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Statement of Compliance 

Proposal and Proponent Details (Section 1) 

Proposal Title Atlas Project 

Statement Number 1220 

Proponent Name Image Resources NL 

Proponent’s Australian 
Company Number 
(where relevant) 

063 977 579 

Statement of Compliance Details (Section 2) 

Reporting Period  1/07/25 to 30/06/26 

 
 

Implementation phase(s) during reporting period (please tick  relevant phase(s)) 

Pre-construction  Construction  Operation  Decommissioning  

 

 

Audit Table for Statement addressed in this Statement of Compliance is 
provided at Attachment: 1 

An audit table for the Statement addressed in this Statement of Compliance must be provided as 
Attachment 1 to this Statement of Compliance.  The audit table must be prepared and maintained 
in accordance with the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation (DWER) Post 
Assessment Guideline for Preparing an Audit Table, as amended from time to time.  The ‘Status 
Column’ of the audit table must accurately describe the compliance status of each implementation 
condition and/or procedure for the reporting period of this Statement of Compliance.  The terms 
that may be used by the proponent in the ‘Status Column’ of the audit table are limited to the 
Compliance Status Terms listed and defined in Table 1 of Attachment 1. 

 

 

Were all implementation conditions and/or procedures of the Statement complied with within the 
reporting period? (please tick  the appropriate box) 

No (please proceed to Section 3)  Yes (please proceed to Section 4)  
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1. Introduction 

MS 1220 was granted on 22 May 2024 for the development of the Atlas Project (Proposal), a 
greenfields mineral sands mine located approximately 18 kilometres (km) east of Cervantes and 
170 km north of Perth in the Wheatbelt region of Western Australia (WA) (Figure 1). The Proposal 
includes the progressive development and operation of mine pits, processing facilities, and associated 
supporting infrastructure and utilities. MS 1220 also includes a modification to the intersections of 
Brand Highway with Bibby Road and Bibby Road and Munbinea Road.  

This Compliance Assessment Report (CAR) has been prepared to meet the reporting requirements of 
the Compliance Assessment Plan (CAP) for MS1220 endorsed by the Department of Water and 
Environmental Regulation (DWER) on 07 August 2024. 

This report is the second annual CAR due for submission by 22 August 2026.  
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Figure 1: Atlas Project development Envelope and exclusion areas (Schedule 1, Figure 2 of MS1220) including Mine 
Development Envelope (MDE) and External Infrastructure Development Envelope (EIDE). 
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2. Purpose and Scope 

This CAR documents compliance with conditions of MS 1220 for the period of 1 July 2025 to 30 June 
2026 (Reporting Period) in accordance with Condition D2 of MS 1220 (Table 1). It has been prepared 
in accordance with DWER’s Post Assessment Guideline for Preparing a Compliance Assessment 
Report (Office of the Environmental Protection Authority, 2012a) and Post Assessment Guideline for 
Preparing a Compliance Assessment Report, Post Assessment Guideline No. 3 (Office of the 
Environmental Protection Authority, 2012b). 

This is the second CAR prepared and submitted under MS 1220.   

Table 1: Compliance Reporting Conditions 

Condition Requirement 

MS 1220: 
Condition D2-1 

The proponent must provide an annual Compliance Assessment Report to the CEO for the 
purpose of determining whether the implementation conditions are being complied with. 

MS 1220: 
Condition D2-2 

Unless a different date or frequency is approved by the CEO, the first annual Compliance 
Assessment Report must be submitted within fifteen (15) months of the date of this Statement, 
and subsequent reports must be submitted annually from that date.  

MS 1220: 
Condition D2-3 

Each annual Compliance Assessment Report must be endorsed by the proponent’s Chief Executive 
Officer, or a person approved by the proponent’s Chief Executive Officer to be delegated to sign 
on the Chief Executive Officer’s behalf.  

MS 1220: 
Condition D2-4 

Each annual Compliance Assessment Report must: 

(1) State whether each condition of this Statement has been complied with, including: 

(a) Exceedance of any proposal limits and extents;  

(b) Achievement of environmental outcomes; 

(c) Achievement of environmental objectives;  

(d) Requirements to implement the content of environmental management 
plans;  

(e) Monitoring requirements;  

(f) Implement contingency measures;  

(g) Requirements to implement adaptive management; and 

(h) Reporting requirements.  

(2) Include the results of any monitoring (inclusive of any raw data) that has been required 
under Part C in order to demonstrate that the limits in Part A, any outcomes or any 
objectives are being met; 

(3) Provide evidence to substantiate statements of compliance, or details where there has 
been a non-compliance;  

(4) Include corrective, remedial and preventative actions taken in response to any potential 
non-compliance; 

(5) Be provided in a form suitable for publication on the proponent’s website and online by 
the Department of Water and Environmental Regulation; and 

(6) Be prepared and published consistent with the latest version of the Compliance 
Assessment plan required by condition D2-5 which the CEO has confirmed by notice in 
writing satisfied the relevant requirements of Part C and D.  

MS 1220: 
Condition D2-5 

The proponent must prepare a Compliance Assessment Plan which is submitted to the CEO at 
least six (6) months prior to the first Compliance Assessment Report required by condition D2-2, 
or prior to the implementation of the proposal, whichever is sooner.  
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3. Changes to M1220 

No changes to M1220 occurred during the Reporting Period. 

