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Declaration of Accuracy  
 

Declaration of accuracy 
In making this declaration, I am aware that Sections 490 and 491 of the Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth) (EPBC Act) make it an offence 
in certain circumstances to knowingly provide false or misleading information or 
documents. The offence is punishable on conviction by imprisonment or a fine, or both. 
I declare that all the information and documentation supporting this compliance report 
is true and correct in every particular.  I am authorised to bind the approval holder to 
this declaration and that I have no knowledge of that authorisation being revoked at the 
time of making this declaration. 

 

 

Signed   

  

Full name  Mick Klvac 

Position Senior Manager, Land Access & Approvals 

Organisation Wyloo Gascoyne Pty Ltd ABN: 16 686 172 314 

Date  26/03/2026 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Overview 
Wyloo Gascoyne Pty Ltd is a leading Australian rare earths company. It is developing the 
Yangibana Rare Earths Project (the Project), which is situated approximately 420km 
east-northeast of Carnarvon by road (270km direct) on Wanna Station in the Gascoyne 
region of Western Australia (Figure 1-1). The Project involves mining of rare earth oxide 
ore and storing waste rock in adjacent waste rock landforms. Approximately 1 Mtpa of ore 
will undergo processing to produce a mixed rare earth concentrate product (13-
15,000tpa). Two streams of tailings material will be generated from a beneficiation 
process and a hydrometallurgy process and stored in two Tailings Storage Facilities. The 
product will be transported via truck to port for export to overseas customers. Other 
mine site infrastructure includes roads, accommodation village, aerodrome, power 
facilities, bore fields and pipelines, administration buildings, workshops and carparks. 

 

FIGURE 1-1: PROJECT LOCATION 

The Project received approval under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) from the Department of Climate Change, Energy, the 
Environment and Water (DCCEEW) on 2 April 2020 (EPBC 2016/7845). Condition 19 of 
the EPBC approval states that the approval holder must prepare an Annual Compliance 
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Report for each 12-month period following the date of commencement of the action. 
The approval holder must continue to publish each report and notify the Department of 
publication until the expiry of this approval on 31 December 2035. The reports must be 
published within 60 business days of every 12-month anniversary of commencement. 

This report is intended to satisfy that condition and provide a summary status of the 
overall compliance of the Project, for the last reporting period (28 January 2025 to 27 
January 2026).  

The Project commenced on 28 January 2022, as per notifications to DCCEEW. To date, 
enabling activities including camp construction, airstrip construction and the installation 
of various access roads, borefields and communications have been completed. The 
Project has approval from both the Commonwealth and State Government regulators to 
commence, with next phase of construction / EPC activities scheduled to commence 
over the period 2025 - 2026. 

1.2 Description of Activities 
A description of the activities is provided in Table 1-1. 

TABLE 1-1: DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES 

Activities Description 

EPBC Number EPBC 2016/7845 

Project Name Yangibana Rare Earths Project 

Approval Holder and ABN Wyloo Gascoyne Pty Ltd (ABN 16 686 172 314) 

Approved Action To construct and operate an open pit rare earths mine, processing 
facility and associated support infrastructure, approximately 270 
km east-northeast of Carnarvon, Western Australia [See EPBC 
referral 2016/7845 (and variation requests of 12 October 2017, 26 
March 2018, 20 July 2018, 1 April 2019 and 8 February 2023]. 

Project Location 270 km north-east of Carnarvon in the Gascoyne Region of 
Western Australia 

Responsible Person Mick Klvac, Senior Manager, Land Access & Approvals 

Reporting Period 28/01/2025 to 27/01/2026 

Report Prepared Date 26 March 2025 
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2. Compliance with Conditions 
Conditions Attached to the Approval  

2.1 Condition 1 
Condition 1: To minimise impacts to protected matters, the approval holder must not 
clear more than 1,056 hectares within the 11,940 hectare development envelope. (As 
varied on 14 September 2021). 

Statement of Compliance: The table below (Table 2-1) details the current disturbance 
approved across the Project tenements and the disturbance that has occurred across 
the project to date, and is correct as of end January 2025. The data has been obtained 
from site survey pick up and is verified as accurate. Table 2-1 shows that the total 
clearing for the Project is 223 ha, which is significantly below the 1,056 ha disturbance 
limit approved under EPBC 2016/7845. 

During the last reporting period, all clearing was within the approved Development 
Envelope. 

TABLE 2-1: CURRENT PROJECT DISTURBANCE FIGURES 

Tenement Hectares 

G 09/14 34.10 

G 09/17 0.47 

G 09/20 8.37 

G 09/26 1.78 

L 09/68 0.66 

L 09/69 1.93 

L 09/72 2.98 

L 09/80 5.35 

L 09/81 18.68 

L09/86 1.80 

L 09/87 3.03 

L 09/89 3.08 

L 09/93 8.21 
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Tenement Hectares 

L 09/95 49.13 

L 09/97 47.47 

M 09/157 14.49 

M 09/158 11.92 

M 09/162 0.20 

M 09/163 6.56 

M 09/164 0.13 

M 09/165 2.24 

M 09/176 0.37 

Total 223 

 

2.2 Condition 2 
Condition: 2. To minimise impacts to protected matters, the approval holder must not 
abstract: 

a. more than 2.5 gigalitres per annum of groundwater from the fractured rock 
aquifer of the Yangibana North and West, Bald Hill and Bald Hill SE and Frasers 
mine pits and the paleochannel of the SipHon Borefield. 

b. any groundwater from the Gifford Creek calcrete aquifers. 

Statement of Compliance: A total of 27,404.249 kL was abstracted for the Project over 
the reporting period, comprising 27,404.231 kL from the fractured rock aquifer 
(combined) and 0.018 kL from the SipHon Borefield. This represents 1.096% of the 
Project’s annual entitlement. 

