small number or limited class of 
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persons. Where Ihe person supplying the 
information specifically requests thai the 
information should not be disclosed, and the 
person receiving it agrees, then an obligation of 
confidence arises. In Departmenl of Heallh and 
Anor v Jephcolt (1985) 62 ALR 421, the Full 
Federal Court held thai a source of information is 
confidential if provided under an express or 
implied pledge of confidentiality." 

(See also Brown v Police Force of Westem Auslralia 
unreported, D2295, 14 July 1995). 

The former Information Commissioner has held that in 
order to satisfy subclause 8(2)(b): 

"(0 there must be an expectation of prejudice 
(harm or injury) to the ability of the agency in the 
future to oblain information of the general class or 
characler under consideration in this case; and 
(ii) the expectation that the particular harm or 
injury could resull from disclosure of the document 
must be reasonably based." 

(Re Brown and Police Force of Westem Australia [1995] 
WAICmr22) 

Findings - Clause 8(1) 

Having reviewed the documents which have been 
identified as being within the scope of your application, I 
am satisfied that two of the documents contain information 
which is exempt from release pursuant to clause 8(1) of 
Schedule 1 to the FOI Act. These documents identify the 
reporter of a site under section 11 of the Contaminated 
Sites Act 2003 (CS Act). Section 96 of the CS Act 
imposes a duty of confidentiality in relation to the identity 
of a reporter under the CS Act and imposes a financial 
penalty for the breach of this duty. 

Section 96 of the CS Act states: 

(1) Other than as is necessary for the 
adminislration of Ihis act, nothing in Ihis Act 
authorizes access to, or the disclosure of, any 
information or document which would, or is 
likely to, reveal or lead to the revelation of, the 
identity of any person who made a report 
under section 11 or 12. 

(2) These persons are subject to a duly of 
confidentiality -

(a) A person who is or was the CEO; 
(b) People who are or were engaged or 

employed in the adminislration or 
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enforcement of this Act; or 
(c) Who gain access (properly or improperly) to 

information obtained under this Act. 
(3) A person subject to a duty of confidentiality 

must not record, disclose, or make use of 
information obtained under this Act except

(a) For a purpose related to the administration 
or enforcement of this Act; 

(b) As required or allowed by this Act or 
another written law that specifically or by 
necessary implication overrides this duty of 
confidentiality; 

(c) As authorised by the person, or persons, to 
whose affairs the information relates; 

(d) For the purposes of the investigation of any 
suspected offence or any judicial 
proceedings, or a report of judicial 
proceedings, arising out of this Act or the 
EPAct; 

(e) In a statistical or other form that could not 
reasonably be expected to lead to the 
identification of any person to whose affairs 
it relates; or 

(f) In other circumstance in which its disclosure 
is permitted by the regulations. 

Penalty: $125 000, and a daily penalty of 
$25000. 

am satisfied that as an officer of the Department of 
Environment Regulation, which is the agency responsible 
for the administration and enforcement of the CS Act, I am 
subject to a duty of confidentiality in accordance with 
section 96(2)(b) of the CS Act. Therefore, a legal remedy 
in the form of a financial penalty could be obtained for the 
breach of this duty of confidentiality. 

I do not consider that the disclosure of this confidential 
information falls within any of the exceptions outlined in 
section 96(3) of the CS Act for the following reasons: 

• Disclosure through this FOI application is not a 
purpose related to the administration or 
enforcement of the FOI Act; 

• The disclosure of this information in these 
circumstances is not addressed by the CS Act; 

• In my view the FOI Act does not specifically or by 
necessary implication, override the CS Act; 

• I have not received authorisation from the relevant 
persons to whom this information relates, to 
disclose this information; 

• This application does not relate to an investigation 
or a judicial proceeding; 
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• The relevant documents do not contain the 
confidential information in a form statistical or 
othelWise that could not reasonably be expected to 
lead to the identification of the relevant individuals; 
and 

• I am not aware of any circumstances surrounding 
this application which would permit disclosure of 
this confidential information under the Regulations. 

For the reasons detailed above, I am satisfied that the 
information contained within the two documents which 
would enable the identification of the reporter of the site, 
is exempt from release pursuant to clause 8(1) of 
Schedule 1 to the FOI Act. 

Clause 8(1) is not subject to a "public interest" limit on the 
exemption. Accordingly, there are no grounds for me to 
consider whether it would, on balance, be in the public 
interest to disclose the exempted information to you. 

Section 24 
I have considered whether it is possible to redact the 
exempt information without the remainder of document 
losing its meaning. I have formed the view that it is 
possible and have therefore decided to grant partial 
access to the document. 

Section 6 of the FOI Act 

Parts 2 and 4 do not apply to access to documents 
thatare-

(a) Available for purchase by the public or free 
distribution to the public; 

(b) Available for inspection (whether for a fee or 
charge or not) under Part 5 or another 
enactment; 

(c) State archives to which a person has a right of 
access under Part 6 of the State Records Act 
2000 despite this Act; 

(d) Publicly available library malerial held by 
agencies for reference purposes; or 

(e) Made or acquired by an art gallery, museum or 
library and preserved for public reference or 
exhibition. 

Findings - Section 6 

As Parts 2 and 4 of the FOI Act are not applicable to 
documents that are available outside the FOI process, 
access to two documents has been refused pursuant to 
section 6 of the FOI Act on the grounds that they are 
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documents which are publicly available. Furthermore, an 
additional four documents contain attachments which are 
publicly available and these have therefore also been 
removed in accordance with section 6 of the FOI Act. 

Details on how the relevant documents can be accessed 
are provided below: 

• Document 3 contains a copy of the memorial 
registered to the relevant property under the 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003, as an attachment. 
Copies of memorials are publicly accessible 
through a request for a copy of the Certificate of 
Title for a particular property via the Landgate 
website at www.landgate.wa.gov.au. 

• Document 7 is a copy of the Certificate of Title for 
the property which is the subject of this request. As 
above, this information is accessible via the 
Landgate website. 

• Documents 22 and 23 both had departmental fact 
sheets as attachments. These fact sheets are 
publicly available via the Department of 
Environment Regulation website at 
www.der.wa.gov.au. The titles of the relevant fact 
sheets are: 

o How do I report a site? 
o Site Classifications "What do they mean?" 

• Document 25 is a copy of the licence issued for the 
site by this department. Copies of licences are 
made publicly available by the department via the 
Industry Licensing System, accessed through 
www.der.wa.qov.au. To assist with locating the site 
in the system, the licence number is L8520/2011/1 

• Document 27 also had a copy of the Certificate of 
Title for the relevant property as an attachment. 
Details on how to access copies of these titles are 
provided above. 

If you are aggrieved by this decision in a manner pursuant 
with section 39(2) of the FOI Act, you have a right to have 
this decision reviewed. Details of the review process are 
set out in the attached information sheet. 

27 February 2015 
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Contamination at Exploration Lease EP389, Red Gully-1 Site at Wannamal Road, West Gingin 
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EXEMPTION 
DESCRIPTION DECISION CLAUSES REASONS FOR DECISION 

Schedule 1 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists of the 

Email: RE: Red Gully Contaminated 
Partial Access Clause 3(1) 

personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

Site officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists of the 

Meeting Notes: Empire Oil 
Partial Access Clause 3(1) 

personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 
Boonanaring officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

Access to the attachment to this document has been refused 

pursuant to section 6 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 on the 

grounds that it is a publicly available document. Details on where this 

document can be accessed from are provided in the attached Notice 
Notification of Registration of 

Section 6 & 
of Decision. Furthermore, information from the document has been I 

Memorial Section 59 of the Partial Access 
Clause 3(1) 

redacted pursuant to clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003 In/ormation Act 1992 I on the grounds that it consists of the personal 

information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of officers 
of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of Schedule 1 to 

the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 of the 

Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 



The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 
Notice of a Classification of a Known 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 , consists 

4 3/09/2012 
or Suspected Contaminated Site 

Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
of the personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed 

Given Under Section 1S of the details of officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003 of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 

9 of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 
3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 , consists 

5 3/09/2012 
CSP04 Form - Site Classification Data 

Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
of the personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed 

Entry details of officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) 
of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 
9 of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

6 24/08/2012 DMO 6789 - Empire Oil Drilling Site Full Access • ".< ..••• ,.;.·;···;'.; •. ·.c •.. /~;.·.······· .. :·····.····. ;,' . 
Access to this document has been refused pursuant to section 6 of 

7 24/08/2012 Record of Certificate of TItle Access Refused Section 6 
the Freedom of Information Act 1992 on the grounds that it is a 
publicly available document. Details on where this document can be 
accessed from are provided in the attached Notice of Decision. 

Certain information has been redacted from this document pursuant 
to clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 , 
as it consists of the personal information of third parties or the non-
prescribed details of officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 
3(3) and 3(4) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 
and regulation 9 of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

Clause 3(1), Additional information has been redacted from this document 

8 20/08/2012 File Note Partial Access Clause 7(1) & pursuant to clause 7(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information 
Clause 8(1) Act 1992 on the grounds that it is subject to legal professional 

privilege. 
Furthermore, certain information has also been removed from this 
document pursuant to clause 8(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of 
Information Act 1992 on the grounds that the disclosure of this 
information would be a breach of confidence for which a legal 
remedy could be obtained. 

. .. _-



The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 
of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists of the 

9 30/07/2012 Email: Empire Oil Remediation Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 
officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 
Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 
of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

Certain information has been redacted from this document pursuant 
to clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, 
as it consists of the personal information of third parties or the non-

Letter: RE: Receipt of a Known or prescribed details of officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 

10 24/05/2012 
Suspected Contaminated Site Under 

Partial Access 
Clause 3(1) & 3(3) and 3(4) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 

Section 11 of the Contaminated Clause 7(1) and regulation 9 of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 
Sites Act 2003 Furthermore/ additional information has been redacted from this 

document pursuant to clause 7(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of 
Information Act 1992 on the grounds that it is subject to legal 
professional privilege. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 
Receipt of Report of a Known or of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 , consists of the 

11 18/05/2012 
Suspected Contaminated Site Under 

Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

Section 11 ofthe Contaminated officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Sites Act 2003 Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 
of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

Access to this document has been refused pursuant to Clause 7(1) of 

12 4/05/2012 
Communications Regarding Empire 

Access Refused Clause 7(1) 
Schedule 1 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 on the grounds 

Oil Company (WA) Limited that it consists entirely of information which is subject to legal 
professional privilege. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 
of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists of the 

12a 27/02/2012 
Attachment to Document 13: 

Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties orthe non-prescribed details of 

Incident Report 21050 officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 
Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 
of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 



The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists of the 

13 8/12/2011 Email: RE: Empire Oil Site Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 
officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

Email: Conditional Acceptance for 
of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 , consists of the 

14 18/08/2011 Monitoring Well Installation Plan EP Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

389 Red Gully 1 Well Site 
officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 , consists of the 

15 4/08/2011 
Contaminated Sites Database: 

Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

Timestop Authorisation Form officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

Notice of Decision to Extend the 
The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

TIme to Classify Known or Suspected 
of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 , consists of the 

16 4/08/2011 Contaminated Site Under Section Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

14(2) of the Contaminated Sites Act 
officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

2003 
Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 , consists of the 

17 25/07/2011 Record of Telephone Conversation Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 



The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

Email: FW: Empire Oil- Monitoring 
of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Informatian Act 1992, consists ofthe 

18 15/07/2011 Well Installation Plan for the EP 389 Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

Red Gully-l Well Site 
officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists of the 

19 8/07/2011 
Email: RE: Wannamal Rd-

Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

Contamination Issues officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 

Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists of the 

20 7/07/2011 
Email: FW: Gingin Hydrocarbon 

Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 

Waste Pond officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 
Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 3(1) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists of the 

21 7/07/2011 Record of Telephone Conversation Partial Access Clause 3(1) 
personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of 
officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of 
Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 

of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 
-------



Access to the two attachments to this document has been refused 
pursuant to Section 6 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 on the 
grounds that it is a publicly available document. Details on where this 

Receipt of Report of a Known or 
document can be accessed from are provided in the attached Notice 

Suspected Contaminated Site Under Section 6 & 
of Decision. Furthermore, information from the document has been 

22 6/07/2011 Partial Access redacted pursuant to clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of 
Section 11 of the Contaminated Clause 3(1) 
Sites Act 2003 

In/ormation Act 1992 I on the grounds that it consists of the personal 
information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of officers 
of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of Schedule 1 to 
the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 of the 
Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

Access to the two attachments to this document has been refused 
pursuant to Section 6 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 on the 
grounds that it is a publicly available document. Details on where this 

Receipt of Report of a Known or 
document can be accessed from are provided in the attached Notice 

Suspected Contaminated Site Under Section 6 & 
of Decision. Furthermore, information from the document has been 

23 6/07/2011 
Section 11 of the Contaminated 

Partial Access 
Clause 3(1) 

redacted pursuant to clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of 

Sites Act 2003 
Information Act 1992 , on the grounds that it consists of the personal 
information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of officers 
of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of Schedule 1 to 
the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 of the 
Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 
3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists 
of the personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed 
details of officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) 

Report of a Known or Suspected Clause 3(1) & 
of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 

24 1/07/2011 Partial Access 9 of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 
Contaminated Site Form 1 (r.6J Clause 8(1) 

Furthermore, certain information has also been removed from this 
document pursuant to clause 8(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of 
Information Act 1992 on the grounds that the disclosure of this 
information would be a breach of confidence for which a legal 
remedy could be obtained. 



Access to this document has been refused pursuant to section 6 of 

25 30/06/2011 
Environmental Protection Act 1986 

Access Refused Section 6 
the Freedom of Information Act 1992 on the grounds that it is a 

Licence L8520/2011/1 publicly available document. Details on where this document can be 
i accessed from are provided in the attached Notice of Decision. 
. 

The information redacted from this document pursuant to clause 
3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992, consists 

of the personal information of third parties or the non-prescribed 
details of officers of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) 

of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 

26 10/06/2011 
Letter: RE: Remediation at Red Gully-

Partial Access 
Clause 3(1) & 9 of the Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 

1 Wellsite Clause 4(2) Furthermorel access to certain additional information contained 
within this document has been refused pursuant to clause 4(2) of 

Schedule 1 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 on the grounds 

that it is information which has a commercial value to a third party, 
the release of which could reasonably be expected to destroy or 

diminish that commercial value. 

Access to two of the attachments to this document has been refused 

pursuant to section 6 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 on the 

grounds that it is a publicly available document. Details on where this 

letter: RE: Report on Direction to 
document can be accessed from are provided in the attached Notice 
of Decision. Furthermore, information from the document has been 

27 12/05/2011 
Remove Hydrocarbon Contaminated 

Partial Access 
Section 6 & 

redacted pursuant to clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Freedom of 
Materials from the Red Gully-1 Clause 3(1) 

Wellsite Within EP 389 
Information Act 1992, on the grounds that it consists of the personal 

information of third parties or the non-prescribed details of officers 
of an agency, as defined within clauses 3(3) and 3(4) of Schedule 1 to 

the Freedom of Information Act 1992 and regulation 9 of the 
Freedom of Information Regulations 1993. 





IReleased Under FOil Document No.: 1 

IAII information removed from this document is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Fel Act.1 

Capelli, Lomas 

From: Capelli, Lomas 
Sent: Thursday, 29 May 2014 2:13 PM 
To: 
Subject: RE: Red Gully Contaminated Site 

At the time of previous correspondence, Kerry Laszig was the Brench Manager of the Contaminated Sites 
Branch, and Andrew Miller was the Section Manager. 

Due to a recent restructure, Kerry Laszlg is the Senior Manager, Contaminated Sites, and Andrew Miller is 
a Manager, Contaminated Sites. 

it should be noted that as Kerry is on secondment, Andrew Miller is the acting Senior Manager, 
Contaminated Sites. Hope that makes sense. 

( ~ reiation to site characterisation, some contaminants of concern that should be considered Include (but 
not limited to): 

• Metals (including specific metals of concern) 
• Naturally occurring radioactive material 
• Anions (i.e. Ci and S04) 
• Petroleum hydrocarons 
• Polycyclic aromatice hydrocarbons 
• Phenolic compounds 
• Nutrients 
• Asbestos (or justify why not a concern). 

If you have any further queries along the way, feel free to contact me. 

Kind Regards, 

Lornas Capelli 
';ontarninated Sites Officer 
Departrnent of Environment Regulation 
Locked Bag 33, Cloisters Square WA 6850 
p: 
f: +618 9333 7575 
e: 
w: 'l:!Y:!'.~~ME!Y.J!.I,! 

From: 
Sent: Thursday, 29 May 2014 1:33 PM 
To: Capelli, Lomas 
Subject: Red Gully Contaminated Site 

HI Lomas. 

Thank you for meeting with us on Monday. Can you please advise Kerry's full name and title for our records? 

If you have any further suggestions in relation to site characterisation that would be appreCiated. 

We'll keep you up to date and Informed as we progress. 
1 
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'l(jlla regards 

level 11 14 Outram SI, West Perth WA 6005 
PO Mosman Park South WA 6012 

Ph: 
www.kdl.coID,9u 

Goldon GBcko Awards for Environmental Excollonco 
2011 Cortlnca(o of Merit 

Please consider the environment before ptintlng this email. 