Image Resources NL (Image Resources) submitted a proposed amendment to the approved Proposal 
under Section 45C of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) on 25 November 2025. The 
proposed amendment proposed realigning the Mine Development Envelope approximately 1 km to 
the north; a reduction (and realignment) to the Disturbance Footprint (Revised Proposal) and a 
consequential reduction in overall impacts. 

The assessment outcome for the proposed amendment had not been finalised at the time of 
reporting. As such, this compliance assessment considers the original approval M1220 Conditions. 
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4. Summary of Implementation Status 

Image Resources commenced the Proposal in August 2024. Construction was complete in February 
2025 and productive mining (operations phase) commenced shortly thereafter and continued 
throughout the current Reporting Period. Mining commenced in the southern portion of the orebody 
and continues to progress south to north. The mining method involves backfill of the mine void 
following ore removal; via tailings and overburden replacement.  Approximately two thirds of the 
planned mine footprint have been mined out and the majority of this backfilled (Figure 2). Land 
forming and overburden replacement has commenced on the southern-most portion during the 
Reporting Period. 
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5. Supporting details for Statement of Compliance  

An audit was completed to determine the status and evidence of compliance with conditions of 
M1220 completed by Image Resources, with the assessment against conditions outlined in audit table 
form provided in Appendix 1.  Conditions were assessed in accordance with Image Resources’ 
endorsed CAP and DWER’s statement of compliance.  Summary of compliance outcomes has been 
provided in Table 2. 

Table 2: Compliance Summary (MS 1220 Conditions) 

Compliance Outcomes Quantity Percentage 

Compliant (C) 30 47% 

Completed (CLD) 6 9% 

Potentially non-compliant 
(PNC) 0 0 

Non-Compliant (NC) 0 0 

Not Required (NR) 28 44% 

In Progress (IP) 0 0 

No non-compliances were identified during the Reporting Period.  

Of the compliance obligations assessed, 28 were considered ‘Not Required’ for the Reporting Period 
implementation is yet to be triggered or not applicable to this Reporting Period.   

Of the remaining 36 conditions assessed, 30 were assessed ‘Compliant’ and 6 were ‘Completed’. 

Further supporting information is provided in subsequent subsections and in Appendix 1 to 5. 

5.1. Environmental Management Plans and Strategies 

Management plans conditioned by M1220 are listed below together with reference to the relevant 
sections where status of implementation and compliance are discussed: 

• MB3.4 Groundwater Operating Strategy (GOS); 
• MB4.3 Offset Environmental Management Plan (OEMP); and 
• MB5.3 Banksia Woodlands Rehabilitation Plan (BWRP). 

Condition MB1.4 requires, implementation of the proposal subject to dieback hygiene protocols 
consistent with the Phytophthora Dieback Management Manual, October 2020, as amended or 
replaced from time to time. The Dieback Hygiene Management Plan (DHMP) was developed with 
appropriate consideration of the Phytophthora Dieback Management Manual, was updated in August 
2023 and has been implemented during construction and operations.  The DHMP was later updated 
in 2025 (October 2025) following significant bushfires. The current DHMP continues to be 
implemented during operations.    

5.1.1. Groundwater Operating Strategy 

A key environmental factor identified through the various assessment processes was the potential 
that dewatering, required to allow dry mining, could impact vegetation outside the mine disturbance 
footprint. To effectively manage this risk, a Groundwater Operating Strategy Environmental 
Management Plan (GOS-EMP) was prepared and has been implemented. The GOS-EMP has been 
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approved by EPA and DWER with implementation conditioned under MS1220 and GWL210992(1) and 
GWL210993(1). 

A key component of the GOS-EMP is the establishment and operation of a Drawdown Mitigation 
System (DMS), designed to maintain groundwater levels outside the disturbance footprint. The DMS 
consists of a network of shallow ponds around the mine pit, with water pumped into the ponds to 
supplement groundwater available to vegetation which has the potential to be impacted. 

Mining activities commenced in the pit in August 2024 progressing from south to north.  To date, no 
dewatering of the pit has been required. Inflow from pit walls has been negligible as has upwelling of 
water from the base of the pit.   

A total of 41 Drawdown Mitigation Scheme (DMS) monitoring bores were established in April and 
October 2024 (Figure 3).  Ponds and pipeline infrastructure for the DMS system was all installed in the 
south, around the starter pit by the 14th of January 2025.   

As at the end of the reporting year, no significant quantity of superficial water had been encountered 
and no dewatering was required.  Therefore, use of the DMS has not been triggered to date. 

Groundwater monitoring report – December 2025 (MWES, 2025) and a summary of monitoring results 
from nominated monitoring bores has been provided as Appendix 2 and Appendix 3 respectively. 
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Figure 3: DMS Monitoring Bores 
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5.1.2. Offset Environmental Management Plan 

The Offsets proposed in the Offset Management Plan focus on purchase, protection and ongoing 
management of suitable offset properties, rehabilitation of the areas disturbed during the operation 
and recreation of 28ha of native vegetation on current agricultural land. 