Condition two is not in full effect until the Project has complied with EPBC Conditions 
that allow for the increase in abstraction, including implementation of the WRRMP which 
requires the drilling of new monitoring bores. 

Over the reporting period, the Project was restricted to a maximum cumulative 
abstraction of 0.164 GL from the SipHon Borefield. The 0.164 GL figure was not 
exceeded over the reporting period, thus the abstraction volume allowed under 
condition two was not exceeded. 

No water was abstracted from the Gifford Creek Calcrete Aquifers during the reporting 
period. Compliance with this condition has been achieved. 
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Water Resources Monitoring and Management 

2.3 Condition 3 
Condition: 3. The approval holder must ensure the action does not cause any adverse 
effect on the function of groundwater dependent ecosystems (GDEs) within 5 km of 
the SipHon Borefield.  

Statement of Compliance: Over the reporting period, a program of flora and vegetation 
monitoring was undertaken by Eco Logical Australia (ELA). As part of this program, an 
assessment of vegetation condition, including groundwater dependent vegetation 
relevant to the project area, is provided through a combination of field survey and 
remote sensing on an annual basis. The latest report for 2025 is provided as Appendix 
A. 

All flora species at impact and control plots within GDE monitoring plots were observed 
to have increased in static vegetation and actively growing vegetation between 2024 
and 2025. The trends observed during the Autumn 2025 monitoring indicated no plants 
were in significant stress.   

The remoting sensing analysis found reductions in Enhanced Vegetation Index (EVI) 
values within the Project Area between Autumn 2024 and Autumn 2025, following 
trends seen in previous years, however declines were not considered significant 
compared to the 2017-2022 baseline.  

It is likely that vegetation reductions observed between 2024 and 2025 are a result of 
a lack of rainfall, with sustained dry conditions experienced throughout the region 
impacting recruitment and a loss of understorey species. downward trends are 
considered likely to continue with extended dry conditions.  

Results to date indicate that with the very limited abstraction from the SipHon Borefield, 
there has been no significant change to vegetation health that can be attributed to 
Project-related activities.  Observations of vegetation health and stress are 
symptomatic of persistent hot and dry conditions that have been sustained across the 
region. Wyloo will continue regular monitoring of vegetation health. Compliance with this 
condition has been achieved. 

2.4 Condition 4 
Conditions 4 to 14 relate to the requirement to have an approved Water Resources 
Monitoring and Management Plan (WRMMP) in place prior to the full use (2.5 GL per 
annum) of the SipHon Borefield.  



  P a g e | 11 of 33  
 

The Project’s WRRMP was acknowledged as approved on 9 December 2024, with 
implementation of performance measures and monitoring subsequently required to be 
implemented.  

While the WRMMP was being prepared and assessed, the abstraction limits were 
capped at: 

a. 0.164 gigalitres from SipHon B11, unless otherwise agreed to by the Minister in 
writing. 

b. 0.018 gigalitres from SipHon B within any 28-day period, unless otherwise agreed 
to by the Minister in writing. 

Condition 4: To ensure the action does not cause adverse effect on the function of 
GDEs, the approval holder must provide for the approval of the Minister: 

a. description and location of all GDEs within 5 km of the SipHon Borefield 
b. performance criteria. 
c. trigger values; and 
d. limits. 

The approval holder must undertake the action in accordance with the approved 
performance criteria, trigger values and limits. 

Statement of compliance: the description and location of GDEs within 5km of SipHon 
borefield, performance criteria, trigger values and limits were described in the WRRMP 
provided to the Minister on 5 July 2024, and a letter of approval of these received on 9 
December 2024. This is provided as Appendix B.  

Compliance with this condition has been achieved.  

2.5 Condition 5 
Condition 5: the description and location, including a map, of all identified GDEs, 
performance criteria, trigger values and limits must be submitted to the Minister for 
approval with an accompanying GDE Program prepared by a suitably qualified water 
resources expert, which explains the scientific basis on which the performance 
criteria, trigger values and limits have been derived to ensure that Condition 3 will be 
met. The GDE Program must include, and provide justification of: 

a. description and location, including a map, of all identified GDEs; 
b. performance criteria, trigger values and limits; 
c. an ecohydrological model, that identifies all potential impact pathways, to be 

used to validate current modelling and consideration of cumulative impacts 
which includes: 
i. confirmed ground elevations and groundwater levels; 
ii. an analysis of the saturation of the Gifford Creek calcrete within 5 km 

downstream of the SipHon Borefield; 
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iii. a peer review, by a suitably qualified expert, of the ecohydrological model; 
and 

iv. a peer review, by a suitably qualified expert, of the validated groundwater 
model. 

d. a site-specific risk assessment, based on the ecohydrological model; 
e. proposed ongoing monitoring strategy for groundwater and GDEs within 5km of 

the SipHon Borefield; 
f. the procedure/methodology used to detect whether a trigger value and/or limit 

has been reached or exceeded; 
g. proposed mitigation strategy, including corrective action(s) if trigger values 

and/or limits are reached or exceeded and consideration of cumulative impacts; 
and 

h. proposed reporting. 

Where validation of the groundwater model determines the model is inaccurate, an 
updated groundwater model, peer reviewed by a suitably qualified expert, must be 
provided for the Ministers approval. 

Statement of compliance: the description and location of GDEs, with map, performance 
criteria, trigger values and limits were supplied with a GDE program as the WRRMP, 
prepared by GRM. The approval of these measures was received on 9 December 2024 
(Appendix B).  

Compliance with this condition has been achieved.  

2.6 Condition 6 
Condition 6: The description and location of all identified GDEs, performance criteria, 
trigger values and limits must be provided to the Minister for written approval within 
24 months of the commencement of mining stage. 