Dllcl~tm.r. 
Tl'J~ tI11~l.m uyl\lu tnl\$mlIfd v.M illltO t~nl'dut!J! ,nd InIOMt>! to!e!:f forl.1!& U10 or IIlu 1IWrMU'll! 
C1".n~ ioYthorn U!c.)' Iro .~re",ed. rr~1IU BItt!lllI IIln IIlIfIlded ~~Int. eo),Ulo, 1I11Clftten«lYl'llb, 
d~wlll Of eoJ¥n:l ~rlltl t-m~. 1)1 alUclvntnl.5, Is ulI4u\horlltd Ind Ofjllrut Ill' rarr, Ifl'W have r~tlN 
Ws tmolln ((I'Ilf plUM 0Il~1lI~ Ko. t I'll Ud kn!ned'altltud deleto tho t-mil u.:I aUaclvntnls. 
\'llmlng~ 

~~::~::e~~~~~~~::e;,~~':nj%~do~j~~~!~~~~~:r~o~~~~: =~ 
III~ehm~nl'. 

( 
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$ tJ. ~q h P.fVl P sl ~~",-,hf---,--. ____ _ 

f 

,9 

J~~~~ __ ~~~ __ ~ __ ~ ____ ~~~~~~~~~~ 
~ IAII i~formaiionremovedfrom this document is exe~p!p~~su.~~t to Clause 3(_~t~~ S,chedule 1 to the FOI Act.1 , 
--------._-------------



IReleased ,Under FOil 
I 

Capelli, Lomas 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, 20 May 2014 2:45 PM 
Capelli, Lomas 

Cc: -SubJect: Your ref: 2011/6131: Contamination Remediation: Request for meeting 

Hello Lomas, 

I have left a volcemall message for you and wanted to follow up with an email to provide some background 
Information and context to a request to meet with you, hopefully this week. 

I am working with Empire Oil & Gas NL In relation to the remediation of a well site area on Lot 5653 on Plan 206748 
as shown on the Certificate of Title 1259/706. The site is located on Wannamal Road West, Glngln within 
Exploration Permit EP 389. 

- Ne are preparing a Bridging Environmental Plan to submit to the DMP Environment Branch for approval to 
complete the remediation works 01 the contaminated site. As you are aware from previous correspondence, the 
Ilare pit was remedlated, however the cuttings sump was unable to be remediated due to ground conditions and 
water contained in the sump, We are assisting Empire finalise the remediation plan to complete those activities. 

We would like to meet with you to go through the proposed remediation activities and discuss any concerns or 
Issues you may have to ensure that they are appropriately addressed within the Bridging EP and subsequent 
remediation works. 

Are you available to meet tomorrow (Wednesday 21 May) or Friday 23 May to meet with me and an Empire 
representative? 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

'l\ind'regardS 

levell, 14 Outram St, West Perth WA 600S 
PO Box 4336, Mosman Park SOiii"t~h~wiiAiii60iiilIii2 