Environmental offset properties were purchased prior to the commencement of the Proposal. As 
detailed in the Offset Strategy (Preston, 2023) Lot 4113 and Lot 501 have been established as 
appropriate offset areas (Figure 4 and Figure 5).   

Image Resources engaged a Rehabilitation Specialist to develop and conduct seed collection activities 
to meet the required rehabilitation and recreation objectives.  During the Reporting Period, a total of 
119 different species were collected, with a total weight of 88,579 g.  

To date, 167 different species have been collected with a total weight of 172,988 g of seed to 
contribute to future restoration of the offset sites, and rehabilitation efforts at the Atlas Project.   

Seed has been collected from local provenances within the Atlas Project. Lot 4113 and nearby Road 
Reserves all within <20km of the Proposal. 

 

Figure 4: Lot 4113 Offset Site 
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Figure 5: Lot 501 Offset Site 

5.1.3. Kings Park Research 

Image Resources has engaged Kings Park Science to conduct research on the ecological restoration of 
specified priority flora being disturbed within the MDE. Kings Park Science has conducted several field 
trips from October 2024 to December 2025 to understand the priority flora and collect priority flora 
seed within the MDE.  Kings Park Science research will continue through 2026 (into the next Reporting 
Period). 

During November 2024, a significant bushfire went through the region burning over 70,000 ha of 
native vegetation. This fire has affected the identification and seed collection of known priority flora 
within the MDE.   

The known Jacksonia aff. floribunda was not present after fire, Levenhookia preissi and Jacksonia 
carduacea unburnt was the only known plant on Bibby Road and Munbinea roadside verge outside 
the MDE but within the external infrastructure development envelope. The Grevillea cooljarloo small 
number of unburnt plants had been observed to not have many pods present. 

With research focussed of the five priority flora species (listed in Condition B4-2(4) MS1220), Kings 
Park Science also progressed research on soil seed bank assessment to evaluate the topsoil seedbank 
and continue with assessment of plan recruitment dynamics post fire. 

Summary of the findings from research field trips to date has been provided below. 
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Priority Flora 

Levenhookia preissii: 

• It is small annual species and is difficult to locate until it starts to flower. 
• Flowering of this species was observed in November and seed was collected in December 
• Only a small number of plants were harvested along Bibby and Munbinea Roads as all plants 

marked for collecting within the MDE were destroyed by fire. 
• The discovery of new plants and populations indicates that this species is more common and 

widespread than previous vegetation surveys indicate. 
• Only a small number of seeds were collected (344), and seed fill was very high (90-99%) 

Grevillea cooljarloo: 

• A long-lived plant and very largely reliant on a fire-tolerant rootstock to resprout after fire. 
• Populations were found along the margins of drainage lines/wetlands in a band up to 30 m 

wide. 
• Flowering was observed from September to November and follicles observed from November 

and December. 
• Although many plants were found, only about 10-15% had follicles. 
• Seed collected had exceptionally low fill (11% of 451 seed collected) with most showing 

evidence of predation or aborted development. 
• Due to low fecundity and the large effort required to collect a small number of viable seeds, 

it is recommended that the seed is not used for direct seeding of restoration sites but utilised 
to produce tubestock for planting. 

Schoenus pennisetis: 

• The easiest places to find this species are along sandy tracks found near known populations. 
• Plants were found flowering in October and with ripe seeds in October and November. 
• This species has an extremely high fecundity with over a hundred seeds produced from single 

large plants and, with seed fill of 96-99%. 

Jacksonia carduacea: 

• Found flowering October to December, but fruits were not ripe for seed collecting until 
February 2025. 

• A single plant recorded within the mine development footprint but could not be found. 
• A new population of eight plants found on the western side of Munbinea Road, across the 

road from a previously recorded population found on the eastern side. 
• All plants in this new population were found on the road shoulder which means the plants 

have germinated/resprouted since the verge was last cleared/graded. 
• Seed production per plant is low and the seed fill was extremely high (93-100%). 

Anigozanthos humilis subsp. chrysanthus (Golden Catspaw): 

• Many Anigozanthus humilis plants were found but only a single yellow plant that was 
identified as subspecies chrysanthus (Golden Catspaw) was found and tagged in October. 

• This single plant had been predated, and no seed was able to be collected in November. 
• Conservatively seed has been collected from completely yellow perianth and red/orange 

colour limited to the tepals found at the tip of the perianth until the taxonomic clarifications 
is obtained if it is a subspecies. 
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Topsoil Seedbank 

The topsoil seed bank of the four vegetation community groups stockpiled at the Atlas mine was 
assessed for its potential for use for vegetation restoration post mining. The most important finding 
is the that the Wetland communities and to are lesser extent fringing wetland vegetation community 
(MbGcVp) are dominated by weed species.  This can be clearly demonstrated when a search for a 
burnt fringing wetland vegetation community could only find post fire sites smothered by weeds. 
While the weed load in the topsoil seed bank of some wetland and fringing wetland communities 
could be low, it is unclear what level of weeds in a vegetation community would render the topsoil 
seed bank a liability for vegetation restoration. 