Statement of Compliance: Commencement of mining was notified on 4 February 2022. 
Submission of the WRRMP, with the description and location of all identified GDEs, 
performance criteria, trigger values and limits was submitted to DCCEEW on 5 July 
2024.  

Although submitted and approved, the timeframe of 29 months between 
commencement of mining and description of the GDEs, make this a partial compliance 
with this condition.  

2.7 Condition 7 
Condition 7: Unless the Minister has approved the description and location of all 
identified GDEs, performance criteria, trigger values and limits in writing in 
accordance with condition 6, the approval holder must not abstract more than: 
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a. 0.164 gigalitres from SipHon Borefield, unless otherwise agreed to by the Minister 
in writing. 

b. 0.018 gigalitres from SipHon Borefield within any 28-day period, unless otherwise 
agreed to by the Minister in writing. 

Statement of Compliance: The WRRMP was approved on 9 December 2024 (Appendix 
B) outlining the GDEs, performance criteria, trigger values and limits. However several 
proposed bores required for the monitoring program have not yet been constructed, so 
monitoring could not be completed in accordance with what is required in the WRRMP. 
For this reason, implementation of the WRRMP has been paused until the bores are 
constructed and ready for use, and abstraction limits in Condition 7 remain adhered to.  

Figure 2-1 presents the water abstraction from the SipHon Borefield over the last 
reporting period, and Figure 2-2 presents the total cumulative water abstraction from 
the Project to date. The figure shows that total abstraction has not exceeded the 0.164 
GL limit or 0.018 GL per 28 days (maximum of 0.00053 GL in 28-day period). 

Interim limits were not breached; Compliance with this condition is achieved.  

 

FIGURE 2-1: WATER ABSTRACTION FROM THE SIPHON BOREFIELD OVER THE 2025 REPORTING 
PERIOD 
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FIGURE 2-2: TOTAL CUMULATIVE WATER ABSTRACTION FROM THE SIPHON BOREFIELD 

Outcomes Reporting  

2.8 Condition 8 
Condition 8: For each 12-month period following the date of the Minister’s approval 
of the GDEs, performance criteria, trigger values and limits, or in accordance with a 
date otherwise agreed in writing by the Minister, the approval holder must submit an 
outcomes report prepared by a suitably qualified water resources expert for the 
written acceptance of the Department. Each outcomes report, for the life of the 
approval, must be submitted to the Department within 2 months of the end of the 12-
month period that is the subject of the outcomes report 

Statement of Compliance: No outcomes report was completed for the first 12-month 
period (being 9 December 2025) as only limited abstraction has been undertaken from 
the SipHon borefield, in accordance with Condition 7. Higher levels of abstraction will 
not be undertaken until the monitoring bores stipulated in the WRRMP are constructed 
and monitoring can be completed.  

Compliance with this condition is not achieved, however is considered ‘not applicable’ 
until monitoring has commenced.  
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2.9 Condition 9 
Condition 9. The outcomes report submitted under Condition 7 must include, but not 
be limited to: 

a. performance against the approved trigger values and limits, including analysis of 
trends capable of detecting whether any approved trigger value or limit is likely 
to be reached or exceed. 

b. any changes to the existing regulatory arrangements in place to avoid adverse 
effects to the function of GDEs, not limited to legislation, standards or codes or 
practice, governance arrangements and existing controls. 

Statement of Compliance: No outcomes report was completed for the first 12-month 
period as only limited abstraction has been undertaken from the SipHon borefield, in 
accordance with Condition 7. Increased abstraction will not be undertaken until the 
monitoring bores stipulated in the WRRMP are constructed and monitoring can be 
completed.  

Compliance with this condition is not achieved, however is considered ‘not applicable’ 
until monitoring has commenced.  

2.10 Condition 10 
Condition 10: The Minister may request the provision of additional information and 
specify a deadline by which the approval holder must provide this information, to 
substantiate an outcomes report and/or the risk to the function of GDEs.  

Statement of Compliance: Not applicable, no additional information has been 
requested from the Minister. Not applicable.  

2.11 Condition 11 
Condition 11: If, on the basis of the information provided (or that has not been 
provided) in an outcomes report and/or in response to a request from the Minister 
under these conditions, and/or other information available to the Minister, the 
Minister determines that the action has had, or is likely to have, an adverse effect on 
the function of GDEs, the Minister may notify the approval holder in writing in 
accordance with the provisions of Condition 12 

Statement of Compliance: Not applicable.  

2.12 Condition 12 
Condition 12: If the approval holder detects that a trigger value has been reached or 
exceeded, the approval holder must report this to the Minister in writing within ten 



  P a g e | 16 of 33  
 

business days of the detection. If a trigger value is reached or exceeded, the approval 
holder must submit within two (2) months of the detection, any proposed corrective 
action(s) to the Minister in writing and demonstrate that the proposed corrective 
action(s) will not result in impacts beyond the scope of the action. 

 
Statement of Compliance: Not applicable, no triggers reached or exceeded.  

2.13 Condition 13 
Condition 13: If the approval holder detects that a limit has been reached or 
exceeded, the approval holder must report this to the Minister in writing within three 
business days of the detection. The approval holder must cease all groundwater 
abstraction associated with the action within ten business days of detecting that a 
limit has been reached or exceeded, or of receiving notification that the Minister has 
determined that an adverse effect on the function of GDEs has occurred or is likely 
to occur  
 
Statement of Compliance: Not applicable, no limits reached or exceeded.  

2.14 Condition 14 
Condition 14: After a limit has been reached or exceeded, the approval holder must 
not recommence groundwater abstraction until the impact has been reversed, or the 
Minister has agreed, in writing, that no adverse effect on the function of GDEs has 
occurred, is occurring, or likely to occur, and approval to recommence groundwater 
abstraction has been given by the Minister in writing. Approval to recommence 
groundwater abstraction may be subject to conditions that the Minister considers 
reasonable. The Minister may direct the approval holder to implement corrective 
action(s) at the approval holder’s expense.  
 