Ph: .. 
www.kd1.com:au 

Golden Gecko Awards for Envlronmnnlal Excollence 
2011 Certificate of Merit 

Please consIder the ff)vlfonment before prlntfng this emof/, 

C11~rlJmlr. 
lN~ Ima3 fIId lOY flU Ir.oMm~led lIil1l illtlt co(ll"lII~nlllI ,r,d Iotlndtd $01'1:1 rill'lho usa onJ11I1rJ4r.'\oju~1 
0( fllta)o 10 IIl\(om lhiy " ... lkIdluu<l. J(}~J .1. M1lho II\ttr.d«1IId'P!fn~ .n~ us., 1t11tli«t~ vi.Ih. 
di~sul' Ot ClIPi.no 01 tlis o-m~'. CI .~'thm~nts. Is IIn~U\Mru«l .114 agllnd Iha ~". Uy.w h2V1 feQ:'llI1d 
INs rmal ~ ,1lI\(¢~le CGnI'Q KO.1 P1tUdlirwrl«l1llely.rId ddelllM lH!IoI.1WllbcllmuU. 
~'I'mr(lll: 

~~~~:~~~nn~~:~~~~:~~~::~j,~~~;!~:~==r~Oltun::J~~~ 
'Uldtmenls". 

1 
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~ Government of Western Australia 
~ Department of Environment and Conservation 

Western Australian Pianning Commission 
Locked Bag 2506 
Perth WA 6001 

Dear SirlMadam 

Your ref: 
Our ref: 

Enquiries: 
Phone: 
Fax: 
E:mall: 

NOTiFiCATION OF REGISTR.ATION OF MEMORIAL 
SECTION 59 OF THE CONTAMINATED SITES ACT 2003 

Document No.: 3 

2011/6131 

Re91~trar 

1300762982 

In accordance with section 59 of the Contaminated Sites Aot 2003 (the Act), please be advised 
that, on instruction by Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC), a memorial has been 
registered against the Certificate(s) of Title listed below, under section 58 of the Act, for the site 
consisting of 1 parcel(s) of land including the following: 

• Memorial M47404 ML, SWAN LOCATION 5653 as shown on certificate of title 1259/706 
known as Boonanarring WA 6503 

The memorial records the site classification as 'Remediated for restricted use', 

Given that a memorial has been registered against the site, under section 58(b) of the Act, the 
Western Australian Planning Commission may not approve the subdivision of the land under 
Section 35 of the Planning and Development Aot 2005, or the amalgarnation of that land with any 
other land without seeking, and taking Into account, the advice of DEC as to the suitability of the 
land for subdivision or amalgamation. Furthermore, a responsible authority (e.g. Local 
Government Authorities) may not grant approval under a scheme for any proposed development 
of the land without seeking, and taking into account, advice from DEC as to the suitability of the 
proposed development. 

A memorial registered under the Act has effect until it Is formally withdrawn. A copy of the 
rnemorlalls attached for your Information. . 

For further Information, please contact the Registrar on 1300762 982, 

DIRECTOR GENERAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIVISIONS: TheAlrlum, 16S·S1 GeorgeSTerrece, Perth, WeslernAustralia 6000 
Phone: (OS) 6467 6000 Fill<: (OS) 6467 5562 

PARltS AND CONSERVAllON SERVICES DIVISIONS: Execullve: Corner of Australia II Drive end Hackett Drive. Crewley, Western Austrella 6009 
Phone: (08) 9442 0300 Fax: (08) 93861578 Operallons: 17 Dick Perry Avenue, Technology Park, Kenslnglon, Weslern Auslralle 6151 

Age-ncy 
CSSID=bJt)8 

Phone: (08)9219 8000 Fex: (08)9334 0498 
POSTAL ADDRESS FOR ALL DIVISIONS: Locked Bag 104, Benlley Delivery Centre, Western Australle 6983 

www.dac.wa.gov,8U 
wa.gov.au 
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Yours sincerely . 

Naomi Telford, A/Section Manager 

CONTAMINATED SITES BRANCH 
Delegated Officer under section 91 
of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 

2511012012 

Ene: Copy of Memorial(s) 







IReleqsed Under FOil Document No.: 4 

~ Governrnent of Western Australia ..Wl. Department of Environment and Conservation 

Western Australian Planning Commission 
Locked Bag 2506 
Perth WA 6001 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Your rer; 

Our ref: 
Enqulrres: 
Phone: 
Fax: 
Email: 

2011(6131 

Registrar 

130076296,2 

This leiter is the formal notice of classification of a known or suspected contaminated site In which 
you have an interest. This constitutes the notice the Department of Environment and Conservation 
(DEC) Is legally obliged to give under the Contaminated Sites Aot 2003 (the Act), which came into 
effect on 1 December 2006. 

The Act was set up to record and manage contaminated sites In Western Australia, In order to 
protect people's health and the environment. Contamination does not necessarily mean that an 
area is unsafe to live or work in - for example, It may be limited to groundwater, and only becomes 
an Issue to be managed If a groundwater bore was being considered. 

This notice explains why the site has been classified, what restrictions, If any, have been placed 
on the use of the site and how you can appeal the classification. In some cases, this notice may 
Include other lots which also form part of the classified site, In addition to the lot In which you have 
an Interest. 

Also attached Is a copy of the brochure Contaminated sites: New laws for Western Australia, 
which has more Information about the Act. If, after reading this letter, you have any further queries, 
please contact DEC's Contaminated Sites Branch on 1300 762 982. 

NOTICE OF A CLASSIFICATION OF A KNOWN OR SUSPECTED CONTAMINATED 
SITE GIVEN UNDER SECTION 15 OF THE CONTAMINA TED SITES ACT 2003 

The site detailed below (the site), conSisting of 1 parcel(s) of land, was reported to the CEO of 
DEC as a known or suspected contaminated site and has been classified under the Act: 

• LOT 5653 ON PLAN 206748 as shown on certificate of title 1259/706 known as 
Boonanarring WA 6503 

This notification Is being sent to you In accordance with section 15(1) of the Act on the grounds 
that you, as the recipient, are one or more of the following: 

(a) owner of the site (contact details sourced from the current certificate of title); 
(b) occupier of the site; 
(c) relevant public authority; 
(d) person who, In the CEO's opinion, there Is particular reason to notify; 

DIRECTOR GENERAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIViSIONS: The Atrium, 166 st Georges Terrece, Perth, Western Au,lralia 6000 
Phone: (06) 6467 6000 Fex: (08) 6467 6562 

PARKS AND CONSERVATION SERVICES DIVISIONS: Executive: Corner of AuslraDa II Drive end Hackell Drive, Crawley, We,lernAu,lralia 6009 
Phone: (06) 9442 0300 Fex: (08) 93861576 Operallons: 17 Dick PerlY Avenue, Technology Perk, Kenslnglon, Weslern Auslralla 6151 

Phone: (08) 9219 6000 Fax: (06) 9334 0498 
POSTALAOPRESS FOR ALL PIVISIONS: Locked Bag 104, Benlley Delivery Cenlre, Weslern Au,lralia 6983 
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(e) perllon who made the report under section 11 or 12; and 
(I) person who, in the CEO's opinion,' may be responsible for remediation of a site 

classified as Gontamlnated - remediation required. 

Site Classification 

Category of site classification: Remediated for restricted use 

Date of site classification: 03/09/2012 

Reasons for classification: This .slte was reported to the Department of Environment and 
Conservation (DEC) under section' 11 of the 'Contaminated Sites Act 2003' (the Act), which 
commenced on 1 December 2006.' The site classification Is based on Information submitted to 
DEC by August 2012. . 

A portion of the site was developed fOr gas exploration purposes In 2009, Including the disposal of 
drilling waste fluids in an unlined sump. A natural gas production well was Installed at the site 
during 2011. Oil and gas production is a land use that has the potential to cause contamination, as 
specified in the guideline 'Potentially Contaminating Activities, Industries and Landuses' 
(Department of Environment, 2004) .. 

The site was reported following a site Inspection by DEC officers during 2011 as a result of 'gas 
flaring' activities at the site producing black smoke, The site inspection reported visual evidence of 
hydrocarbon Impacts within the 'flare pit' and 'cuttings sump', Sampling carried out by the DEC 
Pollution Response Unit Identified hydrocarbons (such as from diesel) in soils within the 'flare pit', 
and sediments adjacent to the 'cuttings sump' at concentrations exceeding ecological Investigation 
levels and, in the absence of speciation analysis, possibly health-based investigation levels for 
commercial/industrial sites, as published in 'Assessment Levels for Soli, Sediment and Water' 
(DEC, 2010). Significant concentrations of hydrocarbons (such as from diesel) were also detected 
in the fluid within the 'cuttings sump', 

A limited Investigation of soil within, and adjacent to, the 'flare pit' in May 2011 Identified 
hydrocarbons (such as from diesel) at significant concentrations at the base of pit. Remedial 
works, In the form of successive rounds of soil excavation and off-site disposal, have been 
undertaken at the 'flare pit' during 2011 and 2012, Following these works, all identified 
hydrocarbon-Impacted solis within the 'flare pit' have been successfully remediated, 

A sediment sample collected from within the 'outtlngs sump' In May 2011 was found to oontain 
hydrocarbons (such as from diesel) at a concentration exceeding ecological investigation levels, 
as published In 'Assessment Levels for Soli, Sediment and Water' (DEC, 2010). 

Samples of fluid from within the 'cuttings sump' were collected during April, May and October 
2011, analysis of these samples found that hydrocarbons (such as from diesel) were also present 
in waters of the 'cuttings sump' at elevated conqentrations, However, no guidelines are currently 
available for hydrocarbons in surface waters, Despite Inltlellnformation which suggested that the 
fluids within the 'cuttings sump' were contained, deep excavations during soil remedial works In 
the adjacent 'flare pit' encountered fluids at approximately 2 metres below ground level, 
suggesting that the 'cuttings sump' fluids were infiltrating Into natural salls. 

A limited groundwater investigation, undertaken In September 2011, did not C1etect petroleum 
contaminants above the laboratory level of reporting In groundwater beneath the site. 

Agency 
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( 

Baseo on the Information provided, the site appears suitable for continued Industrial use, but may 
not be suitable for more sensitive land uses (such as residential housing). ' 

As the site has been remedlated such that it Is 'sultable for industrial landuse, but may not be 
suitable for a more sensitive landuse, the site Is classified as 'temediated for restricted use'. 

DEC understands that at site closure the contents of the 'cuttings sump' will be characterised prior 
to reb,urial on site or off-site disposal. 

, ' 

DEC, in consultation with the Department of Health, has classified this site based on the 
Information. available \0 DEC at the time of classiflcatlon. It is acknowledged !hat the contamination 
status ,of the site may have changed since the Information was collated andlor submitted to DEC, 
and as such, the usefulness of this information may b~ limited. 

In accordance with Department of Health advice, if groundwater Is being, or is proposed to be 
abstracted, DEC recommends that analytical testing should be carried Qut to determine whether 
the groundwater is suitable for Its Intended use. 

Action Required, 

'Further assessment of potential contamination should be undertaken before any change iti land 
use to a more sensitive land use (such as residential, primary school or chlldcare centre) in the 
future. " 

Due to the presence of hydrocarbons In fluid and sediment associated with the 'cuttings sump' a 
site-specific health and safety plan should be c!eveloped and Implemente,J to address the risks to 
the health of any workers undertaking Intrusive works In the vicinity of the 'cuttings sump'. 

General Information 

The nature and extent of contamination and any restrictions on the use of the land, If applicable, 
are listed In Attachment A. ' 

Information in relation to the clas~lflcatlon of-the site is available free of charge as a summary of 
records via the Contaminated Sites Database at www.dec.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsltes. 

In some Instances DEC has had to 'classlfy sites ba~ed on historical information. A site may be re
classified at any stage when "additional Information becomes available, for example wh'ere a new 
Investigation or remediation report completed in accordance with DEC's Contaminated Sites 
Management Series guidelines, is submitted to DEC. The current site classification Is the 
classification most recently conferred on the site. 

Memorials 

In aQcordance with section 58(1) of the Act, DEC will lodge a memorial with the Registrar of 
Landgate, recording the classification against the site's Certiflcate(s) of Tille 1259/706. Parcel(s) 
without a registration number or certificate of tille will not have a memorial lodged against them 
until a certificate of tille has' been creatEld. Once complete, confirmation of the lodgement of the 
memorial(s) will be forwarded to the following people: 

(a) each owner, 

Agency 
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(b) Western Australian Planning Commission; 
(c) CEO of the Department of Health; 
(d) Local Government Authority;· 
(e) relevant scheme authority. 

Given that memorial(s) will be lodged against the site, the Western Australian Planning 
Commission (WAPC) rnay not approve the subdivision of the land under Section 135 of the 
Planning and Development Act 2005, or the amalgamation of that land with any other land without 
seeking, and taking into account, the advice of DEC as to the suitability of the land for subdivision 
or amalgamation. Furthermore, a responsible authority (e.g. Local Government Authorities) may 
not grant approval under a scheme for any proposed development of the land without seeking, 
and taking Into account, advice from DEC as to the suitability of the proposed development. 

Disclosure upon sale/lease I mortgage of the site 

Where the land is part of a transaction - sale, mortgage or lease agreement - and is classified as 

• conlaminaled - remediation required; 
• conlaminalad - restricled use; or 
• remed/aled for reslricted use; 

land owners MUST PROVIDE WRITTEN DISCLOSURE (on the prescribed Form 6 enclosed) of 
the site's status to any potential owner, mortgagee (e.g. financial Institutions) or lessee at least 1.4 
days before the completion ·of the transaction. A copy of the disclosure must also be fOlWarded to 
DEC, 

Important note: Failure to provide written notice is an offence and carries a penalty of up to 
$125,000 and a daily penalty of $25,600. 

Appealing the Site Classification 

AII·site classifications given by DEC are appealable. However, only certain people can lodge a 
valid appeal. The people who can lodge a. valid appeal varies, depending on the classification 
category, as detailed in Fact Sheet 11: Righls of appeal under the Conlamlnated Siles Act 2003 
(enclosed). Appeals need to be lodged In writing with the Contaminated Sites Committee at 
Forrest Centre, Level 22, 22.1 St Georges Terrace, Perth WA 6000, within 30 days of being given 
this notification. The appeal s~ould set out the appellant's relationship to the site, ilnd must Include 
the grounds an.d facts upon which It Is based. An appeal fee (currently $45) applies. 

To· find out more about (he appeal process, see the Contaminated Sites Committee website at 
www.consltescommittee.wa.gov.au or contact the office of thil Committee on (08) 6467 5201. 

For further information on all aspects of site classification, please refer to Fact Sheet 9: ·Site 
classifications - Whal do Ihey mean? and Sile Classification Scheme 2006 (guideline) which are 
available from DEC's website. www.dec.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites or by contacting the 
Registrar on 1300 762 982. 

Agency 
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Yours sincerely 

Andrew Miller 
§MiION MANAGER 

CONTAMINATED SITES BRANCH 
Delegated Officer under section 91 
of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 

'0310912012 

Enc. Attachment A - Nature and Extent and Restrictions on Use. 

Agency 
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ATTACHMENT A - Nature and Extent and Restrictions on Use 

•. LOT 5653 ON PLAN 206748 

Nature and Extent: Hydrocarbons (such as frolT) diesel) are present in sUrface waters and 
sediment associated with the 'cuttings sump' located along the north-western boundary of the site. . . 

Restriction on Use: The land use of the site Is restricted to commercial/Industrial use, which 
excludes sensitive uses with accessible soil such as chlldca(e centres, kindergartens, pre-schools 
and primary schools. The site should not be develop,ed for a more sensitive use such as 
recreational open space; residential use or child care centres without further contamination 
assessment and/or remediation. ' 

Due to the presence of hydrocarbons In fluid and sediment associated with the 'cuttings sump' a 
site-specific health arid safety plan should be developed and Implemented to address the rls.ks to 
the health of any workers undertaking Intrusive works In the vicinity of the 'cut\lngs sump'. 

Agency 
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/' 
"",ylt r ", .. 

• ~. Department of 
~~\dJ Environment and Conservation 

"/fU~ . 

CSP04 Form - Site Classification Data Entry 

In order to comply wllh the requlr.menls of Part 2, Division 2 (particularly 013(5)(a» oftha Contaminated Sites Act 2003 and the 
process set out In secUon 3 of the MoU (See Explanatory Note 1) the relevant officerls of DEC Islare to complete and the CEO of 
DEC (OT his delegated officer) is to sIgn Part A of this Form and the CEO of DoH Is to complete and sign Part 8 of the Form. If the 
CEOs of DEC and DoH are unable to reach agreement on the classlflca!lon of the Site then a further attempt to reach agreement 
Is to be made. 

PART A - FOR COMPLETION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT & 
CONSERVATION 

Return file to EO after DMO has completed paperwork? 
Ihand·wrilt.n tick In red pen for yes) 
Needs lodgement of memorial to be prlorltlsed 
(hand-written tick In red pen for yes, along with signature of Branch Manager) 
(Do not use this without pem11sslon from Branch Manager) 
To be used where, for e.g. to ensure that memoria! Is lodged prior to a known Imminent land sale) 

.. "'.:' 

Lot 5653 on DP 
206748 ~ Wannamal 

Road West, 
Boonanarrlng/G!ngln 

A 

Exploration Permll389 - Managed by DMP 

39166 
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July, 2011 

April, July, 2011 

May, 2012 

6503 (Gemec May, 2012 

May, 2012 

August, 2012 

". "'. :,' .. 

. ,'", ." :·l 

Hydracarban~.lmpacted salls remedlated, groundwater Impact not confirmed. 
plassificatlon and restrictions required to manage risk assocIated with resIdual 
hydrocarbons In cullings sump. Understood site Is to be further developed for 
industrial landuse. 

2 
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/' 
Previous Land use Rural 

Industrial (natural gas exploration) 

ISQG·L 

ISQG·H 

~:~:~ ;~\:f~'~'I\\~~ Act), which commenced on December 
a sUbmltled to DEC by August 2012, ' 

A portion of the site was developed for gas exploration purposes In 2009, Including iha 
disposal of drilling waste fluids In an unlined sump. A natural gas productron well was 
Installed at the slte during 2011. 011 and gas productton Is a land use thal has the potential to 
cause contamination, as specified In the guideline 'Potentially ContamInating Activities, 
Industries and Landuses' (Department of environment, 2004). 

The site was reported following a site Inspection by DEC officers during 2011 as a reaull of 
'gas flaring' activitles at the sIte producing black smoke. The sUe InspectIon reported vIsual 
evidence of hydrocarbon Impacts withIn the 'nare pit' and 'cuttings sump', Sampling carried 
out by the DEC Pollution Response Unit IdentlOed hydrocarbons (such as from diesel) In 
salls within the 'fiare pit', and 13edlments adjacent to the 'cuttings sump' at concentrations 
exceedIng ecologIcal Investigation levels enci.l1n the absence of specIation analysis, possIbly 
health·based Invest/gallon levels for commeiClallindustrlal sites, as published In 'Assessment 

~;i;,?;\::tll Levels for Soli, Se~lIment and Water' (DEC, 2010). SIgnificant concentrations of 
i:: hydrocarbons (such as from dleseij were also detected In the fluid wIthIn the 'cutllngs sump'. 
',"',"\"':":il 
<:',",\),~;I A limited Investigation of soli within, and edJacent to, the 'nare pit' In May 2011 Identified 

hydrocarbons (such as from dIesel) at slgnlflcant concentratlors at the base of pll. Remedial 
works, In the form of Guccesslve rounds of 8011 excavallon and off-site disposal, hava been 
undertaken at the 'flare pit' during 2011 and 2012. Following these works, all Identified 
hydrocarbon·lmpacted solis within the 'flare pit' have been successfully remedlated. 

3 
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Samples of fluid from within the 'cuttings sump' were conected during April, May and October 
2011. analysis or Ihese samples found that hydrocarbons (such as from diesel) were also 
present In waters of the 'cuttings sump' at elevated concentratIons. However, no guIdelines 
are currently ava1lable for hydrocarbons In surface waters, Despite Initial Information which 
suggested that the fluids withIn the 'cuttings sump' were contaIned. deep excavations during 
soU remedial works In the adjacent 'flare pit' encountered fluids at epprm<imalely 2 metres 
below ground level, suggesting that the 'cuttings sump' fluids were Infiltrating Inlo natural 
solis. 

A limited groundwater Investigation, undertaken In September 2011, did not detect petroleum 
contaminants above the laboratory level of reporting In groundwater beneath the site. 

Based on the lnfonnation provided, the site appears suitable for continued Industrial use, but 
may not be suitable for more sensitive land uses (such as residential housing). 

As the slle has been remedlaled such that It is suitable for industrial landuse, but may not be 
suitable for a more sensitive landuse, the slle Is claSsified as 'remedlated for restricted use'. 

DEC understands that at site closure the contents of the 'cuttings sump' will be characterised 
prior to reburial on slle or off-site disposal. 

DeC, In consultation with the Department of Health, has classified this site based on the 
Information available to DEC at the Ume of crasslflcat/on. It Is acknowledged that the 
contamination status of the site may have changed since the Information was collated and/or 
submitted tO,DEC, and as such, the usefulness of this Informallon may be limited, 

In accordance wllh Department of Health advice, If groundwater Is being, or Is proposed to 
be abstracted, DEC recommends that analyliealtesUng should be carried out to determine 
whether the groundwater Is suitable for Its intended use. 

Action Required 
: ' " Further assessment of potential contamination should be undertaken before any change In 
i" "" land use to a more sensitive land use (such as resldenUal, primary school or chl/deare 

::., centre) In the future. 

Due to the presence of hydrocarbons In fluid and sediment associated with the 'cuttings 
sump' a slte~speclfic health and safely plan should be developed and Implemented to 
address the risks to the health of any workers undertaking Intrusive works In the vicinity of 

I . . 

39156 

':)'., 

use I I use, 
excludes senslllve uses with accessIble soU such as chUdcare centres, 
kindergartens, pre-schools and primary schools. The site should not be 
developed for a more senslUve use such as recreational open space; 
residential use or chHdcare centres without further contamination 
assessment and/or remedIation. 

Due to the presence of hydrocarbons In rtuld and sedIment assocIated 
with the 'cuttings sump' a site-specific health and safety plan should be 
developed and Implemented to address the risks to the health of any 
workers undertaking Intrusive works In the vicInity of the 'culiings 

22 AU9usi 
2012 
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e 

f 

9 

h 

Under the Contaminated SlIes Ac12003, this site has been classified as ~remediated for 
restricted use-, For further information on the contamination status of this site, please contact 
the Contaminated Sites Branch of the Department of Environment & Conservation. 

that 

p,ullnOlnty, Armadals 
Midland 

Branch . 

, Subiaco 
Western 

(when EO IdenUfies that site hes 
Impacted groundwater and Is wllhln 
• Public Drinking WO'lerSn"ma 

WaterCorp oasement or Is a road 
AND classified as elther C-RR, c
RU, R-RU or PQ-IR. This sit. may 
pose a risk to workers undertaking 

I 

39156 
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Western Power easement or Is a 
~ AND classified as eIther C-RR, 

k C·RU, R·RU or PC·IR. This slle 
may pose a risk to workers 
undertaking works on underground 
I 

m 

n. DeciSion) 

osjog/(jv 
fr'i)pP)) TO D!l--Tftl?;;15-e ~ 

39156 Mineral House, 100 Plain Street 
East Perth, WA, 6004 

6 



,IReleased Under FOil 

PART B· TO BE COMPLETED BY DOH 

ADVICE & AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT WITH SITE CLASSIFICATION 

(Strike out the bOl( that does not apply (vis either a or b» 

I have considered the Information described at clause 3.1B of the MeV (see MExplanatory Noto- 4 
below) and based on that Information DoH advises that It concurs with DEC's site classification and 
the reasons (or the slte classification described at sections 9a and 9a pfPartA of thIs Form, 

(If additional advice/comments concerning the classlflcatlon of thIs Site Is necessary, It will appear on 
an aUachment to this Form) 

The DoH agrees with and endorses the site cfasslficallon for this Site as described at section 9(a) of 
Part A of this Form, and confirms that the CEO of the DEC can finalise this classlflcation for the Sile. 

Furthe, edvlce allached? yesC:;J 

OR 

I have consIdered the Information described at clause 3.18 of the MoV (see ~Explanatory Nota 4" 
below) and based on that Information DoH advises thal It does not concur wl!.h13EC's recommended 
site classification at Part A, sga of this Form. The reason/s for this advice Qf1cludlng DoH's 
recommendations In relation to the classlncaUon afthe Site) ISlar/at on the attached sheet. 

In accordance with the advIce on the attached sheet, the Do~advises'that the sUa classification of 
the Site be: . / 

_ Report not SUbstantiated /' 
_ Possibly contaminated -lnvesl!.9a(on required 
_ Not contaminated unrestrlcte;illse 
_ Contaminated restricted !.lsa 

Remedlated for reslrlcjetl use = Contaminated - remediation required 
_ Decontamtna~/ 

The DoH Invites the DJt~engage In further consultation with a vIew to reaching agreement on the 
classincat/on Of/Sfia as expedlU~usly as posslblel so the SIte1s classification can be finaHsed. 

Please contact on' If you have any 

' ... ' 

Part C TO BE COMPLETED BY DEC DELEGATED OFFICER 
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Explanatory Note 1 

This muUlpurpose Form records the steps taken by DEC and DoH to consult and reach agreement on site classification (If possible) 
In order to comply wUh the requirements of s13(5)(a) of the Contemlnated Sites Act 2003. DEC and DoH have entered Into a MoV 
(headed "Management of Known or Suspected ContamInated Sites") In order to give practical effect to those requIrements. SecUon 
3 aftha MOU outlines the process that DEC and DoH are to fonow In order to comply with those requirements. Of partIcular 
relevance to this Fonn are paragraphs 3.6 and 3,15 of the MoU, 

Explanatory Note 2 

DEC to list all historical advice sent and received from' DoH thai Is relevant to the classification of the Site, Including the file 
r~ference numbers, dates, title and author where possible, The Information ~ecelved from DoH will be lIsted below In the same 
fannat. 

Explanatory Note 3 

The abbreviated documents listed at sectlon 3 are listed In ALSSW ~ 'Assessment/evers for soil, sediment end water' Contaminated 
Sites Management Series, The full titles of the documents are as follows: 

ElL - EcologlcallnvesUgatlon Levels 
H/L - Health Investigation Levels 
Risk Based Solf ~ site-specific assessment criteria developed after conducting a detailed risk assessment 
(SQG·L - Interim SedIment Quality Guidelines - Low 
ISQG·H ~ Interim Sediment Quality Guidelines - High 
FWQ AEP - Fresh Water Quality Aquatic Ecosystem Protection 
MWQ AEF' - Marine Water Quality AquaUc Ecosystem Protection 
Risk Based Groundwater- site·speclfic assessment crUerJa developed after conducting 8.detai!ed risk assessment 
Other - This may Include site specific criteria, assessment levels widely used and accepted In other countries If applicable to the 
site under investfgatlon and Industry based levels used as InUlal screening tools. 

Explanatory Note 4 

Clause 3.12 of the Memorandum of Understanding beN/een nEC and DoH provides as follows: 

Upon DoH's receipt of the Fonn, and after considering all relevant information In or attached to the Form, as well as other relevant 
Information available to or In the possession of DoH, the CEO of DoH will provide on Part B of the Form, his or her signed: 
(a) written advIce concerning the DEC's recommended site classification; and 
(b) written statement as to whether the CEQ of DoH agrees with the DEC's recommended site classification. 

8 
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IReleased Under FOil Document No.: 8 

File: 201116131 DMO: 6798 20 August 2012 

IFILE NOTE 

Classification notes 

Site Identification Details: 
Site Name & location: 
Site Area: 
Legal Description: 
Current Ownership: 
LGA: 
Zontng: 
Operating Status: 
Adjacent Land use: 

Documents 

Title 

General: 

Wannamal Road West, Boonanarring/Gingin 
N196 ha 
Lot 5653 on DP 206748 
'Cattamarra Farms Pty Ltd' (Empire joint venture) 
Shire of Gingln 
Rural 
Gas exploration weill rural agricultural 

N 
S 
E 
W 

Rural 
Rural 
Parks and recreation 
Rural 

Author 

GEMEC 

GEMEC 

GEMEC 

GEMEC 

GEMEC 

\ 
'. 

Date 

April 2011 

27 October 
2011 

7 November 
2011 

7 August 
2012 

• Site operates under a DMP exploration licence (EP 389) 

I 

received by 
DEC 

1 July 2011 

1 July 2011 

28 May 2012 

28 May 2012 

28 May 2012 

10 August 
2012 

• to submit Form 1 after direction from DEC -led to Form 1 lodgement by 

• source I I 
o As part the process of production testing the well, 16,000L of diesel was pumped 

down the well. During testing 14;000L of diesel was recovered Into on-site ASTs. 
o The remaining 2000 L of diesel was 'flared off' during the Initial clean up, 
o The remaining 14,000L of recovered diesel was then 'flared off' commencing 16 

March 2011 after DMP approval. 

T:1623-Contamlnated Sites BranchlShared DatalSite Assessmentsl818oonanarring_Wannamal 
road_DM06798IBoonanarring_ WannamaL2011-6131_DM06798_LC _filenote.doc 
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Brief Site History: 

Soil type: 

• • • I 

• Sandy clay / clayey sand 
• Site observations Indicate soils to quite sandy. 

I i 

receiving a 
k 

In 

• Permeability of salls at the site has been disputed. The cuttings sump Is not lined (based on 
argument that liquids contained by clay soils, however nearby water reservoir (established by 
Empire) is lined with plastic, presumably to avoid water loss from infiltration. Site observations 
indicate soil would be permeable. 

Initial Groundwater Details: 
• Groundwater info derived from information provided from DoW on a request from S. 

Appleyard. 
o Red Gully area of the southern portion of the Dandaragan Plateau. 
o Very little borehole data / groundwater bores / wells, Indicates that conditions for 

groundwater development are poor. 
o Lithology Is clayey sand / sandy clay 
o Indications are that there is a 'perched' groundwater system situated between 5-10 

mBGL 
o Yields from the 'perched' aquifer appear to be low. 
o 1 bore located 800m west of the site: 

• Total depth 9.2 mBGL 
• SWL 5.5 mBGL 
• Yield of 18 ril'/day 
• This Is conformable with the 'perched' aquifer system being composed of 

saturated sandy clay / clayey sand 

Environmental Receptors: 
• Rural area, moderately disturbed. 
• Site likely to be rezoned Industrial as petroleum production supersedes exploration works. 
• Large area of Virgin bush located east of the cadastral lot, zoned parks and recreation. 

T:1623-Contaminated Sites BrallehlShared DalalSil. Assessments\B\Boonanarring_Wannamal 
road_DM0679S\Boonanarring_WannamaL2011-6131_DM0679B_LC_fiIenole.doe 

I 
Clause 81 
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. 

Human Health Receptors: 
• Onsite workers 

PRU Results 
• Preliminary analytical results provided with Form 1 report, relating to samples taken by DEC. 
• Samples collected over 2 site visits 1 April and 11 April 2011 : 

o Flare pit 
• 7 soll- FP1, FP2, FP3, FP4, FP5, FP6, FP7 

o Cuttings sump 
• 3water-CS1, CS2, CS3 
• 1 sediment - SedCS (TPH and PAH) 

o 9 QAJQC samples: 
• Duplicates 
• Backgrounds 
• Field Blanks 
• Trip blanks 

Triplicates 
• Chromatograms from selected samples interpreted by laboratory: 

o FP1-FP3 indicative of diesel fuel 
o CS1 - did not match any petroleum products within the lab library 
o Sed CS Indicative of diesel and heavy 011 mixture 

I notedJ 
S.mplelD 

d:'~, c~~~" c~:~" c;,P!: Benzene Toluene 

~ , 

~P1oo~~; ~2~" 146 14BOO 3BBOO <LOR <LOR 1.3 3.1 lB.4 

rp~OO~~~'G'i'" 52 8540 24300 <LOR <LOR <LOR 1.1 6.5 

FP~oo~~f~~~ll 210 8300 17000 <LOR <LOR 2.8 6.0 31.6 

FPb:;~~~P~:!L011 

FP~:;~~';;8GL Tested for Inorganlcs 

FP~:;~~~P~~~011 

FP;506~~f~~~11 840 2950 5260 <LOR 0.6 16.6 9.6 45,6 

....• o! .... UnlNGSSL ~p .... "".'" "'" . ;-' . 
Se2 C.S - 1 Ap,r1l2011 

~~~;il2011 
162 630 3690 660 <LOR <LOR 0.6 3.4 

30 ~glL 940 ~glL 3770 ~glL 520 ~glL <LOR <LOR <LOR <LOR 

CS2 - ~~::rriJ 2011 
Tested for Inorganics 

CS3 - ~~.t:,rll 2Ul1 

• PAHs: 
o SedCS - <LOR 
o CS1: 

• Naphthalene 1 A ~g/L «criteria) 
• Phenanthrene 3.1 ~g/L «criteria) 

T:1623·Contaminated Sites BranchlShared DatalSlte AssessmentslBIBoonanarrinLWannamal 
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2.2 

10.6 

13.5 

0.7 
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'Soli and Drill Cuttings Investigation Report for Empire Oii - Expioratlon Lease EP389, 
Wannamal Roael West, Gingin Western Australia, 6503' (GEMEC Ply Ltd, November 2011). 