In comparison to wetland vegetation communities, seedling emergence in the Banksia woodland 
(BaBm) and Banksia shrubland (BtRc) vegetation communities topsoil stockpiles had very low weed 
numbers and, for BaBm, comparable number of native woody perennials to burnt reference sites. The 
low number of seedlings emerging in BtBr stockpiles compared to burnt reference site can be partially 
explained by many of the “seedlings” counted in the reference sites are likely to be dormant plants 
resprouting from underground storage organs especially for plant species in found in Haemodoraceae 
family (e.g. Anigozanthus, Conostylis, Haemodorum). 

Most plant have been identified to genus or species level with about 10% still awaiting identification. 

The topsoil seed bank in stockpiles did not contain seedlings for the five priority species, except for a 
possible seedling for Grevillea cooljarloo found outside of monitoring plots. It was unlikely that 
Jacksonia carduacea was to be found in monitoring plots as only a single plant has ever been found in 
the mine survey area and the topsoil for this plant was not harvested. Anigozanthos humilis subsp. 
chrysanthus will not be flowering for at least one year (spring 2026) after germination so cannot yet 
be confirmed as being present in the topsoil seed bank. Levehookia preissii and Grevillea cooljarloo 
were found in burnt reference sites. No Schoenus pennisetis seedlings was not found in stockpiles or 
burnt reference sites. Although Jacksonia aff. floribunda was resprouting and suckering in burnt 
reference site, no seedlings were found. In comparison, co-occurring Jacksonia floribunda was found 
to have resprouted and seedlings in monitoring plots. 

Kings Park research will continue through 2026, including assessment of seedling mortality of 
perennial species to inform future seeding rates to achieve revegetation targets for perennial species.  

5.1.4. Banksia Woodlands Rehabilitation Plan 

Progressive rehabilitation will occur with the mine pits and adjacent pit surrounds progressively 
backfilled and rehabilitated directly behind the mine front, while plant and supporting infrastructure 
areas will be rehabilitated as they become available or post-closure.  Through the implementation of 
detailed planning that is well informed through research, expert advice and stakeholder consultation, 
Image Resources has set a long-term target of rehabilitating the habitat quality of the disturbed 
Banksia Woodlands TEC/PEC and Carnaby’s Cockatoo foraging habitat to be equivalent to pre-mining 
conditions.  Rehabilitation works are planned to be a rapid process that will reinstate landforms and 
soil profile commensurate with pre-mining conditions and maximise opportunities for direct topsoil 
transfer.  This approach is designed to minimise the rehabilitation timeframe and maximise 
opportunities for rehabilitation success. 

The Banksia Woodlands Rehabilitation Plan (BWRP) was prepared to document the key issues 
associated with rehabilitation, preservation and restoration of this vegetation type at both the 
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Proposal and Offset Sites and incorporates current rehabilitation practices for Banksia Woodlands 
TEC/PEC. All areas of Banksia Woodlands TEC/PEC represent Carnaby’s Cockatoo foraging habitat; 
therefore, the successful rehabilitation of Banksia Woodlands TEC/PEC will also restore Carnaby’s 
Cockatoo foraging habitat of a similar quality. 

The overarching rehabilitation objective detailed within the BWRP: 

Rehabilitation of Banksia Woodland and Carnaby’s Cockatoo foraging habitat that represents 
a resilient, self-sustaining ecosystem similar to pre-disturbance, with associated ecological 
function and value.  

Image Resources has identified opportunities for optimisation of the Atlas Resource without 
significant change to the potential impacts assessed for the Proposal. During the first year of mining 
at the Proposal, Image Resources has worked hard to maximise operational efficiencies, minimise 
disturbance and consequently reduce native vegetation clearing and associated environmental 
impacts.  

Image Resources continues to work towards the performance targets and completion criteria detailed 
in the BWMP relative to the early progression of the mine, including though not limited to: 

• Expert advice regarding rehabilitation strategies;  
• Engaged a suitably qualified research organisation for priority flora research including 

recruitment within topsoil stockpiles (via Kings Park); and 
• Commencement of seed collection program, targeting a mixture of seeds, including a suite of 

tractable species and key overstory species. 

Soil reconstruction will be achieved as overburden, subsoil and topsoil is reinstated in sequence to 
achieve a suitable profile for rehabilitation success.  Direct planting and seed application will be 
achieved in future as rehabilitation progresses.  

5.1.5. Dieback Hygiene Management Plan 

The DHMP was revised in October 2025 to address minor changes in approach caused by the impacts 
of the 2024 bushfire on dieback interpretation.   

The extensive bushfire disturbance has in areas previously mapped Uninfested and Low Confidence 
Uninfested areas as now being classified to Temporarily Uninterpretable. The reclassification to 
Temporarily Uninterpretable has been achieved by overlaying a bushfire boundary shapefile over 
previously mapped Uninfested areas. Areas previously mapped as Uninterpretable remain 
Uninterpretable.  

Staff training and awareness regarding dieback management were completed as part of the 
mandatory Site Environmental Induction and general awareness sessions (toolbox meetings). 
Greencard training for key staff was completed in 2025.   

No reportable environmental incidents relating to dieback management were recorded during the 
Reporting Period. 