Statement of Compliance: Not applicable.  

 

Part B: Standard Administrative Conditions  

2.15 Condition 15 
Condition: 15. The approval holder must notify the Department in writing of the date 
of commencement of the action and the date of commencement of each stage of the 
action within 10 business days after the date of commencement of the action or the 
relevant stages of the action. 

Statement of Compliance: DCCEEW was advised of the commencement of the Project 
on 4 February 2022, with correspondence acknowledging commencement received 
from DCCEEW on 8 February 2022. Compliance with this condition has been achieved. 
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2.16 Condition 16 
Condition 16: If the commencement of the action does not occur within 5 years from 
the date of this approval, then the approval holder must not commence the action 
without the prior written agreement of the Minister. 

Statement of Compliance: The Project commenced within the five-year time from the 
date of the approval, and the department has been notified. Compliance with this 
condition has been achieved. 

Compliance Records  

2.17 Condition 17 
Condition 17: The approval holder must maintain accurate and complete compliance 
records. 

Statement of Compliance: The Project has developed and implemented an 
Environmental and Social Management System (ESMS), based on the AS/NZS ISO 14001 
(2015) Environmental Management System standard and is maintaining full records of 
compliance. Compliance with this condition has been achieved, and will be maintained. 

2.18 Condition 18 
Condition 18: If the Department makes a request in writing, the approval holder must 
provide electronic copies of compliance records to the Department within the 
timeframe specified in the request. 

Statement of Compliance: No request to demonstrate compliance has been received. 
Compliance with this condition is not applicable. 

Annual Compliance Reporting  

2.19 Condition 19 
Condition 19: The approval holder must prepare a compliance report for each 12-
month period following the date of commencement of the action, or otherwise in 
accordance with an annual date that has been agreed to in writing by the Minister. 
The approval holder must:  

a. publish each compliance report on the website within 60 business days following 
the relevant 12 month period;  
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b. notify the Department by email that a compliance report has been published on 
the website and provide the weblink for the compliance report within five 
business days of the date of publication;  

c. keep all compliance reports publicly available on the website until this approval 
expires;  

d. exclude or redact sensitive ecological data from compliance reports published 
on the website; and  

e. where any sensitive ecological data has been excluded from the version 
published, submit the full compliance report to the Department within 5 business 
days of publication.  

f. Note: Compliance reports may be published on the Department’s website.  

Statement of Compliance: This document forms the annual compliance report and was 
submitted to the DCCEEW in March 2025. DCCEEW were notified on the same day that 
the compliance report was published on the Wyloo website. All compliance reports will 
remain publicly available until the expiry of approval EPBC 2016/7845. Compliance with 
this condition has been achieved. 

Reporting Non-Compliance 

2.20 Condition 20 
Condition: 20. The approval holder must notify the Department in writing of any: 
incident; non-compliance with the conditions; or non-compliance with the 
commitments made in plans. The notification must be given as soon as practicable, 
and no later than two business days after becoming aware of the incident or non-
compliance. The notification must specify: 

a. any condition which is or may be in breach.  
b. short description of the incident and/or non-compliance; and  
c. the location (including co-ordinates), date, and time of the incident and/or non-

compliance. In the event the exact information cannot be provided, provide the 
best information available. 

Statement of Compliance: During the reporting period there were no reportable 
incidents, or non-compliances with conditions of approval EPBC 2016/7845 or 
associated management plans. Compliance with this condition is not applicable. 

2.21 Condition 21 
Condition: 21. The approval holder must provide to the Department the details of any 
incident or non-compliance with the conditions or commitments made in plans as 
soon as practicable and no later than 10 business days after becoming aware of the 
incident or non-compliance, specifying:  
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a. any corrective action or investigation which the approval holder has already 
taken or intends to take in the immediate future;  

b. the potential impacts of the incident or non-compliance; and  
c. the method and timing of any remedial action that will be undertaken by the 

approval holder. 

Statement of Compliance: During the reporting period there were no reportable 
incidents, or non-compliances with conditions of approval EPBC 2016/7845 or 
associated management plans.  Compliance with this condition is not applicable.  

Independent Audit 

2.22 Condition 22 
Condition: 22. The approval holder must ensure that independent audits of 
compliance with the conditions are conducted as requested in writing by the 
Minister.  

Statement of Compliance: There have been no audits of the Project requested or 
completed. Compliance with this condition is not applicable. 

2.23 Condition 23 
Condition: 23. For each independent audit, the approval holder must:  

a. provide the name and qualifications of the independent auditor and the draft 
audit criteria to the Department;  

b. only commence the independent audit once the audit criteria have been 
approved in writing by the Department; and  

c. submit an audit report to the Department within the timeframe specified in the 
approved audit criteria.  

Statement of Compliance: There have been no audits of the Project requested or 
completed. Compliance with this condition is not applicable. 

2.24 Condition 24 
Condition: 24. The approval holder must publish the audit report on the website 
within 10 business days of receiving the Department’s approval of the audit report 
and keep the audit report published on the website until the end date of this approval.  

Statement of Compliance: There have been no audits of the Project requested or 
completed. Compliance with this condition is not applicable. 
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Completion of the Action  

2.25 Condition 25 
Condition: 25. Within 30 days after the completion of the action, the approval holder 
must notify the Department in writing and provide completion data.  

Statement of Compliance: the Project did not complete during the reporting period. 
Compliance with this condition is not applicable. 

3. EPBC Approval Conditions and 
Compliance Table 

Table 3-1 provides a summary of compliance against conditions during the reporting 
period.
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TABLE 3-1: SUMMARY OF EPBC CONDITIONS AND COMPLIANCE TABLE 

CONDITION 
NUMBER  

CONDITION  IS THE 
PROJECT 
COMPLIANT? 