• Works undertaken 7 May - 6 September 2011 
• 7 May 2011 - 8 soil samples collected from the base and walls of the flare-pit (FP1-FP8) and 

tested for TRH and BTEX. < 

• Results: 
o FP4-FP8 were <LOR for all analytes 

, (mglkg) 
Sample ID iP~. =i 

TPH <,PH Benzene Toluene 

FPl 

,R <LOR 

o FP1 and FP2 samples collected from base of excavation 
a Minor impacts In FP3, not significant. 

• Additional 10m' removed from base of pit. 

b=,th~'r;e ;'7!~:e 
1.9 

<LOR 

• A further 3 soli samples collected at the base of the pit as validation s'1mples, btlt at varying 
depths to assess the vertical extent of impact (REF1-REF3). 

Sample 10 
Benzene TolUene 

D Results Indicate that impact remained at depth. 
• NOTE: report discusses Interception of water in the base of the sampling excavation at 

2mbgl, Was stated to be fluid from the adjacent cuttings sump, as opposed to the 
perched groundwater which was intercepted in the monitoring wells at greater depths. 
Outcome = the cuttings sump fluids are Infiltratlng Into natural salls. 

Cullings sump 
• 2 samples collected on 7 May 2011 (DC1 and DC2) from the 'drill cuttings' on the northern 

portion of the cuttings pit: 
o DC1 reporled TRH and BTEX .;LOR 
o DC2 reported: 

• C,o-C" 160 mg/kg 
• CwC" 540 mg/kg 
• C"-C,, 260 mg/kg 

o Speciation analysis on DC2 reported 420 mglkg aliphatics (CwC,.) and aromatics 
<LOR. 

D 5 samples collected on 7 May 2011 from the accessible walls of the cuttings pit "immediately 
above the fluid line". 

o All samples reported TRH and BTEX <LOR 
• DEC Comment - the actual fluid In the cuttings sump does not appear to have been 

sampled. 

T:1623-Conlaminaled Sites BranchlShared DalalSile AssessmenlslSISoonanarring_Wannamal 
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'Flare Pit Remediation Report for Empire 011 - Exploration Lease EP389, Wannamal Road West, 
Gingin Western Australia, 6503' (GEMEC Ply Ltd, August 2012). 

• Works undertaken 26 - 31 July 2012 
• Additional excavation works and validation sampling. 
• 26 July 2012 - Further 100m' soli removed and stockpiled for validalion. Depth of excavation 

to 2.7 mbgl. 
• A total of 14 samples taken from resultant flare pit excavation void. 
• 4 samples taken from the stockpile for waste classification purposes. 
• All initial samples <LOR for TRH and aTEX except: 

Analysis mglkg) 
Sample 10 TPH I TPH I TPH I TPH I Benzene I Toluene I Ethyl· I Total 

C,·Cg ClO"C14 C15"CU Cwen benzene Xylene 
FPSl12.7mb I 250 1700 3000 I <LOR <LOR 2.6 I 2.2 19.9 

• Indicated the h/c Impacted soil remained in one location at a depth of 2.7m. 
• 31 July 2012 - Further 20 m' soli removed and stockpiled. Bringing the depth of excavation to 

3.1 mbgl. 
• 2 samples collected from the base of the excavation (FPS13-3.1m and FPS14-3.1m) were 

<LOR for aTEX and TRH. 
• Stockpiled soils were found to contain TRH above the LOR and therefore 120m' of soli was 

relocated to 'Gemec Remediation Service's solid waste facility' (EP Licence L8520/2011/1). 
• NOTE: All Identified h/c-hnpacted salls In the flare pit have been adequately ,emedlated 

via successive excavation and off-site disposal. 

'Groundwater Investigation Report for Empire 011 - Exploration Lease EP389, Wannamal Road 
West, Gingln Western Australia, 6503' (GEMEC Ply Ltd, October 2011). 

• Works undertaken May-October 2011 
• Objective - determine if groundwater present at 10-15 mbgl,and if contenls of cuttings pit had 

leached Into surrounding environment. 
• 3 MWs inslalled on 30 August 2011 via solid flyle augers (Strataprobe): 

o 3m screens 
o Bentonite seals 
o Graded gravel as filter pack 
o 'Developed using submersible pump 

• MW1 - 1 Ombgl at the wesern slle boundary 
• MW2 -10mbgl at the northern Iste boundary 
• MW3 -12mbgl (refusal at 12, Intended to be 15), 9m east of the cuttings sump. 
• 2 soil samples collecled from drill cullings from each monitoring well and analysed for 

BTEXITPH 
• Fluid In the cllttings sump sampled on 7 May and 7 Oclober 2011 to compare with 

groundwater results. 
• Results: 

Sample 10 

o MW1 - BTEX and TPH <LOR 
o MW2 - dry and not sampled (DEC Comment - likely due to Installation within the 

thickness of the drill pad and not Into natural solis as dll'ected by DEC/DMP) 
o MW3 - BTEX and TPH <LOR 
o Cuttings sump fluids: 

Analysis fllfl fLl 
TPH TPH TPH TPH Ethyl- mlp· 0-

C,-C! CIQ"C l4 Gweu CWCl& 
Benzene Toluene benzene Xylene Xylene 

OFl-7May2011 <LOR 430 2500 600 .:;LOR <LOR <LOR <LOR <LOR 
GEMEO 

OF2 - 7 October 2011 <LOR 270 1300 <LOR <LOR <LOR <LOR <LOR <LOR 

CSl 

'--

GEMEO 
1 April 2011 30 940 3770 620 <LOR <LOR <LOR <LOR PRU 

T:1623-Conlamlnated Sites BranchlShared DatalSlte AssessmentslBIBoonanarring_Wannamat 
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• Comparison of water chemistry: 

a pH, [CI") and [K'I determined to provide information on cuttings sump ftuid entering 
groundwater: 

Sample 10 
Analysis (Ill IL 

pH Chloride Potassium 
CF2 - 7 October 2011 9.5 17000000 7900000 GEMEC 

MWI 6 Seplember 2011 9.9 370000 5000 GEMEC 
MW3 - 6 Seplember 2011 9.0 540000 11000 GEMEC 

32000 2000 
220000 8000 
800000 41000 
150000 8500 

Typical results from the N/A 26000 3600 
region, as per DoW 440000 15000 

310000 14000 
290000 9.600 
290000 14000 
180000 5900 

o CSB conclusions: 
Results indicate that chloride and potassium are naturally elevated in the 
shallow aquifer within the region. 
Results do 'not provide any indication that high TDS fluid within the cuttings 
sump Is affecting water quality in MW1 or MW3. 

• Slight difference between MW1 and MW3 is likely to be natural variation as 
these wells are located approx 50m from each other. 

Field and Laboratory QAlQA: 
• Review of QAlQC component of GEMEC reports indicate that the works were undertaken In 

general compliance with DEC standards and guidelines and the resulting data can be relieg 
upon. 

o QAlQC procedures included: 
o Details of sampling methodology 
o Provision of COC forms 
o Provision of laboratory certificates 
o Minimal btlt sufficient discussion of QAlQC within the reports 
o Evidence of chilling samples 
o NATA accredited lab 
o Duplicates and triplicates at appropriate frequencies 
o Trip Blanks and rinsates at appropriate frequencies 

Consultant Report Conclusions: 
• WRT Flare Pit: 

o Remedial works "removed all Identified contaminated and potentially contaminated 
soli from the walls and base of the flare pit, thereby remediating the location". 

• WRT Cuttings Sump/Groundwater: 
o Shallow aquifer does not exist, rather a perched aquifer consisting of infiltrated 

rainwater, supported by highly plastic clay layer reported in MW3 between 9 and 12 
mbgl. 

o [Crl and [K+] orders of magnl,tllde greater in slimp compared to GW samples and 
TPH/BTEX not being detected in groundwater indicates that contents of cuttings slimp 
are not Infiltrating Into the ~urrollnding environment. 

T:1623·Contaminated Sites BranchlShared DatalSlte AssessmentslBIBoonanarring_Wannamal 
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Contaminated Sites Branch Summary: 

• Successive rounds of soli excavation and validation sampling have confirmed that diesel
impacted soils within the flare pit have been successfully remediated. 

• Depth of diesel impact In the flare pit was almost 3 mbgl, the depth of this impact indicates 
that soils are relatively permeable and that a significant volume of diesel was released Into the 
environment. 

• Swan Region (Jason Nelson) Investigated the diesel release under UDR's, however as DMP 
gave approval for the flaring of the diesel cushion, it was concluded that prosecution was not 
viable. 

• The fluid within the cuttings sump is likely to be leaching into surrounding soils, as Indicated 
by GEMEC "The excavation intercepted fluid at -2.0m - refer to photograph provided 111 
Appendix B. The fluid in the based of tile excavation was assumed to be from the adjacent 
cuftings pit, given that tile standing waster level (SWL) in Ihe moniloring well inslalled to the 
easl of Ihe cullings pit (MW3) was gauged at -9m,. The excavation was halted at Ihls poinl so 
as 10 mainlain the inlegrlty oft/Ie cullings pit wall." (2"' paragraph, pg 4, GEMEC, Nov 2011). 

o This Is in direct conflict with other conclusions provided by GEMEC, being that the 
cuttings sump was not infiltrating. 

• In conclusion, it is clear that the cuttings sump fluids are Infiltrating into surrounding natural 
soils and potentially Impacting groundwater. 

• Groundwater monitoring at the site could be viewed as inadequate because: 
o Only 2 wells effectively installed (MW2 was dry) 
o MW2 was dry because It was not drilled to an adequate depth to intercept GW, this is 

because of the thickness of the drill pad in this area. Advice in tilis regard was 
provided to EO&G and Gemec by DMP and DEC in August 2011. 

o GW flow direction has not been determined (only 2 wells, and the wells were not 
surveyed). 

o Likely GW flow would be NW (based on topography), but DoW regional GW appears 
to be SW, the only well Installed adjacent to the sump Is -9m away and on the NE 
side of the sump, therefore poorly positioned to Intercept GW potentially impacted by 
the sump. 

• From a risk perspective: 
o The sump fluids are impacted by hydrocarbons (medium MW, ADF indicative) at a 

concentration of around 3000-5000 ~g/L. 
o Aromatic component is insignificant. 
o Receptors In the area are minimal given the site Is located in a rural setting and the 

site is planned to be developed into an industrial operation (hydrocarbon production). 
o The hydrocarbon Impact In the cuttings sump Is likely to occur in the upper water 

column (due to the lower density of hydrocarbons) and therefore will be exposed to 
the atmosphere which will accelerate attenuation via some minimal vaporisation and 
biodegraded through aerobic biodegradation. Further, the fluid Infiltrating (at the 
bottom of the water column) Is unlikely to contain appreciable concentrations of 
hydrocarbons, and would be further diluted In groundwater. 

o Even assuming that the concentration of hydrocarbons In groundwater is equal to the 
cuttings sump, this Is unlikely to represent an unacceptable risk. 

o Perhaps a restriction on groundwater abstraction should be applied. Noted that GW is 
currently abstracted at the site for industrial purposes and any restriction on 
abstraction may be contentious. 

o Also noted that no GW investigation In the area of the flare pit, [possible· that diesel 
impacted soil provided a source of contamination to groundwater. But unlikely given 
the depth of Impact relative to depth of SWL (which was why the water in the bottom 
of the excavation was considered to be the cuttings sump fluids no GW). 

Classification: '-:P-C;JK(low-priOfjty) o~f~~;:str~tlon-O~I~n~u~e and possiblyGW) 

Lomas Capelli 
Environmental Officer 
Contaminated Sites Branch 

'):1 cih:H,do., wA ;t..,.!Nv!\)//;"'r 
/!,I~'f zt. AC'~~A,L 701 C. 
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~II information removed from this document is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act.1 

Capelli, Lomas 

From: 
Sent: 2:43 PM 
To: 
Subject: 

HI_III 

I hope you are well. 

I spoke with a while back (in May) and he provided me with a copy of a scope of works forfurther 
.remediation of the flare pit. Can you please advise if these works have been undertaken, and when DEC could 
expect a copy of the report. 

Kind Regards, 

lomas Capelli 
:nvlronmenlal Officer 
';onlomlnoled SUes Branch 

Oe,rori,neniof Envlronmenl and Conservollon 
DC WA 69B3 

93331575 

www.dec.wQ.qov QU/oSS 

www.dec.wQ,qoy.ou/contomingfedsiles 

.i/;, I Iii' Ple<lse consider Ihe environment before prInting thlsicmLlU 

~)w, 

-f~, /L (KG;;, I.f",jd(A. ?V-" /-J. 01 r t~ 02 ~ 
- ~~HLa~ r\v\A& t,/L /lrcJ- ,J 
-E/;f,\r:( L",vt '1prv'v&il {£;;116C 
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Document No.: 10 

EMPIRE OIL COMPANY (WA) LIMITED 

24 May 2012 

Mr Andrew Miller 
Manager 
Contaminated Sites Branch 
Department of Envlronmenl and Conservallon 
Locked Bag 104 
BENTLEY DELIVERY CENTRE WA 6983 

AfiN 63 009 475 423 

SUITES 7 AND S 
15,1 HAMPDEN ROAD 

NEDLANDS 6009 WESTERN AUSTRALiA 
TELEPIIONE +61 863892687 

FACSIMILE +61893866812 

EMAIL infori/)cmnircoil.com.au 

WEB \\'ww,cmpircoil,com.illl 

,--, BEPORT ALLOCATION 

. h9-'J'l 
01\40. A-vv1M 'h'n 
c.lasslficstlon: 1f 

kdrna/.J ' _ Officsr: 
New Officer: 

RE: Receipt of a I{nown or Suspected Contaminated Site Under Section 11 of the Contaminated Sites 
Act 2003 

Dear Sir, 

In response to your leiter of Ihe 18 May 2012, please note the following. 

The Reports concerning the works undertaken at the Red Gully,1 and Glngln Wesl-1l'1ellslte have all been lodged 
with Ihe Department of Mines and Petroleum Envlronmenlal Branch. I will arrange for Ihese reporls 10 be forwarded 
to you In digital format together with a hard copy. 

possible 10 do 
of earth from the Oare pit. This 1V0rk has not been 

The DM?'s Director Bill Tlnapple and Kim Regarding the :i~!~!!!!!!!! 
Anderson of Ihe 

~:!~ 

DePARTMENT OF ENVii,oI-lMEN '\ 
~ CONSErNATIOI'1 

2 8 ivlAY lU17, ! 

Corporate In}:lrrnatiOn Section 
ATRIUM 





Document No.: 

Government of Western Australia 
Department of Environment and Conservation 

Your ref: 

Our ref: 2011/6131 

II information removed from this document 
is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of 
Schedule 1 to the FOI Act. 