5.2. Disturbance 

Native vegetation clearing at the Proposal commenced in August 2024.  Status of clearing as at the 
end 30 May 2026 has been assessed for the purposes of this compliance assessment report.  No 



21 | P a g e  
 

additional clearing occurred between 30 May 2026 and the end of the Reporting Period (30 June 
2026).  Summary of disturbance to date is provided in Table 3 shown in Figure 6 to Figure 11.   

During the Reporting Period, 28.35 ha of direct disturbance from clearing native vegetation occurred 
for the purposes for progression of Proposal mine pit and associated infrastructure within the Mine 
Development Envelope (MDE).  Since the commencement of the Proposal, a total 166.20 ha has 
been disturbed within the MDE.  

Image Resources did not conduct any additional clearing within the External Infrastructure 
Development Envelope during the Reporting Period.  Review of spatial data as part of the current 
Reporting Period has corrected minor variances and allocation of disturbance.  Amendments are 
reflected in the spatial data provided as Appendix 5 with this CAR.   

Status of clearing relative to relevant priority flora is listed in Table 4. 

Exclusion zones for Levenhookia preissii (P1), Claypans of the Swan Coastal Plain Threatened 
Ecological Community - Herb rich saline shrublands in clay pan Threatened Ecological Community 
SPC07 (Claypans TEC), Moodjar (Nuytsia floribunda) and Maratus Maratus ‘BAR130’ were 
maintained (refer to Figure 6, Figure 12, Figure 13 and Figure 14). 

All relevant clearing and disturbance remained within the MS 1220 conditioned limits (Table 3 to 
Table 4 and Figure 6 to Figure 11).  
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Table 3: Disturbance Summary 

Aspect 
Approved 

Area 
(MS 1220) 

Total Disturbance per Reporting Period * 

Prior Reporting 
Period (s) (ha) 

Total Disturbance to 
30 June 2026 (ha) 

Total Disturbance (MDE) 274.8 137.40 166.20 

Native Vegetation Clearing 
(MDE) 

272.2 128.05 156.40 

Total Disturbance (EIDE) 28.8 12.19 12.19 

Native Vegetation Clearing 
(EIDE) 

16.2 0.34 0.34 

Carnaby’s Black Cockatoo 
foraging habitat clearing 
(Zanda latirostris) (MDE 
and EIDE) 

257.3 118.43 132.45** 

Banksia woodlands of the 
Swan Coastal Plain 
ecological community 
clearing (MDE and EIDE) 

206.4 99.89 102.81 

* Total native vegetation clearing does not include DFES/DBCA clearing undertaken during the November 2024 bushfires pursuant to the Bushfire Act 1954. 
** Limited to clearing / disturbance of native and non-native vegetation canopy mapped as Carnaby’s Black Cockatoo foraging habitat (i.e., includes Pinus sp. 

within the EIDE).  

Table 4: Disturbance to priority flora 

Species 
Approved 

Disturbance 
(MS 1220) (up to) 

Total Disturbance per Reporting Period 

Prior Reporting 
Period (s) 

(individuals) 

Total Disturbance 
to 30 June 2026 

(Individuals) 

Levenhookia presissii 3 0 3 

Grevillea cooljarloo (Keighery 
& Olde) 

697 270 491 

Jacksonia carduacea 1 0 1 

Schoenus pennisetis 3 0 2 

Anigozanthos humilis subsp. 
chrysanthus 

1 0 0 

Conospernum scaposum 570 276 304 

Hensmania stoniella 32 11 14 

Isopogon panduratus subsp. 
palustris  

944 452 663 

Stylidium aceratum 710 0 710 

Jacksonia aff. Floribunda 194 128 128 
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Figure 6:  MDE Disturbance Overview and exclusion areas (June 2026). * Total native vegetation clearing does not 
include DFES/DBCA clearing undertaken during the November 2024 bushfires pursuant to the Bushfire Act 1954. 
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Figure 7: EIDE Disturbance Overview – Brand Highway and Bibby Road Intersection (June 2026). * Note: 0.04 ha of disturbance 
occurred outside of the EIDE as reported during previous reporting period. A potential non-compliance was reported during the 2024-2025 reporting period 

- however not carried over to this reporting period.  
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Figure 8: EIDE Disturbance Overview – Bibby Road and Munbinea Road Intersection (June 2026) 
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Figure 9: EIDE Disturbance Overview – Munbinea Road and Site Access Road Intersection (June 2026) 
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Figure 10: EIDE Disturbance Overview – Munbinea Road and Wonganderrah Road Intersection & Atlas Village (June 
2026) 
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Figure 11:  EIDE Disturbance Overview – Southern Borefield Pipeline (June 2026) 
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Figure 12:  Exclusion Area Review (Levenhookia Preissii – West) 
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Figure 13: Exclusion Area Review (Levenhookia Preissii – East) 
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Figure 14: Exclusion Area Review (Maratus Maratus ‘BAR130’ and Moodjar (Nuytsia floribunda)) 
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5.3. Groundwater Abstraction 

A total of 794,102 kL was abstracted from the Yarragadee Aquifer for the Proposal during the 
Reporting Period.  During the Reporting Period there no significant quantity of superficial water had 
been encountered and no dewatering was required.  