EVIDENCE COMMENTS  

1 To minimise impacts to protected matters, the approval holder 
must not clear more than 1,056 hectares within the 11,940-hectare 
development envelope. 

Compliant As at end January 2026, a total of 223 ha of disturbance has 
occurred within the Development Envelope, being within the 
total 1,056 ha authorised limit. Table 1-1 details the clearing 
across the Project to date. The total clearing is well within the 
authorised limit (approximately 21%).  

2 To minimise impacts to protected matters, the approval holder 
must not abstract: 

a. more than 2.5 gigalitres per annum of groundwater from the 
fractured rock aquifer of the Yangibana North and West, Bald 
Hill and Bald Hill SE and Frasers mine pits and the 
paleochannel of the SipHon Borefield. 

b. any groundwater from the Gifford Creek calcrete aquifers. 

Compliant  The Project has been restricted as per Condition 7 to a 
maximum cumulative abstraction of 0.164 GL from the SipHon 
Borefield.  

The 0.164 GL limit was not exceeded over the reporting period, 
thus the abstraction volume allowed under Condition 2 was not 
exceeded. 

The WRMMP is approved however the necessary monitoring 
bores have not been installed to support the required 
monitoring and as such the lower limits will remain in place.  

In total, the Project abstracted 0.02740 GL of groundwater 
during the reporting period (Figure 2-1). 

No water was abstracted from the Gifford Creek calcrete 
aquifers.  
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CONDITION 
NUMBER  

CONDITION  IS THE 
PROJECT 
COMPLIANT? 

EVIDENCE COMMENTS  

3 The approval holder must ensure the action does not cause any 
adverse effect on the function of groundwater dependent 
ecosystems (GDEs) within 5 km of the SipHon Borefield. 

Compliant  GDE monitoring showed all tagged plants had increased 
actively growing material and similar static vegetative material, 
indicator plants had improved indicators (yellowing/reduced 
foliage) or similar to the previous year. No plants were in 
significant stress, and rainfall prior to the survey may have 
increased actively growing material. Tagged Acacias have not 
flowered for 3 years, however given the project is not 
operational, it is not considered an operational impact.  

The results of flora and vegetation health monitoring indicate 
no significant change in GDE vegetation to date attributable to 
the project activities. Observations of vegetation health and 
stress are symptomatic of the very hot and dry conditions that 
have been sustained across the region. The monitoring shall 
continue to ensure compliance with the condition. The flora and 
vegetation monitoring report by Eco Logical Australia (2025) is 
provided as Appendix A:. 

4 To ensure the action does not cause adverse effect on the function 
of GDEs, the approval holder must provide for the approval of the 
Minister: 

a. description and location of all GDEs within 5 km of the SipHon 
Borefield 

b. performance criteria. 

c. trigger values; and 

d. limits. 

The approval holder must undertake the action in accordance with 
the approved performance criteria, trigger values and limits. 

Compliant  These were provided in the WRRMP, which was approved.  

Abstraction is considered restricted to a maximum cumulative 
abstraction of 0.164 GL from the SipHon Borefield until the 
monitoring bores are installed, as per Condition 7.  
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5 The description and location, including a map, of all identified 
GDEs, performance criteria, trigger values and limits must be 
submitted to the Minister for approval with an accompanying GDE 
Program prepared by a suitably qualified water resources expert, 
which explains the scientific basis on which the performance 
criteria, trigger values and limits have been derived to ensure that 
Condition 3 will be met. The GDE Program must include, and provide 
justification of: 

a. description and location, including a map, of all identified 
GDEs; 

b. performance criteria, trigger values and limits; 

c. an ecohydrological model, that identifies all potential impact 
pathways, to be used to validate current modelling and 
consideration of cumulative impacts which includes: 

i. confirmed ground elevations and groundwater levels; 

ii. an analysis of the saturation of the Gifford Creek 
calcrete within 5 km downstream of the SipHon 
Borefield; 

iii. a peer review, by a suitably qualified expert, of the 
ecohydrological model; and 

iv. a peer review, by a suitably qualified expert, of the 
validated groundwater model. 

d. a site-specific risk assessment, based on the 
ecohydrological model; 

e. proposed ongoing monitoring strategy for groundwater and 
GDEs within 5km of the SipHon Borefield; 

f. the procedure/methodology used to detect whether a trigger 
value and/or limit has been reached or exceeded; 

g. proposed mitigation strategy, including corrective action(s) if 
trigger values and/or limits are reached or exceeded and 
consideration of cumulative impacts; and 

h. proposed reporting. 

Compliant  A Water Resources Monitoring and Management Plan 
(WRMMP) was approved in the last reporting period, supported 
by an updated hydrogeological assessment and an 
Ecohydrological model, to address the specific requirements of 
this Condition 5.  

This was assessed and approved by DCCEEW in December 
2024 (Appendix B:).  
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CONDITION 
NUMBER  

CONDITION  IS THE 
PROJECT 
COMPLIANT? 

EVIDENCE COMMENTS  

Where validation of the groundwater model determines the model is 
inaccurate, an updated groundwater model, peer reviewed by a 
suitably qualified expert, must be provided for the Ministers approval 

6 The description and location of all identified GDEs, performance 
criteria, trigger values and limits must be provided to the Minister 
for written approval within 24 months of the commencement of 
mining stage. 

Compliant; 
partial 

Addressed through the approved WRMMP (Appendix B).  

29 months between commencement and submission results in 
a partial compliance.   

7 Unless the Minister has approved the description and location of all 
identified GDEs, performance criteria, trigger values and limits in 
writing in accordance with condition 6, the approval holder must 
not abstract more than: 

a. 0.164 gigalitres from SipHon Borefield, unless otherwise 
agreed to by the Minister in writing. 

b. 0.018 gigalitres from SipHon Borefield within any 28-day 
period, unless otherwise agreed to by the Minister in writing. 