Services Pty Ltd 
7 & 8,154 Hampden Road 

. Nedlands, WA, 6009 

Enquiries: lomas Capelli 

phone: 

Fax: (08) 9339 7575 

Ema1t: 

RECEIPT OF REPORT OF. A KNOWN OR SUSPECTED CONTAMIANTED SITE UNDER 
SECTION 11 OF THE CONTAMINATED SITES ACT 2003 

The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) wrote to you on the 6 July 2011 
advising you, as an occupier of the site, that on the 1 July 2011 the site consisting of the 
following parcel 

• Lot 5653 on Deposited Plan 206748 as shown on certificate of title 1259/706, located 
at Wannamal Road West, Boonanarring WA 6503 

was reported to the Chief Executive Officer of the DEC as a known or suspected 
contaminated site under the Contaminljted Sites Act 2003 (the Act). In the same 
correspondence, DEC also requested that you submit any information you believe should be 
taken Into account by DEC when determining the site's classification. 

DEC understands that limited soil remediation and groundwater investigation works have 
been undertaken at the site since the site was reported to DEC. Furthermore, it is 
understood that these works were undertaken at the direction of Empire Services Pty Ltd 
(Empire). 

DEC requests the submission of any reports and findings of all works undertaken at the site, 
In relation to contamination, in Empire's possession or available to Empire, marked for the 
attention of the Manager, Contaminated Sites Branch. 

If no further Information Is received by Friday 16 June 2012, DEC will proceed with 
classification of the site based on the information currently available. 

Environmental Regulation Division, Contaminated Slte.s Branch 
Postal Address: locked Sag 104, Bentfey Delivery Centre WA 6983 

Ph: 1300762982 Fax: (OB) 9333 7575 
(ontamfnated,sltes@dec.wa,gov,iJU 

www.dec.wa.gov.au 

11 
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Please contact Lomas Capelli, Environmental Officer of CSB, on liliiiililiiiililiiii. if you have any 
queries In relation to the above, 

Andrew Miller 
A/MANAGER 
CONTAMINATED SITES BRANCH 

18 May 2012 

Cc 
and Petroleum· Kim Anderson 



IReleased Under FOil Document No.: 12a 

IAII information removed from this document is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act.1 

Incident Report (IR) 

ICMS Number: 21050 Complaints File Number: ____ _ 

INCIDENT DETAlLS 

PRIORITY: Priodty 3 (Response within 7 days) DUE DATE: Il-APR-2011 00:00 

Re art Medium DatelTime AIH 
In Person 29-MAR-2011 10:30 No 

Incident Type: Complaint 

Alleged Source of Emission 

Organisation: Lie/Reg File No: 
Address: Suburb: 
LGA: PC: 
COlltact Name: Position: 
Phone: Fax: 

Description of incident 04-APR-2011 16:16 
Complaint received relating to burning ofmatel'ial (possibly hydrocarbon) which resulted ill subsequent emmi"ion 
of black smoke nt Empire Oil and GftS'S explomtion site in Beermullah (Shire of Gin gin) 

I Category: Pollution Sub-category: Smoke 

INCIDENT FOLLOWUP 
Emission Source Confirmed: Incident Confirmed: 
:Yes (Jason NELSON-01-APR-2011) Yes (Jason NELSON-O I-APR-20 I 1) 

Comment: Comm.ent: 

I Refened to other agency I Date Referred 

Actions token: 
Officer Date of Action Undeltaken Officer Comment 

Investigation 
Mark BRAND 01-APR-2011 Site Visit Site investigation into complaint. J Nelson and M 

Brand attend. Sampling for enforcement due to 
hydrocarbon contamination of soil and water. 

Jason NELSON 01-APR-2011 Other Complaint confirmed set to 'Yes', 
Jasoll NELSON 01-APR-2011 Other Source confirmed set to 'Yes', 
Mark BRAND 04-APR-2011 Other Status set to 'Received', 
Mark BRAND 04-APR-:1O II Othel' Priority set to 'Priority 3 (Low)" 
Mark BRAND 04-APR-20 II Othel' Re-allocated to Investigating Officer, 
Jason NELSON 06-APR-20 II Other Meeting held with Jimmy SEOW, Mark BRAND 

(DEC PRU) and Alicia LIM and Stan BOWES 
(DMP) actions agreed as follows: 
IN to formally request copy of EO&O EMp from 
Alicia LIM 
AL to request DMP Director to issue Direction 
Notice to EO&G to remove all hydrocarbon waste 
(solid nnd liquid) fi-om fiare pit and cutling sump to 
an approved landfill site 
DMP to liaise with DEC Can Sites pirar to issuing 
Direction Notice to contiI'm remediation 
requirements to be stipulated to EO&G 
DEC re-visit Red Gully I site IlI04/20 II with DEC 
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Mark BRAND 

MmkBRAND 
Mmk BRAND 
FeJ'll CLARKE 
Jasoll NELSON 

Jason NELSON 

Jasoll NELSON 

Jasoll NELSON 

Jasoll NELSON 

Jasoll NELSON 
Jason NELSON 

Jasoll NELSON 

I I -APR-20 11 

14-APR-201 I 
14-APR-201 I 
14-APR-2011 
2 I-APR-20 I I 

12-MAY-
2011 

02-JUN-201 I 

1 0-JUN-20 I I 

20-JUN-20 I I 

12-SEP-201 I 
23-SEP-20 I I 

3 I-OCT-201 I 

Site Visit 

Other 
Other 
Other 
Letter 

Letter 

Other 

Letter 

Further 
Investigations 

Other 
Email 

Othcr 

H)'drogeologist for f1ll1her smnpling 
DMP to investigate ifEO&G bas complied with the 
Onshore Drilling Schednle and EMP 
Site investigation iuto complaint. J Nelson, S 
Appleyard and M Bnmd in attendmlce. Sampling 
fOl' enforcement due to hydl'ocBrbon contamination 
orsoil and water. 
Re-allocated to Investigating Officer. 
Status set to 'Under Investigation\ 
Re-allocated to lnvestigating Officer. 
DMP issued Empire Oil find Gas Direction Notice 
to removed hydrocarbon materials ft'om the Red 
Gull)' I site. 
Copy of Leiter fi'om Empil'e Oil & Gas sent to DMP 
in response to DMP issuing a Dkection issued 
21104/20 I I to remove hydl'Ocarbon materials from 
the Red Gully I site. 
Received electl'Ollic copy of Empire Oil and Gns 
Environmental Mnnagement Plan for Red Gllily J 

site 
Letter I'ecicved from . Oil 
and that the 
cutting slimp I is clay lined 
and therefore th water is contnilled 
and has 110t entered the environment. Empire Oil 
and Gas proposes to address the situation further by 
undertaking the following: 
Further emth moving to excavate any ac1cJitioll(l 
hydrocarbon contaminated soil fl:om the flnre pit 
Skim water from the cutting sump of nlly minor 
surface hydrocarbons 
Allow the sump to evaporate natllarlly and then test 
sediments fol' toxicity as pel' stnndard oilfield 
practice and EMP commitments 
Meeting held with DMP , DEC and EO&O 
representatives. EO&G 
continued to claim there is no ellvironemtal harm or 
hydrocarbon contamination on the Red Gully 1 site 
as the contaminated soil iOIl the flare pit had been 
removed and the hydrocarbon impactcd WAter in the 
cutting sump was contained in the slimp as it is clay 
lined. was advised to submitted a Form 
1 to DEC Con Sites informing of potential 
contaminated site from hydrocarbon infiltartion 
fi·om the cutting sump and then Con Sites willihen 
deal with this issue. stated EO&G had 
authority fi'olll DMP to conduct the flareillg which 
caused the black smoke plume and hydrocarbon 
contamination in the flnre pit. was 
informed this would be investigated flllther. 

claimed the DEC ofticel's entered the 
Red Gully 1 site without fllllhol'ily. 
was infol'mcd ofthc authority undcr the EP Act in 
which the officers used powers ofentl'Y which was 
agreed and supported by DMP staff present. 
Re-allocatcd to Investigating Officer. 
Email to Alicia LIM DMP requesting copy of 
written authorisation given to EO&G from DMP 
with regards to conducting the fbll'ing at the Red 
Gnlly I site which callsed the black smoke and 
unauthorsied discharge in the flare pit. 
Letter received fi·OII1 Executive Director OM? Bill 
TlNAPPLE ane! supporting doclIlnentatioll 
authorising EO&G to conduct flaring at the Red 
Gully I site, Thus providing dcfense of at he I' 
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Jason NELSON 27·FEB·2012 Othel' 

Manager Sign OfT: Jason NELSON 

written autholY to comitting a UDR offence on site 
Status set to 'Closed'. 

Dale: 27/2/2012 
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!All information removed from this document is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act.1 
Capelli, Lomas 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

HI .. III 

DMP passed on a copy of the groundwater Investigation report forthe'Emplre 011 site to DEC for comment. I wont 
comment on the groundwater investigation at this point until I have had a chance to do a thorough review. 

I notice however that there was no discussion regarding the further remediation and validation of soli Impacts In the 
flare pit. I was under the impression these works were planned for the same time. Canvou clarify where we are at 
regarding soli Impacts at the site? 

Regards, 

,..- 'omas Capelli 
. .nvlronmental Officer 

ContamInated Sites Bronch 

VNIW dec WQ,goy au/oss 
'#oW! dec wo gov Qu/cootqm!noiedslles 

~ PI!?a5e consider the environment before printing this email 

From: 
Sent: 
To: Capelli, lomas 
Subject: RE: Empire all site 

Re groundwater yes we did In two of the three wells but we are assuming that It Is perched water. Based on a 
)mparlson of the results of the water analysis and that of drilling / completion fiuld In the sump the fluid In the sump 

Is not Impacting the perched water. 

Regards 

. From: Capelli, lomas I 
Sent: Thursday, 20 October TO: __ _ 

Subject: RE: Empire all site 

No worries, thanks 1IIIIIIIIIIlI. 

I forgot that there was the additional remediation of the flare pit In addition to the monitoring well Installation .. 

Did you Intercept any groundwater? 

Lomas Capelli 
Environmental Officer 
Conlamtnc1ied Sites IHonch 

1 
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Deportmenl of Environment and ConservCllfon 
Locked Benlley DC WA 6903 

Fox 93337575 

YNIW dec we gov auloss 
www,dec.wqgOYQlrlcootomlootedsjles 

~ Please consider the en .... lranment berore printing thIs email 

From:iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiil-------------------------
Sent: Thursday, 20 October 201112:14 PM 
To: Capelli, Lomas . 
Subject: RE: Empire oil site 

Sorry Lomas overlooked your email. 

We are presently finalising the reports - one for the groundwater and one for the soil. I am trying to get them out 
tomorrow. If not they will be out early next week. 

Kind regards 

c:; EiM fiG 6nvtYOI'LH(tnttli COl'IsultclIJtts Arw,:tsq.'l4:.?O.36S!J 

'Provi~'''0 t;I>I.VirOl>l.""EI>I.ta L soL"t(ol>l." 
1/25 Foss St, Western Australia 6157 
PO Box 89, I 6956 
PH: Mobile: · •••••• 11 Facsimile: + 61 (0) 8 93390073 
Email: 

thIs email has been sent In good faith and Is Intended only for those to whom It Is addressed. It may contaIn Information that Is confidential, 
privileged or exempt from disclosure by law. Any claim to privilege is not waIved or lost by reason Of mIstaken transmiSSion of this Information. 

( 

If you are not the Intended recipient or have receIved this transmission in errorl you must not distribute or copy this transmission. Please notify (" 
the sender ImmedIately by return email, facsimile or telephone, and return the original to us by mall. Your reasonable costs for doing this will be 
reimbursed by the sender. 
Thank you. 

From: Capelli, Lomas [mallto: 
Sent: Tuesday, 18 October 
To: 
Subject: Empire oil site 

HI_III 

Just touching base to see where we are at with the Empire 011 Site In Boonanarrlng? 

Regards, 
Lomas 

Lomas Capelli 
Environmental Officer 

2 
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IAII information removed from this document is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act., 

Capelli, Lomas 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Importance: 

.' 
Conditional acceptance for Monitoring well installation plan EP 389 Red Gully 1 well site 
Conditional acceptance for Monitoring well Installation plan EP 389 Red Gully.pdf 

High 

Thank you for submitting the Application for Approval to [Drill] Three 10 metre Monitoring Bores, Glngin West-l and 
Red Gully-l wellsite. The document has been assessed by the DMP and DEC and has been conditionally accepted. 
Please find attached a scanned copy of the acceptance letter, the original hard copy wlli follow in tlie mail. 

You will note in the attached letter that one of the conditions of acceptance Is the Installation of the monitoring 
wells must be completed by 2 September 2011. 

If you have any queries relating to the above please contact me onllllllllllllllllll 

Regards 
Alicia 

Alicia Lim 
Senior Environmental Assessor 
·Department of Mines and Petroleum 
Environment DIVision, Petroleum Branch 

100 Plal.nliilliEialstlllPllielrtilih 6004 
Phone: iii 
Fax: 
Email: 

..t.I Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

DISCLAIMER: This email, including any attachments, is intended only for use by the 
addressee(s) 
and may contain confidential and/or personal information and may also be the subject 
of legal privilege. 
If you are not the intended recipient, you must not disclose or use the information 
contained in it. 
In this case, please let me knm'l by return email, delete the message permanently from 
your system and destroy any copies. 

Before you take any action based upon advice and/or information contained in this 
email you should 
carefully consider the advice and information and consider obtaining relevant 
independent advice. 
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~ Government of Western Australia 
~ Department of Mines and Petroleum 

Our ref: E0122/20101O, EI •• lllll,." Enquiries: Alida Lim -Ph I (OS) 92223860 
Emai1: 

154 Hampden Road 
NIlDLANDS WA 6009 

Deal'. 

Services Pty Ltd 

Exploration Pelmit EP 389 
Application for Approval to [Drill] Three 10 metre Monitoring Bores, Gingin West-1 and 
Red Gully-1 Wellsite (dated 6 July 2011) 

The Department of Mines and Petroleum· (DMP) acknowledges receipt of the above 
document, on 14 July 2011. 

The proposal to install three monitoring bores for the purposes of determining whether the 
contents of the cuttings pit are leaching into the sur"otUlding envirorunent and to determine 
whether a shallow perched aquifer exists at the Red Gully-l well site is conditionally 
accepted based on the irnplemeniation of the following conditions: 

1. One of the three monitoring bores must be located as close as practically possible to 
the cuttings sump to determine whether the contents of U,e cuttings pit are leaching 
into the surrounding envirorunent; 

2. All monHorillg wells must be established to a minilnum depth of 10 metres below the 
natural grolUld level, i.e. the ground level prior to eal'lh works; 

3. One of the Ultee monitoring wclls must be installed to n mlnlmtun. depUl of 
15 metres below the natma] grolUld level to investigate the potel1tial for the exIstence 
of a shallow aquifer at 0-15 metres below ground level; 

4. The monitoring wells must be gauged no less than seven days after installation to 
take into account the lithology of the site and associated recharge potential of any 
existing shallow aquifer; 

5. fil the event that a perched aquifer is identified at the site, further monitoring wells 
may need to be installed at the site to delineate the vertical and lateral extent of any 
hydrocarbon-impacted grOlmdwater; and . 

6. The installation of the monitoring wells must be completed by 2 September 2011. 

Note that this acceptance is provided only for the section within the submitted document 
titled "Monitoring Well Installation Plan" prepared by GEMEC Pty Ltd, as the remaining 
sections of the document are not applicable for this activity. 

Page 1 of2 

Minerai House 100 PlaIn Street East Perth Western Australia 6004 
Telephone +61 e 9222 3333 FacsImile +61 89222. 3862 

y'NN/,dmp,wa.gov,Bu 
w .... .w.wa.gov,Bu 
ABNG9410335:j56 
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Please see the attached letter for your reference, which contains advice provided by the 
Contaminated Siles Branch of the Depat'lment of EnvironmeJ.lt and Conservation on the 
prop osed monitoring well installation plan. 

have any questions or comments regarding the above, please call Alicia Lin> on 

W, 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
PETROLEUM DIVlSION 

) 5 August 2011 

AUel!. 

Condillonnl Rccepli'll\Ce for Monllotlng Well Installntlon Plan· EP3B9 Red Gully·} wellslle Pose 2 of2 
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< 

Your ref: . . . Government of Western Australia ..... 'J . 

,[ .. Department of Enylronment and Conservation OUf ref: 2011/6131 

EnquIries: Lomas Capelli 

Phone: ~-;; t~II1Q~ und l'oll'oloum 

.- 8 AUG ;'011 . 

Unvli'onmont oMolon 
-===~=="""~~'~'""ne5a"'e'rson 

General Manager, Petroleum Branch 
Environment Division 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
·Mineral House, 100 Platn Street 
East Perth WA 6004 

Dear M's Anderson, 

Fax: (08) 9333 7575 

Email: 

.. ' 

I
i" i· f 

.. ~... • J 
' • .1 

'; ': ' . '. 
I'5J?;>9.Jt%.'. 
:·1 I~,t.)h 1,'.1 i) 

[jAPtgl()\L . 
f)·~p;J!lInl!(1i 1)1 

t .. _:'~~I.l.~:_~. ~t[ l_t!_.~·~.~ l~O).(;I:I~.l~_ ..• ~ 

PROPOSED MONITORING WELL INSTALLATION 
E;XPLORATION PERMIT EP 389, WANNAMAL ROAD WEST, GINGIN 

Thank you for your correspondence dated 18 July 201'1 requesting Contaminated Sites 
Branch (CSB) of the Dep'artment of EnVironment and Conservation (DEC) review the 
document entitled 'Monitoring Well Installation Plan, Exploration Permit EP 389, ,Wannamal 
Road West, Glngln, Western Australia, 6503 (Gemec pty Ltd, July 2011),. 

