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Section E = Details of non-compliance with licence condition

Please use a separate page for each condition with which the licence holder was non-compliant
at a time during the reporting period.

Date(s) of non- | Pre-commencement of Operating

SETELE 3(a) compliance: License (issued 15 December 2021)

Details of non-compliance:

The ponds permitted by the Operating License are: one pre-concentrator pond; four sodium
chloride ponds; six leonite ponds; three potassium rich salts (KTMS) ponds; one carnalite pond;
and one bittern pond. The ponds constructed are: two pre-concentrator; one reservoir; five
sodium chloride; and 27 mixed potassium rich salt. Refer Figure A.

What was the actual (or suspected) environmental impact of the non-compliance?

NOTE - please attach maps or diagrams to provide insight into the precise location of where the non-
compliance took place.

Construction location and layout of ponds constructed complies with Figure 2 of Schedule 1 in
the Operating License. As such, there was no actual or suspected environmental impact due to
the non-compliance.

Cause (or suspected cause) of non-compliance:

The Operating License Condition 3(a) is not aligned with Figure 2 of Schedule 1.

Action taken to mitigate any adverse effects of non-compliance and prevent recurrence of the
non-compliance:

Construction of the ponds has been completed in the area defined by Figure 2 of Schedule 1.
Suggested action is that the Operating License be amended to reflect as built ponds — number
and type.

Was this non-compliance previously reported to DWER?

X Yes, and
X Reported to DWER verbally Date: 27/02/23
[[] Reported to DWER in writing Date: / [/

Annual Audit Compliance Report Form (September 2017)
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Figure A: completed ponds at Beyondie Mine Site

Annual Audit Compliance Report Form (September 2017)
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Date(s) of non- Pre-commencement of

Condition no: 3(c) compliance: Operating License (15 Dec 21)

Details of non-compliance:

In two |ocations the brine transfer pipelines lie outside the boundary allocated in Figure 1,
Schedule 1 - refer Figure B below

What was the actual (or suspected) environmental impact of the non-compliance?

NOTE — please attach maps or diagrams to provide insight into the precise location of where the non-
compliance took place.

Location A non-compliance

Walking pipelines result from expansion and contraction due to heating/ cooling. The
environmental impact related to walking lines has had a small increased disturbance on the
shoulder of the road; total area affected is approx..0.1 ha.

Location B non-compliance

The final as-built position of the pipelines lies outside of the Operating License boundary
instructed in Figure 1, Schedule 1 due to a change made on the basis of avoiding night parrot
habitat and elimination of a traffic hazard from the as-built infrastructure. The final disturbance
footprint is 0.7 ha as opposed to what would have been 0.54 ha however the current route does
not impact night parrot habitat — refer Figure C.

Cause (or suspected cause) of non-compliance:

Location A non-compliance

The transfer pipelines have ‘walked’ due to heat expansion and contraction and therefore have
moved outside of the Operating License boundary.

Location B non-compliance

The transfer pipelines and road have been built outside of the boundary allocated in Figure 1,
Schedule 1, in a section of road that deviated sharply in the Operating License and did not
maintain a direct route. This created a traffic hazard because the related track was also required
to be built adjacent with the pipelines, and a greater total disturbance footprint with the original
layout as opposed to the as-built layout would have been incurred.

Action taken to mitigate any adverse effects of non-compliance and prevent recurrence of the
non-compliance:

Location A non-compliance

Relocation of the pipelines so that they lie within the Operating License boundary depicted in
Figure 1 of Schedule 1 will be made, and pipelines will be stabilized using windrows.

Location B non-compliance

Suggest that Operating License Figure 1, Schedule 1 be updated to reflect the modified corridor.

A check box has been added to the Ground Disturbance Process requiring that, in the event a
proposed activity is outside of, or non-compliant with a regulatory instrument, the Regulator must
be notified, and the proposed change confirmed prior to commencement.

Was this non-compliance previously reported to DWER?

[] Yes, and
[[] Reported to DWER verbally Date: [/ |/
[] Reported to DWER in writing Date: [/ [/

Annual Audit Compliance Report Form (September 2017)
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Figure C: access road completed location to avoid night parrot habitat

IR-F14 v4.0 (February 2019)






Department of Water and Environmental Regulation

Date(s) of non-

compliance: November 2022

Condition no: 6

Details of non-compliance:

Position of the causeway for the excess salt stockpile is not located as per Operating License
Figure 1 of Schedule 1 — refer to Figure D of this report on the confirmed location of the
causeway.

What was the actual (or suspected) environmental impact of the non-compliance?

NOTE - please attach maps or diagrams to provide insight into the precise location of where the non-
compliance took place.

There has been a net environmental benefit for the changed location of the causeway for the
excess salt stockpile:

- If the causeway had been built in the location permitted by the Operating License, a total
area of 9.2 ha would have been disturbed including 5.2 ha of night parrot habitat;

- The as built final location has avoided night parrot habitat and has disturbed at total area of
7.3 ha.

Cause (or suspected cause) of non-compliance:

In readiness for final design, traffic analysis of the trucking movement (side tippers) and existing
infrastructure (office, ponds and plant) resulted in the causeway of the excess salt stockpile not
able to be safely constructed in the allocated location as per Schedule 1, Figure 1. In addition,
habitat maps and heritage survey confirmed the as-built location was preferred. The net result
was reduced environmental and social impacts due to the causeway footprint.

For noting, the excess salt stockpile footprint remains as per Schedule 1, Figure 1 of the
Operating License.

Action taken to mitigate any adverse effects of non-compliance and prevent recurrence of the
non-compliance:

In response to this non-compliance, a check box has been added to the Ground Disturbance
Permitting process requiring that, in the event a proposed activity is outside of, or non-compliant
with a regulatory instrument, the Regulator must be notified, and the proposed change confirmed
prior to commencement of the activity.

Was this non-compliance previously reported to DWER?

[] Yes, and
[C] Reported to DWER verbally Date: / |/
[[] Reported to DWER in writing Date: [/ |/

Annual Audit Compliance Report Form (September 2017)



Figure D: location of the Causeway to the excess salt stockpile in the Operating License vs as built

IR-F14 v4.0 (February 2019)