Compliant  The Project’s total abstraction was 0.02740 GL  

Refer Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2. 

The Project did not exceed the 0.164 GL limit or the 0.018 GL 
per 28 days. 

8 For each 12-month period following the date of the Minister’s 
approval of the GDEs, performance criteria, trigger values and 
limits, or in accordance with a date otherwise agreed in writing by 
the Minister, the approval holder must submit an outcomes report 
prepared by a suitably qualified water resources expert for the 
written acceptance of the Department. Each outcomes report, for 
the life of the approval, must be submitted to the Department within 
2 months of the end of the 12-month period that is the subject of 
the outcomes report. 

Not 
Applicable 

While the WRRMP was approved in December 2024, the 
monitoring bores to support this program have not been 
installed, and limited abstraction has been retained until the 
monitoring can be completed.  

The first outcomes report will be scheduled for submission 2 
months following the 12 month anniversary of approval in the 
year the monitoring bores are installed.  
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CONDITION 
NUMBER  

CONDITION  IS THE 
PROJECT 
COMPLIANT? 

EVIDENCE COMMENTS  

9 The outcomes report submitted under Condition 7 must include, 
but not be limited to: 

a. performance against the approved trigger values and limits, 
including analysis of trends capable of detecting whether 
any approved trigger value or limit is likely to be reached or 
exceed. 

b. any changes to the existing regulatory arrangements in place 
to avoid adverse effects to the function of GDEs, not limited 
to legislation, standards or codes or practice, governance 
arrangements and existing controls. 

Not 
Applicable  

The WRMMP was approved in December 2024 and abstraction 
has remained in the interim limit during the reporting period 
until monitoring bores are installed.  

 The first outcomes report will be scheduled for submission 2 
months following the 12 month anniversary of approval in the 
year the monitoring bores are installed.  

10 The Minister may request the provision of additional information 
and specify a deadline by which the approval holder must provide 
this information, to substantiate an outcomes report and/or the risk 
to the function of GDEs. 

Not 
Applicable  

No additional information requested. 

11 If, on the basis of the information provided (or that has not been 
provided) in an outcomes report and/or in response to a request 
from the Minister under these conditions, and/or other information 
available to the Minister, the Minister determines that the action 
has had, or is likely to have, an adverse effect on the function of 
GDEs, the Minister may notify the approval holder in writing in 
accordance with the provisions of Condition 12. 

Not 
Applicable  

No notification received. 

12 If the approval holder detects that a trigger value has been reached 
or exceeded, the approval holder must report this to the Minister in 
writing within ten business days of the detection. If a trigger value 
is reached or exceeded, the approval holder must submit within two 
(2) months of the detection, any proposed corrective action(s) to 
the Minister in writing and demonstrate that the proposed 
corrective action(s) will not result in impacts beyond the scope of 
the action. 

Not 
Applicable  

No triggers reached or exceeded in the reporting period.  
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CONDITION 
NUMBER  

CONDITION  IS THE 
PROJECT 
COMPLIANT? 

EVIDENCE COMMENTS  

13 If the approval holder detects that a limit has been reached or 
exceeded, the approval holder must report this to the Minister in 
writing within three business days of the detection. The approval 
holder must cease all groundwater abstraction associated with the 
action within ten business days of detecting that a limit has been 
reached or exceeded, or of receiving notification that the Minister 
has determined that an adverse effect on the function of GDEs has 
occurred or is likely to occur. 

Not 
Applicable  

No triggers reached or exceeded in the reporting period.  

14 After a limit has been reached or exceeded, the approval holder 
must not recommence groundwater abstraction until the impact 
has been reversed, or the Minister has agreed, in writing, that no 
adverse effect on the function of GDEs has occurred, is occurring, 
or likely to occur, and approval to recommence groundwater 
abstraction has been given by the Minister in writing. Approval to 
recommence groundwater abstraction may be subject to 
conditions that the Minister considers reasonable. The Minister 
may direct the approval holder to implement corrective action(s) at 
the approval holder’s expense. 

Not 
Applicable  

No triggers reached or exceeded in the reporting period.  

15 The approval holder must notify the Department in writing of the 
date of commencement of the action and the date of 
commencement of each stage of the action within 10 business 
days after the date of commencement of the action or the relevant 
stages of the action. 

Compliant  Commencement of the Project was on 28 January 2022.  

Commencement was notified to DCCEEW on 4 February 2022.  

This was within the 10 business days conditioned in the 
approval.  

16 If the commencement of the action does not occur within 5 years 
from the date of this approval, then the approval holder must not 
commence the action without the prior written agreement of the 
Minister. 

Compliant  Approval was granted on 2 April 2020.  

Commencement was on 28 January 2022 and notified 4 
February 2022.  

This was within the 5 years conditioned in the approval.  
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CONDITION 
NUMBER  

CONDITION  IS THE 
PROJECT 
COMPLIANT? 

EVIDENCE COMMENTS  

17 The approval holder must maintain accurate and complete 
compliance records. 

Compliant  The Project has developed and implemented an Environmental 
and Social Management System (ESMS), based on the AS/NZS 
ISO 14001 (2015) Environmental Management System 
standard, and is maintaining full records of compliance. 

18 If the Department makes a request in writing, the approval holder 
must provide electronic copies of compliance records to the 
Department within the timeframe specified in the request. 

Not 
Applicable 

No request received from the department.  