DEC notes that Exploration Permit EP 389 Is located within Lot 5653 on Plan 206748, 
located on Wannamat Road, Boonanarring. This site was reported to CSB on 1 July 2011 as 
a known or suspected contaminated site. This site was reported based on analysts of. soli, 
water and sediment samples, collected frol11 the flare pit ,mel cuttings sump, Indicating the 
site was impacted by petroleum derived hyqrocarbons. 

DEC understands that hydrocarbon-Impacted soli remaining at the base of the flare pit will 
be .further remediated via excavation and off-site disposal of 'impacted soil. Anatytical data 
supplied to DEC Indicates that water contained in the cuttings sump i~ impacted with 
hydrocarbons (such as frol11 diesel andlor 011), with total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) 
being detecte>! at 6230 pg/L (CwC,.). . 

DEC understands the monitoring well Installation plan (the Plan) has been prepared to 
establish the presence or absence of a shallow aquifer system at the site. DEC has 
reviewed the Plan and provides the following comments: . 

o DEC understands that the Initial objective of the monitoring well installation Is to 
confirm the presence or absence of a perched aquifer in the region. However, In the 
event of a perched aquifer being identified at the site It Is assumed that these 
monitoring wells will be utilised to collect groundwater samples to assess the Impact 
of the cuttings slimp on groundwater quality. For this reason, DEC recommends that 
at least one of the three monllorlng wells is located as close as practically possible to 
the cuttings sump. 

o DEC notes that all three monitoring wells are to be located within the area of the 'drill 
pad'. With palilcular reference to monitoring well MW2, DEC notes that owing to the 

Environmental Regulation DIvisIon, Contamlnateil Sites Branch 
Postill Address: locked Bag 104, Bl2ntley Delivery Centre WA ~983 

. Ph: 1300762982 Fax: (OS) 9333 7575 
conlamlnatC!d,sites@dec.w3.!!OV,<lu 

www,dgc,wa.f!ov,atJ 
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thickness of the 'drill pad' In the north-western portion that a monitoring w.ell 
completed at 10 m below ground level would predominantly Intersect the earth works 
associated the construction of the 'drill pad'. DEC therefore considers that all 
monitoring wells should be established to a minimum depth of 10m below th., 
natural ground level.' Furthermore, DEC recommends that one of the three 
monitorIng wells Is established to a minimum depth of 15 m below the natural ground 
level to Investigate the potential for the existence of a shallow aquifer at 0-15 m 
below ground level. 

o DEC understands that Gemec Intends 10 gauge the monitoring wells two days after 
installation. Due to the lithology of the sile (clayey sands) II Is antiCipated thaI the 
recharge potential of any existing shallow aquifer would be poor. Therefore, DEC 
requests that the monitoring wells are gallged no less than seven days after 
i'nslallation. . 

DEC adVises that In the event a perched aquifer Is Identified al the site, and found to be 
Impacted by hydrocarbons, further monitoring wells may need to be installed at the slle 10 
delineate the vertloal.and lateral extent of hydrocarbon-impacted groundwater. t, 

Please conlact Lomas Capelli, Environmental Officer of CSB, on ••••. If you have any 
queries In relation to the above. . 

Yours sincerely 

CONTAMINATED S.ITES BRANCH 

5 August 2011 
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t;:t Dep~rtment of 
-,-"."~,.i EnV1ronment. 
~-:::,~ and ConservatIOn 

Contaminated Sites Database 

Timestop Authorisation Form 2oi! fG\j)·- t;r/\\"';dC cA~ (C)N\:"'~:["''1 ~'\..;onr""ar/"\a~ 
. Y • If 

Due date start: 

Due date end: 

14/0812011 

16/08/2011 
L£:VV\C.1r 

s.14(1}(b) Unable to classify within the 45 day staMory time frame 
"particular circumstances" a Unexpectedly high work load 

6 

6798 

b Request 10 Department of Health for specific advice 
c Complex site 
d Consultation with Department of Health not completed 
e Unexpected event 
f Disagreement on classification between DoH J DEC 
9 Other 

77 n",.''- C ..... 

1510812011 I Site Classification 
, " - - , 

[)f.C;) :1-,,+--0·.:11 )~t ..... (t'r..L(· 
., of' 

i(~\.i~;:'::.t"<jo.l(',\:L \-"Y"f· .... '.. lc~~f;-{: 

.-, "':'t-=:.. ~~;,..-:.. 
5 

Document No.: 15 

Page 1 of 1 

Report Generated at 9:46:32AM, 0410812011 

v· ... l , 
~;: ... , 0.:.2.5Y10 r~r? ;:) 





IReleased Under FOil 

t.~ Government of Western Australia 
~~'u Department of Environment and Conservation 

All information removed from this document 
is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of 
Schedule 1 to the F 0 I Act. 

Western Australian Planning Commission 
Locked Bag 2506 
Perth WA 6001 

Dear Slr/Madam 

Your ref: 

Our ref: 

Enquiries: 

Phone: 

Fax: 

Email: 

Document No.: 16 

2011/6131 

Registrar 

1300782982 

NOTICE OF DECISION TO EXTEND THE TIME TO CLASSIFY f<NOWN OR SUSPECTED 
CONTAMINATED SITE UNDER SECTION 14(2) OF THE CONTAMINATED SITES ACT 2003 

Please be advised that on 01/07/2011 the site consisting of the following parcel(s): 

o LOT 5653 ON PLAN 206748 as shown on certificate of title 1259/706 I<nown as 
Boonanarring WA 6503 

was reported to the Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Environment and Conservation 
(DEC) as a known or suspected contaminated site under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 (the 
Act). 

This notification is being sent to you as one of the persons who will be given notice of a site 
classification under s15(1) of the Act, on the grounds that you, as the reCipient, are one or more of 
the following: 

(a) owner of the site, 
(b) occupier of the site; 
(c) relevant public authority; 
(d) person who in the CEO's opinion there is particular reason to notify; 
(e) person who made the report under section 11 or 12; and 
(f) person in the CEO's opinion who may be responsible for remediation of the site 

classified as contaminated - remediation required . 

. DEC is required, within 45 days of receiving a report to: 

• classify the Site; or 
• notify you in writing, of the decision to extend the time required to classify the Site. 

Notice of the Site's classification will be given to you no later than 10 days after the classification is 
made. 

Due to particular circumstances, DEC, under section 14(1), has taken a decision to extend the 
time required to classify the Site. The reason for this is DEC is awaiting the completion of further 

DIReCTOR GENERAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL SER.VICES DIVISIONS: The Atrium, 168 SI Georges Terrace, Perth, Western AUstralia 6000 
Phone: (06) 6467 5000 Fax: (08) 6467 5562 

PAnI<S AND CONSERVATION SERVICES DIVISIONS: Executive: Corner of Australia II Drive and HackeH Drive, Crawley, Western Australia GOOO 
Phone: (06) 9442 0300 Fax: (06) 9386 1578 Operations: 17 Dick Perry Avenue, Technology Park, I<ensington, Western Australia 6151 

Phona: (08) 9219 8000 Fax: (08) 9334 0498 

POSYAL ADDRESS FOR ALL DIVISIONS: Locked Bag 104, Bentley Delivery Centre, Western Australia 6983 
\'JVlw,dec,wa,gov,au 

wa.gov.au 
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investigative works before classifying the site. The classification of the Site is expected to take a 
further 45 days after the information is received. 

Once the Site has been classified, you will be notified In writing of the Site's classification. 

If you have any information you believe should be taken into account by DEC when determining 
the Site's classification, please forward this information, marl<ed for the attention of the Manager, 
Contaminated Sites Branch, as soon as possible. 

For further information please contact the contaminated sites information line on 1300762 982. 

Yours sincerely, 

Andrew Miller, Section Manager 

CONTAMINATED SITES BRANCH 
Delegated Officer under section 91 
of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 

04/08/2011 

Agency 
CSSJD= hi~)1 



Department of 
Environment and Conservation 

Our environment, ollr futllre 0 

Document No.: 17 

~II information removed from 
this document is exempt 
pursuant to Clause 3(1) of 
Schedule 1 to the Fal Act. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION DIVISION 
CONTAMINATED SITES BRANCH 

RECORD OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 

File No. 

~~ __________ -L __________________________ ~ (Y\'1o b7U' 
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/Ali information removed from this document is exempt pursuant to ClaLlse 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act.j 
Capelli, Lomas 

From: Capelli, Lomas 
Sent: 
To: 
Ce: 

Friday, 15 July 2011 2:08 PM 
Brand, Mark; Appleyard, Steve 
Nelson, Jason 
. FW: Empire all - Monitoring Well Installation Plan for the EP 389 Red Gully-1 well site 
Empire all 08 - Gemec Monitor well Installation plan July 2011.pdf 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

FYI 

I have·asked Alicia to send a formal 'request for technical advice' so that we can formally comment on the attached 
plan. 

Steve, I will bother you next week for some assistance In formulating our adVice to DMP. 

Cheers, 
Lomas 

?mas Capelli 
environmental Officer 
Contamlnoted Sites Bronch 

Oeparlnlenl of EnvIronment and Conservallon 

,wN/.dec WQ,gov,Qu/oss 

DC WA 6983 
93337575 

\WIW.dec we Qov.ou/coniomlnotedsltes 

~ Please consider the envIronment before prinUng this email 

From: liM, Alicia [mallto: 
Sent: Friday, 15 July 20111:37 PM 
To: Capelli, Lomas 
ee: Miller, Andrew 
Subject: Empire 011 - Monitoring WeJJ"lnstallatlon Plan for the EP 389 Red Gully-l well site 

.1 lomas 

As discussed over the phone please find attached a copy of the "Monitoring Well Installation Plan" prepared by 
Empire Oil Company and GEMEC for the Red Gully-l well site. The plan Is one of many sections that comprises the 
full document titled "Application for Approval to Three 10 metre Monitoring Bores, Glngln West-1 and Red Gully-1 
Wellsite" that was submitted to DMP on 14 July 2011. 

DMP would appreciate advice on the adequacy of the attached monitoring bore plan. 

I've put a hard copy ofthe full document In the mall today. 

Please give me a caJllfyou have any questions. 

Kind regards 
Alicia 

Alicia Lim 
Senior Environmental Assessor 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 

1 
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Environment Division, Petroleum Branch 
100 6004 

~ Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

DISCLAIMER: This email,includinganyattachments, is intended only for use by the 
addressee (s) 
and may contain confidential and/or personal information and may also be the subject 
of legal privilege. 
If you are not the intenqed recipient, you must not disclose or use the information 
contained in it. 
In this case, please let me knoN by .return email, delete the message permanently from 
your system and destroy any copies. 

Before you take any action based upon advice and/or information contained in this 
email you should 
carefully consider the advice and information and consider obtaining relevant 
independent advice. 

2 

I 
I 
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JAil information removed from this document is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the FOI Act.1 

Capelli, Lomas 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

liM, Alicia 
Friday, 8 July 2011 11 :31 AM 
Capelli, Lomas 

Subject: RE: Wannamal Rd - Contamination Issues 

HI Lomas, 

Thanks for your email. 

Yes most definitely I will send you the groundwater monitoring plan for the Red Gully-l well site (Wannamal Rd site) 
as soon as Empire submits It as I will need your expertise on assessing the adequacy of the monitoring program. 

Please feel free to give me a call If you have any questions regarding the sitUation at the site. 

Kind regards 
Alicia 

.ilicia Lim 
Senior Envlronmentai Assessor 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
Environment Division, Petroieum Branch 
100 6004' 

"" Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

From: Capelli, Lomas [mallto: 
Sent: Friday, 8 July 201110: 12 AM 
To: UM, Alicia 
'ubject: Wannamai Rd - Contamination issues 

Hi Alicia, 

i have been fortunate enough to be allocated the Empire Oil Red Gully site. 

The site has been reported under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 (the Act) as a 'i<n9wn' contaminated site to the 
Contaminates Sites Branch of DEC. 

i have been briefed on the situation by Mark Brand (PRU), so I have some understanding of the site history. 

I spoke with of GEMECyesterday, I understand that further excavation works are proposed for the 
flare pit to remove diesel-impacted salls. I also understand that a groundwater monitoring plan (prepared by 
GEMEC) Is soon to be submitted to DMP, with the Intention of Investigating the poientlal impacts to groundwater 
associated with the unlined cuttings slimp. I requested a copy of this but Empire refused to let GEMEC submit a copy 
to DEC. Can you please provide a copy of the plan (and any other relevant information that is submitted) to 
Contaminated Sites Branch of DEC as soon as it becomes availabie. 

i will be classifying the site under the Act within the next month, the IIkeiy classification (based on the information 
currently available) Is possibly contaminated -Investigation required. 

1 
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Many thanks, 
Lomas 

lomas Capelli 
Environmental Officer 
Contaminated Sitos Branch 

wwwdac,WQgov.gu!oss 
\WIW dec,wQ,gov,qu/conlgp,in9Iec;lsjles 

~ Please consider the environment befote printing this eman 

This email; together \'lith any attachments, is intended for the 
addressee only. It may contain cohfidential or privileged information. 
If you are not the intended recipient of this email, please notify . 
the sender, delete the email and attachments from your system and 
destroy any copies you may have taken of the email and its attachments. 
Duplication or further distribution by hardcopy, by electronic means 
or verbally is not permitted \'1ithout permission. 

DISCLAIMER: This email, including any attachments, is intended only for use by the 
addressee (s) . 
and may contain confidential and/or personal information and may also be the subject 
of legal privilege. 
If you are n9t the intended recipient! you must not disclose or use the information 
cont.ained in it. 
In this case, please let me knm'l by return email, delete the message permanently from 
your system and destroy any copies. 

Before you take any ~ction based upon advice and/or information contained in this 
email you should 
carefully consider the advice and information and consider obtaining relevant 
independent advice. 

2 

( 
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!AII information removed from this document is exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 to the Fal Act. , 
Capelli, Lomas 

From: Brand, Mark 
Sent: 
To: 

Thursday, 7 July 2011 11 :39 AM 
Capelli, Lomas 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

FW: Gingin Hydrocarbon Waste Pond 
DEC·MBrand-GinginWastePond-June11.pdf 

FYI 

Mark Brand 

Environmental Officer 

Pollution Response Unit 

Department of Environment and Consel'vation 

ocked Bag 1134, Bentley Delivery Centre, WA 6983 

T 

M 

F (08) 9333 7575 

PRU Incident and Emergency Reporting No. 13130 784 782 

-----Original Message-----
From: LEONHARD Laz I , 
Sent: Monday, 13 June 21311 
To: Appleyard, Steve; Brand, Mark 
Subject: Gingin Hydrocal'bon I;aste Pond 

-ood afternoon Steve I Mark 

I revie .. ed the location as provided. 

It is located in the Red Gully area of the' southern of the Dandaragan Plateau. The 
primary source of information is the WRC report dated 213131. There isn't 
much in the I~ay of bore hole data or bores I I~ells. This is generally an 
indicator that the conditions for ground .. ater development are poor. 

list the aquifer as the Leederville - Parmelia Aquifer, albeit "confined". 

Depth of ground .. ater is probably about 913 m belOl~ ground level (bgl) + / - 113 m, I~hich is 
in the range of the data provided by the pl'oponent. 

The lithology is given as a clayey sand / sandy clay. 

All indications are that there is a perched"'grollnd .. ater system situated bet .. een 5 and 113 
m bgli GI'ollnd .. ater movement Nill be in a .. est - south Nesterly direction.: 

Yields from the "perched" aquifer system appear to be 10l~. I have some data on a farm 
bore, I~hich I have nanted ' Bore' that is located about 81313 m I~est of the site. 

1 
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The AQWAbase data documents a total depth of 9.2 m bgl, SWL of 5.5 m bgl and a yield of 18 
m3/day. This is conformable with the "perched" aquifer system being composed of saturated 
sandy clay / clayey sand. . 

x· have attached a . pdf map of the location providing of '111I11IIII11IIII11III1 Bore' and the DoW 
groundwater contours for the location. 

My previous E-mail provided a copy of 

X trust that this helps. 

Cheers 

Lazarus Leonhard 

Senior Hydrogeologist 
Midwest - Gascoyne Region 
Department of Water 

Telephone (At:rriilun~l )~:e:==1II1 
Mobile (\,k):11 

Email: 

Disclaimer: 

report. 

This e-mail is confidential to the addressee and is the view of the writer, not 
necessarily that of the Department of Water, which accepts no responsibility for the 
contents. If you are not the addressee, please notify the Department by return e-mail and 
delete the message from your system; you must not disclose or use the information 
contained in this email in any way. No warranty is made that this material is free. from 
computer viruses. 

2 
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Department of 
Environment and Conservation 

Our environment, 01lr future § 
All information removed from this document is 
exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 
1 tf'> th" '1=()1 A"t 

ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION DIVISION 
CONTAMINATED SITES BRANCH 

RECORD OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 

'ilS/\. 