5.4. Groundwater monitoring undertaken during implementation 
of the proposal  

Whilst the DMS system and reporting of associated monitoring data is not required at this stage (i.e., 
implementation of the DMS has not been required), Image Resources proactively collect, review and 
report all data collected during the Reporting Period.  

The monitoring data reported and assessed in the report is therefore baseline data from the end of 
the 2024 dry season and through the 2024 wet season, as well as assessment of impacts of mining 
without the DMS operating on water levels and quality.  

Environmental groundwater monitoring results to December 2025, are summarised in Appendix 2 
Atlas Groundwater Monitoring Report December 2025 (MWES Consulting, 2026), including 
hydrographs.   

5.4.1. Rainfall 

The Proposal area climate is Mediterranean, with hot dry summers and mild wet winters. Local climate 
data is collected by Bureau of Meteorology (BoM) weather stations, with the closest weather station 
to the Proposal being Nambung Station (Site 9276), located adjacent to the Atas Project village. Only 
rainfall data has been collected from this weather station, therefore this data has been compared to 
the nearest weather station with temperature data, which is Lancelin Defence (Site 9280 – ~18km 
south of the Proposal). Table 5 shows the average monthly rainfall recorded from Nambung Station 
and average maximum monthly temperatures recorded from Lancelin Defence.  

The closest weather station to the Proposal that has collected full climate statistics is Jurien Bay (Site 
9131 - ~25km northwest of the Proposal). Figure 15 displays the average monthly rainfall and average 
maximum/minimum monthly temperatures recorded from Jurien Bay. 
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Table 5: Mean Monthly, Annual and Longterm Average Rainfall and Temperature (BoM, 2025a; 2025b) 

Statistics Jun-25 Jul-25 Aug-25 Sep-25 Oct-25 Nov-25 Dec-25 Jan-26 Feb-26 Mar-26 Apr-26 May-26 

Monthly Rainfall 
2025-2026 (mm) 
* 

117.6 210.6 139.1 52.5 33.4 12.4 0.0 1 0 37.8 27.7 35.4 

Mean Monthly 
rainfall 2005 – 
2026 (mm) * 

94.0 107.6 87.7 45.0 25.3 13.3 10.7 12 15.4 18.4 17.1 59.7 

Mean Maximum 
Monthly 
Temperature 
2025-2026 (°C) ** 

21.6 18.4 20.1 21.1 22.3 26.4 28.7 28.8 29.1 28.7 23.1 23.1 

Mean Maximum 
Monthly 
temperature 2018 
– 2025 (°C) ** 

22.6 20.6 21.4 22.4 25.5 28.1 30.0 31.8 32.2 30.5 28.8 26.1 

*Nambung Station (Site 9276)   **Lancelin Defence (Site 9280) 

 

Figure 15: Annual Average Climactic Data at Jurien Bay (Site 9131) (BoM, 2026c) 

5.4.2. Results 

Groundwater levels - Nominated DMS Bores 

Selected DMS infiltration monitoring bores were nominated to assess the impacts of groundwater 
drawdown with specified groundwater level triggers and thresholds. The triggers and threshold 
parameters were selected based on the baseline autumn minimum water table level and 
considerations with the winter high levels recorded in Winter and Spring 2024.  

Trigger levels promote a response during all times of the year, except at the end of the dry season 
(nominally April to May).   

Dataloggers have been installed to continuously monitor groundwater levels within nominated bores, 
and in potentially active DMS areas.  The loggers are programmed to measure groundwater levels at 
1-hour intervals.  Groundwater level triggers were not exceeded for any of the nominated bores, or 
regional monitoring bores. Hydrograph logs have been provided in Appendix 2 (2025 Calendar Year) 
and Appendix 3 (Reporting Period).  
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I08_B on 1 June 2026.  This bore is the furthest north on the western site of the pit and hence furthest 
from the progressing mine pit The next closest was bore I11_B, approaching within 0.32 m of the 
trigger level in June 2026.   

The 2025 peak wet-season levels were much higher than during the previous 2024 wet season.  The 
wet season values were higher on average by 1.2 m in a range 0.3 to 2.7 m. This was caused by a 25% 
higher annual rainfall, with July 2025 having almost double the average. 

Drawdowns presented in Figure 16 measure water table variance since the late summer dry period in 
2024 when the water table was deepest. All drawdowns are negative demonstrating all levels are 
higher than in 2024.  

Based on review of the monitoring data collected, no significant impacts have been identified from 
the mining operation. The lower-than-expected inflow into the pit reflects positively on the 
conservative approach built into the groundwater model. The DMS has been developed as a 
contingency against the worst-case modelled scenario of significant drawdown leading to potential 
impacts on native vegetation. That the DMS has not been needed is positive. 

Water table levels have been assessed by MWES (December, 2025), demonstrate groundwater 
flowing in a general southeast to northeast direction with only minor irregularities (Figure 17). 
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Figure 17: Water table level (mAHD December 2025) 
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5.5. Vegetation Monitoring 

Monitoring Undertaken during implementation of the proposal 

Vegetation monitoring quadrats were established prior to mining commencement to allow 
assessment of any impacts from mining on surrounding vegetation.  In November 2024 there was a 
regional bushfire resulting in majority of the surrounding vegetation to be burnt.  The fire caused 
delays in the pre-mining assessment and limited the monitoring effort as the pre-mining condition of 
vegetation was significantly burnt to all vegetation sites.  Two additional vegetation monitoring 
quadrats were added VEGI05 and VEGI06 which are located within the site boundaries where 
vegetation was protected from the 2024 fires.   

