
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Thursday, 29 June 2006] 

 p4538b-4539a 
Hon Giz Watson; Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich 

 [1] 

ALCOA’S WAGERUP REFINERY - EXPANSION 

564. Hon GIZ WATSON to the minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 
With regard to the answer to question on notice 282 asked by Hon Paul Llewellyn on 10 May this year, in 
answer to which the minister stated that the advice from the Environmental Health Foundation would be sought 
on matters pertaining to the Wagerup project, as appropriate - 

(1) Are there any matters about which the minister will seek advice from the EHF regarding the proposed 
Alcoa Wagerup refinery expansion prior to a final decision being made on its expansion? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) If yes to (1), will the minister table the advice? 

(4) Does the minister agree that the EHF has a role to assess the possible adverse impacts on air quality 
because of the expansion of the Alcoa Wagerup refinery and to report to the government on the health 
risks associated with the expansion, particularly during the formal public assessment period? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) No. 

(2) The Environmental Protection Authority has conducted a very thorough assessment of the Alcoa 
Wagerup expansion project, including a health risk assessment in consultation with the Department of 
Health, and has recommended very strict conditions to deal with air quality issues.  These are: that an 
independent baseline health survey, managed by the Department of Health, be undertaken in the area 
prior to the construction or expansion proceeding; that best practice be applied in design of pollution-
control equipment as part of the expansion to minimise emissions from the refinery, and that this be 
subject to review by an independent expert team established in consultation with Alcoa during the 
detailed design phase; that key recommendations from previous reviews and investigations, particularly 
those of the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation 2004 air quality review be 
completed in parallel with design of the expansion; that it be demonstrated that there would be no 
general increase in ambient ground level concentrations for key pollutants from the refinery; that a 
technically sound independently monitored program be agreed for commissioning performance 
verification to demonstrate that emissions meet those proposed; that a comprehensive ambient air 
quality monitoring and reporting program be established for the area; that a government land use 
strategy be developed and implemented for the area prior to construction commencing, in association 
with Alcoa’s land use strategy, to ensure compatible land uses in the vicinity of the refinery; that there 
be periodic follow-up, independent health surveys following implementation of the expansion to 
monitor health issues; that an independent process be established for assessment and diagnosis of any 
people who feel they have health symptoms attributable to the operation of the refinery; and that a 
program be establish to enable people who have been assessed to be experiencing chemical sensitivity 
symptoms to relocate from the area without personal disadvantage.  I am still considering the 
Environmental Protection Authority’s advice but, given the extensive nature of what has been proposed, 
referral of the issue to the Environmental Health Foundation is not necessary at this time.  

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) I refer the member to response (4) to question on notice 3511.  The EPA conducts its assessment as an 
independent process before reporting to the Minister for the Environment. 

(5) Not applicable. 
 