\YA [) ()1 q d' 

DATE 7 107 16:>1\ Time 

'l.'t:c. 
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'"~ 
Document No.: 22 

j'~{ Government of Western Australia 
___ J,~ .~ Department of I;:nvtronment and Conservation 

Your ref: 

Our ref: 

EnquIrIes: 

lil.1I information removed from this document is 
Phone: 
Fax: 

exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 Email: 
o the FOI Act. 

Dear Sir/Madam 

RECEIPT OF REPORT OF A KNOWN OR SUSPECTED CONTAMINATED SITE 
UNDER SECTION 11 OF THE CONTAMINATED SITES ACT 2003 

Please be advised that on 01/07/2011 the site consisting of the following parcel(s) 

Sile ID 0796 

RegIstrar 

1300762962 

• LOT 5653 ON DEPOSITED PLAN 206748 as shown on certificate of title 12591706 
Imown as Boonanarring WA 6503 (the site) 

was reported to the Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Environment and Conservation 
(DEC) as a known or suspected contaminated site under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 (the 
Act). When DEC receives a report under section 11 of the Act, DEC is required, within 14 days, to 
inform each owner and occupier of the land Identified, that a report has been made, unless the 
owner or occupier has themselves reported the Site. 

DEC is required, within 45 days of receiving a report to: 

• classify the Site; or 
• notify you in writing, of the decision to extend the time required to classify the Site. 

Notice of the Site's classification will be given to you no later than 10 days after the classification is 
made. 

The report submitted relates to the contamination to the soil and surface water from hydrocarbons 
resulting from gas exploration and well testing activities at the site. 

If you have any information you believe should be taken into account by DEC when determining 
the Site's classification, please forward this information, marked for the attention of the Manager, 
Contaminated Sites Branch, as soon as possible. 

Please be aware that DEC may classify the Site more than once, depending on the information 
available at the time of classification, and the Cllrrent site classification is the classification most 
recently conferred on the Site. 

DIRECTOR GENERAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIVISIONS: The Atrium, 168 St Georges Terrace, Perlh, Western Auslralla 6000 

Phone: (08) 6467 5000 Fax: (08) 6467 5562 nY:1880 555 630 
PARI(SAND CONSERVATION SERVICES DIVISIONS: Execullve: Carner of Australia II Drive and Hackett Drive, Crawley, Western Auslralia 6009 

Phone: (08) 9442 0300 Fax: (08) g3861578 OperalJons: 17 DIck Perry Avenue, Technology Park, 1(6nslng(on. Western Australia 6151 

Phone: (08) 9219 8000 Fax: (08) 9334 0498 nY: 93340546 
POSTALADDHESS FOR ALL DIVISIONS: Locked Bag 104. Bentley Dallvery Cenlre, Weslern Auslralla 6983 

www.dec.w8.goV.8U 
wa,gov,au 
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For further information on the reporting of Imown or suspected contaminated sites and the 
classification of sites reported to DEC. please refer to the Contaminated Sites Fact Sheets titled 
"How clo I repoli a Site" and "Site Classifications - What Do They Mean?" (enclosed), Copies of 
these Fact Sheets are also available on DEC's website www.dec.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites or 
by contacting Contaminated Sites Database Registrar on 1300762982, 

Yours sincerely 

Paul Newell, AISection ManageI' 

CONTAMINATED SITES BRANCH 
Delegated Officer under section 91 
of the Contaminatecl Sites Act 2003 

06/07/2011 

Enc, "How do I report a Site?" Fact Sheet 
Site Classifications "What do they mean?" Fact Sheet 

CSSID =6798 
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Government of Westel'll Austl'alia 
Deparlment of Environl11ent and Conservation 

~II information removed from this document is 
exempt pursuant to Clause 3(1) of Schedule 1 
a the FOI Act. 

I 
7&8 

154 Hampden Road 
Nedlands WA 6009 

Dear SirlMadam 

Your ref; 

Ourrer: 
Enquiries; 

Phone: 

fax: 
Email: 

RECEIPT OF REPORT OF A KNOWN OR SUSPECTED CONTAMINATED SITE 
UNDER SECTION 11 OF THE CONTAMINATED SITES ACT 2003 

Please be advised that on 01/07/2011 the site consisting of the following parcel(s) 

Site 10 679a 

RegiSlrar 

1300762982 

• LOT 5653 ON DEPOSITED PLAN 206748 as shown on certificate of title 1259/706 
Imown as Boonanarring WA 6503 (the site) 

was reported to the Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Environment and Conservation 
(DEC) as a known or suspected contaminated site under the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 (the 
Act). When DEC receives a report under section 11 of the Act, DEC is required, within 14 days, to 
inform each owner and occupier of the land Identified, that a report has been made, unless the 
owner or occupier has themselves reported the Site. 

DEC is required, within 45 days of receiving a report to: 

• classify the Site; or 
o notify you in writing, of the decision to extend the time required to classify the Site. 

Notice of the Site's classification will be given to you no later than 10 days after the classification is 
made. 

The report submitted relates to the contamination to the soil and surface water from hydrocarbons 
resulting from gas exploration and well testing activities at the site. 

If you have any Information you believe should be taken into account by DEC when determining 
the Site's classification, please forward this information, marked for the attention of the Manager, 
Contaminated Sites Branch, as soon as possible. 

Please be aware that DEC may classify the Site more than once, depending on the Information 
available at the time of classification, and the current site classification is the classification most 
recently conferred on the Site. 

DIRECTOR GENERAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIVISIONS: TheAlrlum, 163 Sl Georges Terrace, Perlh, WeslernAuslralia 6000 

Phone: (08) 6467 5000 Fax: (08) 6467 5562 nY: 1880 555 630 
PARI(S AND CONSERVATION SERVICES DIVISIONS: Executive: Corner of Australia II Drive and Hackett Drive, Crawley, WasternAustralla 6009 

Phone: (08) 9442 0300 Fax: (08) 93861578 Opemllons: 17 Dick Perry Avenue, Technology Park, I<enslngton, WeslernAustralla 6151 
Phone: (08) 9219 8000 Fax: (08) 9334 0498 TTY: 9334 0546 

POSTAL ADDRESS FOR ALL DIVISIONS: LOCked 8ag 104, Bentley Delivery Cenlre, Western Australia 6983 

~wl\'1.dec.wa,gov.au 

wa.gov,au 
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For further information on the reporting of Ilnown or suspected contaminated sites and the 
classification of sites reported to DEC, please refer to the Contaminated Sites Fact Sheets titled 
"How do I report a Site" and "Site Classifications - What Do They Mean?" (enclosed). Copies of 
these Fact Sheets are also available on DEC's website www.dec.wa.gov.au/contaminatedsites or 
by contacting Contaminated Sites Database Registrar on 1300762982. 

Yours sincerely 

Paul Newell, A/Section Manager 

CONTAMINATED SITES BRANCH 
Delegated Officer under section 91 
of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 

06/07/2011 

Enc. "How do I report a Site?" Fact Sheet 
Site Classifications "What do they mean?" Fact Sheet 

OWlier 
CSSID '6798 
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REPORT OF A KNOWN or SUSPECTED 
CONTAMINATED SITE 

Form 1 [r. 
Contaminated Sites Act section 11 

Certificate of Title Reference No.1 Volume & ,Follp: ':",;, :C', ,Su.l>~rb I Town: 

Lot 5653 on plan 206748 Volume and Folio 1259/706 'Posi,9ode: 

(Incl. copy of current Certificate of TItle)' ,Local Government: 

SCANNED 

Page 10f5 

DEPARTMI;NT OF ENVIRONMI;NT 
& CONSF.RVt,'nON 

D 1 JUL 2011 

Corporate JnfotnY:Jlion Section 
ATRIUM 

Department of 
Envlronmont and 

Conservation ~ 

our luluts 
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REPORT OF.A KNOWN or SUSPECTED 
CONTAMINATED SITE 

Form 1 [r.6] 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003, section 11 

Date on which you first suspected that the site was contaminated: 

Type of contamination you suspect: 

Suspected source of contamination: 

Where Is the suspected contamination? (i.e. sOil, groundwater, ~.urfa~e water)! 
Reason(s) why contamination Is s~~~.cte~: .. '. .."." .,' ; . ; ."" 

,', ',:, ." . -;\ 
" 

Previous activity, or activities .nd/or land use, or uses (If known):' 

Current activity, or activities and/or land use. or uses (If known): 

Future activity, or activities a~d'or land use, or uses (If known): 

~.: 

Department of 
EnvIronment and 

Conservation ~ 

Ollt onY/ronmon/, Ollt Muto 

( 

Is a licence under the EnvIronmental Protection Act 1986 Part V In force, Of ever been in force, In respect of any 
part of the site? . 

(") Yes ONa Licence No. (if known): 

';, 

Page 20f5 
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REPORT OF A KNOWN or SUSPECTED 
CONTAMINATED SITE 

Form 1 [r.6] 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003, section 11 

Date on which you first knew that the site Was contaminated: 1 April 2011 

Known contamlnant(s): Hydrocarbon 

.~' ... . , 
~ • '!. 

~ .! 
ti~H ~u~,iJ; 

Deparlment of 
Environment and 

ConsorvaUon ~ 

OUf flMlronmonf. our fulure 

Suspected source of contamination: Gas exploration and well testing activities that have been conducted al the 
slle. 

Where Is the contamination? (i.e. soil, groundwater, BUrfaCe 
water): 

Previous activity, or activities andlor land use, or uses (If known): 

Current activIty, or activItIes and/or land use, or uses (If known): 

Future activIty, or activities andlor land use, or uses (If known): 

Soli, surface water and sediment In surface 
water body 

Gas exploration 

Gas exploration 

Is a tlcence under the Environmental Protection Act 1986 Part V In force, or ever been In force, In respect of any 
part of the site? 

@No Licence No. (If known): 

Details of Investigations undertaken to confirm the presence of contamination (where Investigations have been 
reported, list report title, author and date, and attach caples to this fonm): 
Site came to the aliention of DEC due to a regarding a potential breach of Envlronmenlal Protecllon 

Sample results (EP1102044) have confirmed: 
TPH (C10-36) In soli to a maximum concentration 53,600 mglkg; 
TPH (C10-36) In water to at a concentration of 5230 ~glL 
TPH (C10-36) In sediment at a concentration of 5180 mglkg 

Background samples returned non-detect for TPH. 

Also of Interest were cutting sump water samples whtch returned results (EP11 02220) for chtorlde at 19800 mgll and 
21600 mgll. 

Details of any re.mediation undertaken or planned: 

Page 30f5 
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REPORT OF A KNOWN or SUSPECTED 
CONTAMINATED SITE t~ , , 

";,:"i~ .... "u.~~ 

Form 1 [r.6] 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003, section 11 

Department of 
l:nvtronment and 

Conservallon ~ 

Our cnvi,orlmcnl, ollr fulurf! 

~~IIIIII~IIIIII~."IIIIII~"IIII!!IIIII!IIJ!II!!III the Department of Mines and Petroleum Issued a notice to ,emove all 
hydrocarbon contamination from the Red Gully 1 Wellsite to Empire 011 and Gas (EOG)who are the operators of the Red . 
Gully 1 Wellslte. Gemec pty Ltd were engaged to Investigate and validate hydrocarbon contamination. Gemec's 
Sampling and Analysis Plan and EOG's associated "Report on Direction To Remove Hydrocarbon Contaminated 
Materials From the Red Gully 1 Wellslte Within EP389" are atlached to this Form 1. 

". ; .' .. '.', ';. 

" ". i; 

P~g. 4 0(5 

.( 
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REPORT OF A KNOWN or SUSPECTED 
CONTAMINATED SITE 

Form 1 [r.6] 
Contaminated Sites Act 2003, section 11 

Note that under the ContamInated Sites Act 2003, It Is an offence to: 
Report a site malic(ous/y snd withOut reasonable prounds to believe or suspect (hat the s//o Is conlamlnaled (seclion 11(9)); or 
Make 8 statement In fhls re/XIril'lhfch you knolv Is (also or mls/eadfng In a ma/enal parllcu!Sf (sectIon 1)4); or 

@' ~~ f.f. 
1"~ •. 'fA ,v: 

Oeparfment of 
Envlronmrml and . 

COnllerva\lon ~ 

Our envl(onm.~nl, our futuro 

Make a slatement, In makIng this report, whIch /s fafse or mlsloading !fl8 millerial particUlar, with reckless disregard as to whethel the statement /s 
farse or mfs(eacJing In 3 material pariicular(secllon 04); 01 
Plovlde, or catlse to be provided, In mahfng Ihls f(lpor(, Information that you knOlv Is false or misleading In e mafen"al part/cular (secl/on fJ4); or 
ProvIde, or causa /0 be provIded. In making thIs report. fnforma{fon thaI Is false Dr mlsleadfng In a rna/erial parllcular. wIth realdess dIsregard as to 
whether arnot the Information Is false or misleading In a material pertlcular [secl/on 94): or 
Fall to dfsclose, orcausG 8 faTfure to disclose all {n{onnaf/on whIch you know Is materially relevant!n makIng Ihls report (sec({on 94). 

Signature of p~rson making the report : 

Date: 

Address: ------
Po.teoda: 

Fax: 

Department of Environment and Conservation 
Contaminated Sites Branch 
Locked Bag 104 
Bentley DC WA 6983 

Title and Full Name: 

SuburblTown: 

Phone: 

Email: 

Page 50'5 
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EMPIRE OIL COMPANY (WA) LIMITED 

10 June 2011 

Department 01 Environment and Conservation 
Levet 1 
181-203 Davy Street 
BOORAGOON WA 6154 

ABN 63 009 475 423 

SUITES 7 AND 8 

154 HAMPDEN ROAD 

NED LANDS 6009 WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

TELEPHONE +61 863892687 

FACSIMILE +61 S 9386 6812 

Er--.·IAIL illfo@'cmpircoil.colll.tlU 

WEn w\\,w.cmpircoil.com,ull 

Attention: Jason Nelson - Regionallnvesligation Leader Swan Region (Booragoon) 

Dear Sir 

RE: REMEDIATION AT RED GULLY·1 WELLSITE 

Please be advIsed that Empire's assessment 01 hydrocarbons detected In the drilling sump are not considered 
significant enough to require a pump out and a culling removal. It Is considered that there Is only minor 
hydrocarbons In the sump water which can only be pipe dope used on drilling connections andlor soot from flaring. It 
is impossible for any hydrocarbons to have directly entered the sump from the well tesl. The surface pipework was 
tined up to test the well direclly into the fiare pit and the recovered fluids consisted 01 very light condensate, 
predominantiy kerosene, which evaporates immediately. 

It Is proposed that a lurther meeting be held wilh DMP and DEC to demonstrate how the following provisions viII not 
cause any harm, regarding risk, to the environment: 

1. The sump is built I'ithln solid clay 01 the Jurassic-Carbonaceous aged Parmetia Formation consisting of 
clayslones to a depth 01250 metres which conformably overties the Yarragadee Formation. This Parmetia 
Formation unit perslsls to 250 metres as demonstrated from drilling Ihe licensed water bore, Sheila's Bore 
to a depth of 250 melres to the first water aquifer In the Yarragadee Formation at 295 metres. In addiUon, 
two wells, Gingin West-1 and Red Gully-1, where Ihe surface section for 20' casing VIas drilled by the 
same water well rig down to 60 melres. The logs 01 Ihese two wells demonstrate the wells intersected the 
Parmelia claystones Interval to circa 250 metres. This interval 250m to approximately 300 metres 
Intersected additional dispersIve claystones of the Yarragadee Formation unlil the first permeable 
sandstones were Intersected again at 300 metres. 

2. As provided, the first water aquifer In the Glngin West-1/Red Gully-1 sump area was 295 meires In the 
Yarragadee Formation. The section from surface to 250 metres Is solid claystone and the section from 250 
ntetres to 295 melres Is also predominantly claystone. TheYarragadee Formation Is predominantly clay' 
until 295 metres. The Parmelia Formation al Glngin WesURed Gully wellsite conformably overlies the 
Yarragadee Formalion. The Pannelia Formalion outcrops at the location. There is no olher overlying 
formalion. The Parmelia Formation here consists 01 two thick shale members wilhin the Parmella 
Fonnation 01 thick dark grey shales which are oxidized near the surface to a deep red. 

3. In 'addilion to the sump being in soiid clay, drilling two 4,000 metre wells has also lined the bottom of the 
sump with bentonite In the drilling mud consisting 01 (bentonite gel) 01 some 80 metric tonnes that, together 
\'ilh a further conservative 900 metric tonnes (600m3) of drilled claystone 01 the Cretaceous and Jurassic 



IReleased Under FOil 

Formalions, which conslsl predomlnanUy of claystone. Empire considers thai Ihe sump is completely 
sealed and any inlerference wilh Ihls clay seal would nol be advisable. Empire is nol considering removing 
some 900 tonnes of culllngs. 

Empire considers Ihat Ihe minor occurrence of hydrocarbons in Ihe surtace of Ihe sump water Is where Ihe prevailing 
soulh winds (slrong sea have minor soot end perhaps minor quanlilies of pipe dope 

drilllhre~ds has blown Into a corner of Ihe sump. If Ihere Is an easlerly 

proposed 10 skim Ihe sump water to remove any 

With respect to quantities of sump water and minor polasslum chloride, Ihis \~II slabilise with the benlonite and 
clayslones when dried oul. 