Vegetation condition is assessed monthly and quarterly in accordance with the GOS (MWES 
Consulting, 2024) at 29 locations (Figure 18).  Monthly field observations and vegetation condition is 
assessed adjacent to the mining area. No notable changes to vegetation health as a result of mining 
activities were identified during the reporting period.  Assessing any impacts from mining is likely to 
remain problematic as fire response variations mask any other factors impacting vegetation condition.  

On a quarterly basis monitoring quadrats and reference quadrats are assessed for vegetation health 
by a qualified Botanist.  For the Reporting Period, four field visits to assess vegetation health occurred 
as follows: 

• Sept Qtr 2025:   8-9 October 2025 
• December Qtr 2025:   2-4 February 2026 
• March Qtr 2026:   22-24 April 2026 
• June Qtr 2026:   14-16 July 2026 

A summary of the monitoring undertaken and key findings is provided as Appendix 4. Detailed reports 
remain outstanding and will be completed in 2026. Monitoring outcomes note post fire recovery 
response differs between hot and colder burn locations. No significant change to vegetation health 
(beyond fire response) has been indicated by field results/observations.  
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Figure 18: Vegetation monitoring quadrats  
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Regional Monitoring Bores 

 

 

 



 

DMS Monitoring Bores 

DMS Monitoring Bores (Nominated)  – I01B 

 
 

Bore ID Sample Date EC uS/cm TDS (mg/L) pH (pH Unit) Temp (degree Celsius) 

Trigger 10104 / 4 25 

I01B Jul-25 9490 9790 6.06 20.6 

I01B Aug-25 756 531 6.65 22.6 

I01B Sep-25 808 574 6.07 19.4 

I01B Oct-25 1354 677 6.46 19.66 

I01B Nov-25 1211 606 6.98 20.06 

I01B Dec-25 1076 537 5.7 20.28 

I01B Jan-26 1082 541 6.06 21.62 

I01B Feb-26 1833 787 6.21 21.32 

I01B Mar-26 1041 522 7.42 22.64 

I01B Apr-26 915 455 5.58 22.48 

I01B May-26 667 333 5.12 21.43 

I01B Jun-26 879 440 6.77 21.48 

  



 

DMS Monitoring Bores (Nominated)  – I03B 

 
 

Bore ID Sample Date EC uS/cm TDS (mg/L) pH (pH Unit) Temp (degree Celsius) 

Trigger 11460 / 5 25 

I03B Jul-25 7450 5130 6.6 19.7 

I03B Aug-25 1437 1020 5.8 19.2 

I03B Sep-25 4520 3170 5.94 18.9 

I03B Oct-25 224 448 6.73 19.58 

I03B Nov-25 377 188 6.45 20.58 

I03B Dec-25 388 194 6 21.39 

I03B Jan-26 1030 515 5.48 22.87 

I03B Feb-26 848 428 7.09 23.35 

I03B Mar-26 1330 665 6.39 23.74 

I03B Apr-26 1066 532 7.1 22.85 

I03B May-26 1676 836 5.54 21.81 

I03B Jun-26 733 366 6.5 20.88 

  



 

DMS Monitoring Bores (Nominated)  – I04B 

 
 

Bore ID Sample Date EC uS/cm TDS (mg/L) pH (pH Unit) Temp (degree Celsius) 

Trigger 10488 / 5 25 

I04B Jul-25 2810 1970 6.07 19.5 

I04B Aug-25 3010 2150 6.09 18.2 

I04B Sep-25 2800 1980 5.88 18.7 

I04B Oct-25 2343 1175 6.26 19.63 

I04B Nov-25 7210 3600 6.4 20.45 

I04B Dec-25 6470 3181 5.6 22.27 

I04B Jan-26 6339 3173 6.13 22.12 

I04B Feb-26 8243 4126 5.53 23.68 

I04B Mar-26 7110 3447 6.3 23.25 

I04B Apr-26 8200 4168 5.81 22.69 

I04B May-26 7906 3953 5.46 21.5 

I04B Jun-26 6207 3107 5.99 20.76 

  



 

DMS Monitoring Bores (Nominated)  – I06B 

 
 

Bore ID Sample Date EC uS/cm TDS (mg/L) pH (pH Unit) Temp (degree Celsius) 

Trigger 16224 / 3.5 25 

I06B Jul-25 3140 2230 3.28 18.8 

I06B Aug-25 3230 2300 2.95 20 

I06B Sep-25 2880 2040 3.12 20 

I06B Oct-25 9543 4765 4.27 19.22 

I06B Nov-25 4308 8860 4.33 21.16 

I06B Dec-25 9097 4549 3.98 23.13 

I06B Jan-26 6835 3420 4.71 23.4 

I06B Feb-26 111200 5565 4.55 23.5 

I06B Mar-26 7109 3552 5.32 23.68 

I06B Apr-26 8270 4160 5.67 23.27 

I06B May-26 8540 4264 5.13 21.46 

I06B Jun-26 7928 3967 6.25 19.29 

 