19 The approval holder must prepare a compliance report for each 12-
month period following the date of commencement of the action, or 
otherwise in accordance with an annual date that has been agreed 
to in writing by the Minister. The approval holder must: 

a. publish each compliance report on the website within 60 
business days following the relevant 12 month period;  

b. notify the Department by email that a compliance report has 
been published on the website and provide the weblink for 
the compliance report within five business days of the date 
of publication; 

c. keep all compliance reports publicly available on the website 
until this approval expires; 

d. exclude or redact sensitive ecological data from compliance 
reports published on the website; and 

e. where any sensitive ecological data has been excluded from 
the version published, submit the full compliance report to 
the Department within 5 business days of publication. 

Note: Compliance reports may be published on the Department’s 
website. 

Compliant  This document forms the compliance report covering the 
period 28 January 2024 to 27 January 2025. 

DCCEEW was notified in March 2026 that the 2025 compliance 
report was published on the Wyloo Website.  

All compliance reports from when Hastings owned the Project 
will also be uploaded to maintain compliance with this 
condition.  

All will remain publicly available until the expiry of EPBC 
2016/7845 and can be accessed on the website.  
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CONDITION 
NUMBER  

CONDITION  IS THE 
PROJECT 
COMPLIANT? 

EVIDENCE COMMENTS  

20 The approval holder must notify the Department in writing of any: 
incident; non-compliance with the conditions; or non-compliance 
with the commitments made in plans. The notification must be 
given as soon as practicable, and no later than two business days 
after becoming aware of the incident or non-compliance. The 
notification must specify: 

a. any condition which is or may be in breach. 

b. a short description of the incident and/or non-compliance; 
and 

c. the location (including co-ordinates), date, and time of the 
incident and/or non-compliance. In the event the exact 
information cannot be provided, provide the best information 
available. 

Not 
applicable  

During the reporting period, no clearing occurred outside the 
approved Development Envelope, as defined by Attachment A 
as varied on 14 September 2021 in approval EPBC 2016/7845.  

There were no reportable incidents, or non-compliances with 
conditions. 

Rehabilitation of the Shire Borrow Pit, reported in previous 
Compliance Reports, has continued, with an update provided 
as Appendix C:. 

21 The approval holder must provide to the Department the details of 
any incident or non-compliance with the conditions or 
commitments made in plans as soon as practicable and no later 
than 10 business days after becoming aware of the incident or non-
compliance, specifying: 

a. any corrective action or investigation which the approval 
holder has already taken or intends to take in the immediate 
future; 

b. the potential impacts of the incident or non-compliance; and 

c. the method and timing of any remedial action that will be 
undertaken by the approval holder. 

Not 
applicable  

There were no reportable incidents, or non-compliances, with 
conditions or commitments within the last reporting period. 

 

22 The approval holder must ensure that independent audits of 
compliance with the conditions are conducted as requested in 
writing by the Minister. 

Not 
Applicable  

No audits requested.  
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CONDITION 
NUMBER  

CONDITION  IS THE 
PROJECT 
COMPLIANT? 

EVIDENCE COMMENTS  

23 For each independent audit, the approval holder must: 

a. provide the name and qualifications of the independent 
auditor and the draft audit criteria to the Department; 

b. only commence the independent audit once the audit criteria 
have been approved in writing by the Department; and 

c. submit an audit report to the Department within the 
timeframe specified in the approved audit criteria. 

Not 
Applicable  

No audits requested.  

24 The approval holder must publish the audit report on the website 
within 10 business days of receiving the Department’s approval of 
the audit report and keep the audit report published on the website 
until the end date of this approval. 

Not 
Applicable 

No audits requested.  

25 Within 30 days after the completion of the action, the approval 
holder must notify the Department in writing and provide 
completion data. 

Not 
Applicable  

The action is not complete.  
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4. New Environmental Risks 
No new risks have been identified during this reporting period. 

5. Other Information 
During the reporting period, the Project changed ownership from Hastings to Wyloo 
Gascoyne Pty Ltd.  

Wyloo are updating the Definitive Feasibility Study (DFS) to determine the most 
appropriate next steps for the Yangibana Project.  

The DFS is expected to be complete in Q2 2026.  

Limited activities will be undertaken until the course of action is decided upon.   
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Appendix A: Flora Survey Reports (ELA, 2026) 
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5. Discussion 

5.1. Climatic conditions 

Within the Gascoyne region, winter and summer rainfall play important roles in the growth of different 

types of vegetation, with winter rainfall being important for shrub survival and recruitment, while 

summer rainfall mainly benefits perennial grasses (DPIRD 2020). Variability of the climate within the 

Project Area between 2016 and 2025 is typical of conditions within the semi-arid climate of the 

Gascoyne, with highly variable summer rainfall given the influence of irregular tropical lows and 

cyclones.  

Within the baseline, the very wet 2017 summer season followed by a persistent drying trend from winter 

2017 through to 2021 significantly impacted vegetation within the Upper Gascoyne region, with 2020 

in particular being a very poor year for seasonal vegetation growth (DPIRD 2020). This dry period was 

followed by one of the wettest years on record in the region in 2021, with large amounts of rain falling 

in the summer and winter rainfall periods. Rainfall reduced from 2021 to 2022, however the summer 

and winter periods for 2022 still recorded rainfall totals close to average, with summer rainfall in 2023 

again being greater than 100 mm. 

Rainfall totals in the year preceding the Spring 2025 field assessment have been below average overall. 

Rainfall totals in December 2024 and January 2025 were above average, followed by a period of 

significantly below-average rainfall between February 2025 and July 2025. A significant amount of 

rainfall was recorded in August 2025, however further dry conditions continued between September 

2025 and November 2025. This coincided with overall hotter than average temperatures across the 

twelve months preceding the 2025 Spring survey.  

5.2. Field monitoring 

5.2.1. Acacia curryana 

Trends of change in vegetative material on tagged Acacia curryana plants were broadly consistent at 

both impact and control sites during the 2025 field assessment. This included elevated levels of 

yellowing, reduced and dying canopies in 2024 and 2025 in comparison to previous years. While the 

amount of static vegetation in A. curryana plants remained similar to previous years, it was noted that 

some partial death of A. curryana plant canopies had occurred as a result of the hot, dry conditions. 