The Company is to deepen Ihe Gingin Wesl·1 well in Ihe fulure and plans on drilling a further well, Wannamal-1, from 
Ihls weillocalion and will also use Ihis drilling sump. Empire \~II nol be removing drilling waler and rain waler In Ihe 
sump or Ihe drilling cullings as further drilling is planned. This is standard procedure In all wells In Ihe Perth Basin 
and, as Ihe sump is bunded, Ihe Company Intends leaving the sump to evaporate in Ihe summer. Please refer 10 
numerous other gas and ollnelds In the North Perth Basin. 

Empire proposes to address the situation via: 

1. Further earlhmovlng, In addiUon to that already conducled, to excavate any addilional hydrocarbon 
contamination from flare pll. 

2. Skim Ihe water of Ihe sump 01 any minor surtace hydrocarbons. 
3. Allow the sump to evaporale nalurally and Ihen lesl sedimenls for loxicity as per standard oilfield praclice 

and EM? commitments. 

FolIO\~ng my discussions on 8 June 2011 with Bill Tlnapple, Executive Director, OM? Petroleum DiVision, a meellng 
will be scheduled for the week commenCing 13 June 2011 to provide a technical presenlation 10 resolve lI,e malier. 

I look fon'/8rd 10 providing a technical presenlalion. 

Regards 

C.C. Bil/lii1apple - Execulive Direc/or, OM?, Pe/roleum Divisiou 
Alicia Lim -Senior Ellvirol1mel1181 Assessor, OM?, Ellvironmen/ Division 
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Do~ument No.: 27 
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EMPIRE OIL & GAS NL 

12 May 2011 

Mr Bill Tinapple 
Executive Director 
Petroleum Division 
Department of Mines and Petroleum 
Mineral House 
100 Plain Sireet 
EAST PERTH WA 6004 

Dear Sir 

ABN 55 063 613 730 

SUITES 7 AND 8 

154 HAMPDEN ROAD 
NEDLANDS 6009 WESTERN AUSTRALIA 
TELEPHONE +61 863892687 

FACSIMILE +61893866812 

EMAIL infol.iVcm])ircoil.co11l.nu 
WEA w\\,w.clI1pircoil.com.ftll 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIR()NME~n 
. & CONSERVATION 

o 1 JUL 2011 

Corporate InformatIon SectIon 
ATRIUM 

RE: REPORT ON DIRECTION TO REMOVE HYDROCARBON CONTAMINATED MATERIALS FROM TflE 
REO GULLY· 1 WELLSITE WITHIN EP 389 

Empire Oil Company (WA) Limited (Empire), a subsidiary of Empire 011 and Gas NL and Operator of Ihe EP 389 
Jolnl Venture, Is In receipt of a Direction from Ihe Department of Mines and Petroleum (DMP) received a16,38 pm on 
Thursday 21 April 2011. This Direction was a result of a visit by Ihe Petroleum Environmenlal Branch of Ihe DMP on 
Thursday 21 Apn12011, and a previous visit to Ihe Red Gully·1 site by the Department of Environment ConselVation 
(DEC) on Friday 01 April 2011, where it was determined Ihat hydrocarbons were suspected to be presenl in Ihe 
cuttings pit and flare pit of Ihe Red Gully- 1 well site, 

The Direction required Empire Oil Company IY'/A) Limited, as Ihe registered holder of EP 389 and operalor of Red 
Gull-1, 10" remove all hydrocarbon conlaminaled malerials from lire Red Gully·l well sile including, bul nol limiled 10, 
malerials wilhin and Impacled by Ihe hydrocarbon conlaminaled conlenls of/he cUllings slimp and nare pir 

Specifically the Direction required: . 
a) that the hydrocarbon conlamlnated materials be disposed of at a certified waste facllily and appropriate 

records of the disposal of Ihe contaminated malerials at this wasle facility be kept by the registered holder 
(s, 153(2)(fa) and s, 115 (1)(a)); . 

b) Ihat the removal of all hydrocarbon contaminated materials lrom Ihe Red Gully-1 wetl site be completed by 
6 May 2011(s, 153(2)(fa)); 

c) that Ihe regislered holder submit to OMP allhe completion of Ihe removal of all hydrocarbon conlaminaled 
materials from Ihe Red Gully-1 well site a writlen report describing Ihe actions undertaken 10 effeci this 
Direction, Including pholographlc evidence demonstrating completion of Ihe required actions (s, 115 (1)(c)); 
and 

d) Ihat the registered holder musl, in consultation \~Ih DMP, devetop and Implement a sampling and analysis 
program In order to establish over lime that Ihe risk 10 groundwater Irom Ihe hydrocarbon contaminaled 
malerials at Ihe Red Gully-1 site has been removed. This Is 10 be submilted 10 OMP by 13 May 2011 
(s.153(2)(0 and s,153(2)(fa) 

The purpose of Ihls report Is to comply l'Iilh Olreclive (c), being Ihe provision of a written report describing Ihe actions 
undertaken to effect this Direction, Including photographic evidence demonstrating the completion of the required 
aclions. 
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1.0 RED GULLY 1 DRILLING & TESTING 

The Red Gully-l well was dnlled as a direclional well 10 Ihe Gingin Wesl Block A slruclure from Ihe same drilling pad 
as Glngln Wesl-1.The well is localed approxlmalely 100 kms north of Perth, and 10 kms from Ihe lawn of Glngin, 
.nlhin Ihe permil EP389. 

The well was drilled, cased and cemenled vnlh Ihe Wealhenord Rig 826 in January/February 2011 as a devialed 
hole 10 a lolal deplh of 4,000m MORT largeling lwo zones of Inleresl wilhin Ihe Caliamarra Coal Measures. The 
primary objeclive was Sand 0 (3,690m MORT) followed by Sand B (3,510m MORT) as the secondary obJeclive 

Empire announced 10 Ihe ASX on 22 February 2011 Ihat Red Gully-1 is polenlially the largest Jurassic Gas 
Discovery, Onshore Weslern Auslralia 1~lh recoverable gas of up to or In excess of 30 Billion Cubic Feel ("BCF") and 
associaled condensale from bolh ils Gingin Wesl-1 and Red Gully-1 wells In the EP 389 Permit. Red Gully-l and 
Gingin Wesl-1 recoverable gas Is conservalively eslimated al belween 20-30 BCF logelher wilh associaled 
condensate. 

Well T esling of Red Gully 1 was conducled in March 2011. The well flowed al a slabilised rale of 12 million cubic 
feel of gas par day and 832 barrels of condensale. As part oflhe well tesling programme. conlrolled flaring 
operalions were conducled al various inlervals betwaen Ihe 13.10 Ihe 20. March 2011. On Ihe 16· March aller 
receiving verbal approval from Ihe DMP Ihe circulaled diesel cushion was flared offlnlo the lIare pil resulling In Ihe 
release of black smo~e ,and sao! over the lIare plUsump area. 

2.0 RED GULLY;l. ~NVII\ONM~NT~L M!lNAGAMENT PLAN (EMP) 

The Red Gully-l Bridging Docuinenllo Ihe Gingin West-1 EMP was approved on Ihe 7 December 2010. Asslaled in 
Ihe approval, Ihe environmenlal risks wilh Ihe Red Gully-l proposal were 10 be managed in accordance with Ihe 
commilmenls oullined In Ihe Glngln Wesl-l EMP. Relevanl Glngln Wesl EMP environmenlal obJeclives and 
penormance crlleria (Seclion 5) In relalion 10 Ihe DirecUon issued for Red Gully-l include: 

T bilE a e - xtract rom 5 . 5 G' . W EMP E . eetton Inqlll est nVlronmenta I P rf e ormance ~b' Dlectlves an d S d d tan ar s 
5. Hydrology • Non-Ioxic drilling fluids I'nll be used during Ihe drilling oflhe 

sunace aquifers 
6. Wasle Managemenl • No hazardous chemicals or oil based drilling fluids will be used 

durin~ drillino operalions 
7. Spillage 01 Wasle and Malerials • Drilling fluids. dried cullings. mud and excess waler will be 

conlalned In a sump approxlmalely 30mx40mx2.5m deep 
• Any hydrocarbons Ihal are encounlered during drilling of ellher or 

bolh wells will be sampled and addilional malerials I'nll be flared 
olfln slie pit. 

The Red Gully-1 Environmenlal Penormance and Compliance Reporl was submilled 10 DMP on Ihe 31" March 2011. 
The EP&CR idenlified Ihere were no environmenlallncldenls recorded againsllhe EMP. 

3.0 DMP AND DEC SITE VISIT 

On Ihe 01 April 2011, inspeclors from Ihe Departmenl 01 Environmenl and Conservalion (DEC) allended Red Gully-
1 wellsile. They Idenlified Ihemselves 10 Ihe Wealherford represenlalive on sile as Jason Nelson (Regional 
Invesligations Leader Swan Region) and Mark Brand , - Pollulion Response Unll). The 
inspeclion was slaled as required due 10 i 1~lhln Ihe laslfortnighl, acrid 
smoke was discharged from Ihe sile which 

The Inspeclors were afforded access 10 the sile where Ihey look pholos oflhe flare pit, as well as soil samples. They 
were advised thai tha flaring olfwas done as part of well complelion and lesling by Empire. II was explained 10 DEC 
by Ihe Wealhenord represenlalive on sile Ihal usually Ihal Wealhenord, and Ihe drilling rig. would be off slle prior 10 
lesling being undertaken, bul had remained for a maintenance period. 

Following lelephone nolificalion a19.10 am on Thursday 21 April 2011, officers from Ihe Pelroleum Envlronmenl 
Branch from the Departmenl of Mines end Pelroleum conducled a sile vlsll of Ihe Red Gully-l well slle. The 
Direclion 10 undertake Ihe removal of hydrocarbon conlaminaled malerialfrom the Red Gully-1 wellsite was Ihen 
received a16.38 pm on Thursday 21 April 2011. 
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4.0 REPORT ON DIRECTIVE fiCTIONS 

a) that the hydrocarbon contaminated materials be disposed 01 at a certified waste faclllty and appropriate 
records of the disposal of t~e contaminated materials at this waste facility be kept by the registered 
holder (s.153(2)(fa) and s. 115 (l)(a)); 

Lenane Holdings Excavaling and Earthmoving. who has undertaken all of the earthworks on the wellslte and was 
. alraady conlracted prior to Ihe Direction for rehabililation works, conducled works In and around the flare pit to 

remove polenllal contaminated malerial and olher earthworks. Some 14 tonnes 01 malerial was excavated from the 
flare pll and surrounds and was sent to the Meru Wasle Disposal Facillly, 'a Calegory 64 wasle landlill operated by 
Ihe CIIy 01 Greenough Gereldlon on 28 April 2011: Being. lined facilily, Ih. Class III cells wilhln the lacllily .ra 
capeble 01 eccepting contaminaled soil wastes. See Allachment 'A', 'Wasle Disposal Docket' for further evidence. 

b) that the removal of all hydrocarbon contaminated materials from the Red Gully·1 well site be completed 
by 6 May 2011(s. 153(2)(fa)); 

Lenane Holdings, who was already conlracted prior to the.DMP vlsll of the 21 April 2011 to conduct site maintenance 
works Including those in the Direclion, cempleted the following on 27 and 28 Apo12011: 

(i) Excavated soli from the flare pit and surrounds to remove potenlial contaminated malerial and loaded In[o a 
seml·tipper for disposal off slle. Some 14 tonnes 01 matenal was removed from the flare pit and olher possible 
contaminated areas on site and was sent to Meru Waste Disposal Facility In Geraldton. 

A high bund has also been erecled allhe entrance Into the flare pit lor salety due to the high walls 01 the flare pit 
and possible slope failure are needed 10 preclude any persons unauthorised entry and any possible Injury. -. 

(ii) A bund around Ihe cullings sump has been put In place to ensure that thare Is no overflow II there Is excessive 
rainlall. This ovarflow did not occur aRer Gingln West-land the winter that followed In 2010 however we have 
put In this saleguard. Testing as per Ihe SAP will determlna the presence and If so, exlenl of hydrocarbon 
conlamlnation In and around Ihe sump. . 

c) that the registered holder submit to DMP at the completion 01 the removal of all hydrocarbon 
contaminated materials Irom the Red Gully-l well site a written report describing the actions undertaken 
to effect this Direction, including photo graphic evidence demonstrating completion of the required 
actions (s. 115 (l)(c)); and 

See this report, and Allachment 'B' 'Photographic Evidence". 

d) that the registered holder must, In consultation wilh DMP, develop and Implement a sampling and 
analysis program In order to establish over time that the risk to groundwater from the hydrocarbon 
contaminated materials at the Red Gully-1 site has been removed. This Is to be submitted to DMP by 13 
May 2011 (s.153(2)(0 and s.153(2)(la) 

GEMEC Ply Lid have been appointed by Empire to prepare and undertake the sampling and analysis program (SAP) 
In order to eslablish fhe extent and degree of suspecled hydrocarbon contamination. The program commenced on 
the 7" May with GEMEC conducllng soli sampling from around the flare pit and sump along with fluid sampling. 

GEMEC were selected due to their expertise In the Invesligalion, assessment and remediation of soil and 
groundwater conlamlnation. GEMEC have stated expertence In all aspects ollhe essassmanl end management 01 
contaminated sites, ranging from routine soli and groundwater sampling, site assessments to cemplex remedial 
acllvltles Involving the Installation and maintenance of soli and groundwater treatment systems and groundwater 
modelling. GEMEC have also serviced the petroleum and mining Industries since Inception so have an appreciation 
of the Induslry and Its operational protocols. 

The SAP was submltled to Alicia Lim, Senior Environmental Assessor at DMP on Thursday 12 May 2011, see 
Attachment 'C', 'Sampllng and Analysis Program'. 

Final assay work to determine presence and I or extent 01 hydrocarbon cenlamlnalion has been advised as being 
completed on or about the 16 May 2011, which can then direct any furtherremedialion works required. 
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6.0 SUMMARY 

Empire would like to reiterate Its disappointment that Empire represenlatives were not oonsulted prior 10, or Inviled 10 
be In ellendance allhe DMP site visit 0' the 21 Apn12011. If so, It would have beoome apparent that Empire had 
scheduled rehabilitation works to oommence immedialely 'allowing the ooncluslon 0' the Easier and Anzac holidays 
(Tuasday 26 April), and the Issuing of tile Direction would have been unnecessary. Earthworks were undertaken on 
Wednesday 27 and Thursday 28 Apnl 2011, as previously scheduled prior to the Issuing 0' the Direction at 6.30pm 
Thursday 21 April (Ie Immedlalely prior to Eester Friday). Olher than the suspected hydrocarbon contamination, It Is 
apparent that Ihe wellslte Is In a very tidy oonditlon. 

Empire has '/oluntarlly been In oontacl with Jason Nelson end Mark Brand from the Department of Environment and 
Conservation ('DEC') since the DEC site visit on the 01 April 2011. Empire were edvlsed by DEC thalln'ormatlon on 
sampling results and any associated report were to be provided through the DMP. Empire has since received 
direction from DMP that It Is DECs responsibility to provide this Informalion. Requests have again been made to 
DEC to provide this Information, which Is stili oulslandlng. 

Empire balleves the requlremenls staled In the Direction (0), (b), (0) and (d) have been executed. 

/fyou have any further queries please do not hesllale to oontactlhe undersl!)nell or 
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ATTACHMENT A 
WASTE DISPOSAL DOCKET 
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A IT ACHMENT B . 
. PHOTOGRAPHIC EVDlENCE 
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Plate 3: Red Gully·1 Flare Pit 26.04.11 

Plate 4: Red Gully·1 Cuttings Sump 26.04.11 
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Plate 5: Red Gully·1 Flare Pit Post Earth Works 07.05.11 

Plate 6: Sampling Red Gully·1 Flarepit as per SAP 07.05.11 
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Plate 7: Red Gully-1 Cuttings Sump post Earthworks 07,05,11 

Plate 0: Sampling Red Gully-1 Cuttings Sump as per SAP 07.05.11 
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ATIACHMENTC 
GEMEC SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PROGRAM (SAP) 







~ Governrnent of Western Australia . 1Wi ~ . Department of Environment Regulation 

Information Regarding 
INTERNAL REVIEW RIGHTS 

For Applicants 

If you are not satisfied with the decision relating to your access application, 
you have the right to apply for an internal review of the decision. An 
application for internal review of the· decision rnust be lodged within the 
Departrnent of Environrnent Regulation within 30 days of receiving this 
notice. 

The application must be: 

• In writing; 
• Give partic,ulars of the decision to be reviewed; and 
• Givean address in Australia 

There is no charge payable for lodging an application for internal review. 

If an application for internal review is received, it will not be dealt with by the 
person who made the initial decision, or by any person who is subordinate to 
the original decision maker. The outcome of an application for internal review 
may result in a confirmation, variation or reversal of the original decision 
under review: You will be advised .of the outcome within 15 days of the 
receipt of your application, 

An application for an internal review should be addressed to: 

FOI Coordinator 
Department of Environment Regulation 
Locked Bag 33 
Cloisters Square 
Perth WA 6850 

If the 30 days available to you for lodging an application for internal review' 
expires and no application has been made, the decision becomes final. 
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