 

DMS Monitoring Bores (Nominated)  – I08B 

 
 

Bore ID Sample Date EC uS/cm TDS (mg/L) pH (pH Unit) Temp (degree Celsius) 

Trigger 23520 / 5 25 

I08A July-25 8.46 602 7.23 19.9 

I08B Aug-25 730 518 6.29 18.9 

I08B Sep-25 269.1  5.41 19.2 

I08B Oct-25 1146 572 6.52 19.44 

I08B Nov-25 252 196 6.08 20.27 

I08B Dec-25 433 216 6.39 21.6 

I08B Jan-26 454 227 7.56 22.06 

I08B Feb-26 838 418 6.81 21.92 

I08B Mar-26 245 1207 6.46 22.05 

I08B Apr-26 4684 2321 5.4 22.75 

I08B May-26 5432 2715 6.87 21.06 

I08B Jun-26 7881 3941 7.41 20.84 

  



 

DMS Monitoring Bores (Nominated)  – I11B 

 
 

Bore ID Sample Date EC uS/cm TDS (mg/L) pH (pH Unit) Temp (degree Celsius) 

Trigger 15300 / 5 25 

I11B Jul-25 Access Issues (No sample taken) 

I11B Aug-25 730 518 6.29 18.9 

I11B Sep-25 407.4  5.74 18.9 

I11B Oct-25 919 466 6.28 19.31 

I11B Nov-25 3353 1673 8.05 19.8 

I11B Dec-25 656 328 7.3 21.87 

I11B Jan-26 7824 3992 7.13 23.42 

I11B Feb-26 20950 10.48 6.8 22.62 

I11B Mar-26 16310 8125 5.73 22.89 

I11B Apr-26 19800 9930 6.32 23.09 

I11B May-26 12850 6429 7.71 21.78 

I11B Jun-26 22860 11410 6.48 21.27 

  



 

DMS Monitoring Bores (Nominated)  – I20B 

 
 

Bore ID Sample Date EC uS/cm TDS (mg/L) pH (pH Unit) Temp (degree Celsius) 

Trigger 10248 / 4 25 

I20B Jul-25 5850 4160 6 6 

I20B Aug-25 610 434 5.54 18.1 

I20B Sep-26   

I20B Oct-25 513 255 6.46 19.61 

I20B Nov-25 530 265 6.27 20.11 

I20B Dec-25 472 235 6 21.79 

I20B Jan-26 487 243 5.98 23.57 

I20B Feb-26 510 252 5.81 23.93 

I20B Mar-26 519 259 5.81 24.37 

I20B Apr-26 593 295 6.18 24.6 

I20B May-26 954 477 7.25 22.19 

I20B Jun-26 1099 549 6.92 20.4 
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Appendix 4 – Quarterly Vegetation Health Monitoring – 
Letter 





Quarterly vegetation monitoring was undertaken at 29 sites during the 2025-26 period, including at 26 
of the original 27 monitoring sites established (one site damaged and excluded) and at three new sites 
added in the June Qtr 2025.  The 29 sites included 16 ‘Impact’ sites and 13 ‘Reference’ sites.   

The quarterly monitoring in 2025-26 involved a site visit with general observations and photo at all 
sites and a Banksia tree canopy assessment and foliar health assessment at 8 ‘BaBm’ sites, 6 sites 
where the fire impact was limited in the upper canopy, allowing the assessment, and two sites which 
were in unburnt ‘islands’ of vegetation.   The 8 ‘BaBm’ sites included 4 ‘Impact’ sites and 4 ‘Reference’ 
sites. 

4.0  2025-26 vegetation monitoring outcomes 
General observations: 
‘BaBm’ vegetation sites:   
   -  The majority of B.attenuata and B. menziesii trees had resprouted (branches, trunks, trunk base) 
after the fire and regrowth appeared healthy.  At a few sites, presumably where the fire burnt hotter, 
the survival rate of the Banksia trees was lower.  Recruitment of B.attenuata and B. menziesii 
(numbers of seedlings) was good post-fire and were similar numbers and species ratios to pre-mining 
recruitment.  
   -  The understorey regrowth was healthy, but progressing more slowly and less densely where the 
fire burnt hotter. 
   -  Preliminary statistics (paired 2-sample ‘t’ test) of canopy data for ‘Impact’ sites for Sept Qtr 2025 
and June Qtr 2026 found there was no significant difference between the premining and monitoring 
quarter crown health and foliage health. 

‘Bp’ 
   -  B. prionotes trees are killed by fire and all B. prionotes trees at all ‘Bp’ sites were dead.  Seedling 
recruitment is high and understorey regrowth healthy. 

‘BtRc’ 
   -  B. telmatiaea is killed by fire and all B. telmatiaea shrubs at all ‘BtRc’ sites were dead.  Seedling 
recruitment is very high and understorey regrowth healthy. 

‘Ti’ 
   -  Most samphire shrubs at ‘Ti’ sites were burnt and killed, with the percentage killed higher in sites 
where weed cover was higher (fire was hotter).  Seedling counts were high in the less weedy sites, but 
very low where weed cover was high (2 of 4 sites). 
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