Given that the trend is consistent across both impact and control sites, and the Yangibana Project has 

been on shutdown for the entire period between Spring 2023 and Spring 2025, it is most likely that the 

trend of A. curryana canopy reduction is due to the continuation of hot, dry conditions experienced in 

the Project Area rather than operational impact. It is anticipated that this trend is likely to persist until 

substantial and/or regular rainfall is recorded within the Project Area. An increase in the extent of partial 

canopy death on tagged A. curryana plants was not recorded in 2025 in comparison to 2024. By contrast, 

an increase in some actively growing vegetative material was observed across both impact and control 

sites. This increase is likely due to the sporadic rainfall that occurred in January and August 2025 which 

may have been enough to trigger new growth on tagged plants.  

Reproductive material was again absent on tagged A. curryana plants during the 2025 assessment, a 

continuation of a trend seen since Spring 2023, where only minor post-reproductive material from 

previous seasons remained on tagged individuals (ELA 2024). This indicates that reproductive cycles 

have not occurred en masse since Spring 2022, where a greater amount of reproductive (i.e., flowering) 
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and post-reproductive (i.e., dehisced seed pods) material was recorded on tagged A. curryana plants in 

both impact and control plots (ELA 2023b). There is limited information on the flowering phenology and 

reproductive ecology of A. curryana, however the species has been described as flowering in July, with 

mature pods on the type specimen for the species observed in October (Maslin 2014). To date, the 

results of monitoring surveys from 2022 to 2025 align with the expected known reproductive period for 

the species, and the lack of a reproductive cycle initiation in 2024 and 2025 is likely due to the hot, dry 

temperatures experienced throughout the Project Area. While new, active growth has been observed 

on tagged plants, the amount of rainfall that has been recorded in the survey area is likely not enough 

to stimulate the commencement and continuation of a new reproductive cycle, which may be reliant on 

consistent rainfall across seasons/years.  

It was noted during the 2023 assessment that greater amounts of dust deposition were recorded at 

impact sites AC-I-01, AC-I-02, and AC-I-03 in Autumn 2023 in comparison to previous years. Lower rates 

of dust deposition were recorded in 2024 and 2025, indicating that that this deposition was most likely 

due to operations along the haul road and surrounding the airstrip and accommodation village in 2023 

rather than natural deposition. As such, the continuation of dust monitoring adjacent to these areas 

should be a consideration for Wyloo when operations resume at Yangibana, given that dust deposition 

can disturb vegetative functioning by reducing photosynthesis, altering radiant energy balances, or by 

disrupting stomatal diffusion (and therefore interrupt photosynthetic and transpiration processes).  

5.2.2. Groundwater dependent ecosystems 

All tagged species at impact and control sites within groundwater dependent ecosystem (GDE) 

monitoring plots (excluding Acacia cyperophylla within Spring impact plots) were observed to have an 

increase in actively growing vegetation in 2025 in comparison to 2024. For most species, dead canopy 

foliage and reduced foliage remained the same, however the amount of reduced foliage on some plants 

was less in 2025 in comparison to 2024. No tagged species were observed to be in significant stress, and 

many appeared to be actively growing.  

Acacia citrinoviridis and A. cyperophylla plants showed increased actively growing material in Autumn 

2025 in comparison to 2024. It is noted that while actively growing vegetative material is increasing, it 

is still below the amount of actively growing material observed on the same tagged plants between 2022 

and 2024. Yellowing and reduced foliage values recorded in 2025 were broadly similar to values 

recorded in 2024 regardless of site type. Reproductive material was observed on A. citrinoviridis plants 

in impact sites in Autumn 2025, while post-reproductive material was recorded in Spring 2025 on 

A. cyperophylla plants in impact sites. While reproductive material was minimal, this indicates that 

plants are still maintaining reproductive cycles despite the extended hot, dry conditions in the Project 

Area. Results align with the expected flowering time for both species (i.e., between April and July; DBCA 

and WAH 2026).  

For tagged Eucalyptus victrix plants within GDE plots, there was little difference in yellowing and reduced 

vegetative material observed in 2025 in comparison to 2024. Post-reproductive material was recorded 

at impact and control sites in Autumn 2025, which is likely remnant pre-reproductive material recorded 

in Spring 2024. Notably, new pre-reproductive material was observed on tagged individuals in Spring 

2025 at both impact and control sites, as well as minimal reproductive material recorded on control site 

individuals, indicating that E. victrix within the Project Area are beginning a new reproductive cycle. This 

aligns with the expected flowering time for E. victrix (i.e., January to March, DBCA and WAH 2026). These 

results indicate that the reproductive cycle for E. victrix plants within monitoring plots has not been 



Autumn Monitoring - Yangibana Flora and Vegetation 

 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 43 

 

interrupted within either impact or control sites throughout 2025, despite the hot, dry conditions as 

they are likely accessing groundwater to supplement their water requirements.  

For tagged Eucalyptus camaldulensis individuals within GDE plots, a notable amount of yellowing canopy 

material was observed in 2024 in comparison to 2023 (ELA 2024). In 2025, this trend reversed, with 

yellowing material showing a reduction, coinciding with a minor increase in dead canopy extent. It’s 

likely that E. camaldulensis within monitoring plots have lost partial areas of their canopy due to dry 

conditions, however overall plants still appear healthy. Importantly, an increased amount of actively 

growing material was observed on tagged E. camaldulensis in both impact and control plots in 2025 in 

comparison to 2024. E. camaldulensis is an obligate phreatophyte, however the ability of phreatophytic 

species to access groundwater in times of drought is highly variable across species and at an individual 

level.  

While reproductive material on tagged Eucalyptus camaldulensis plants is reduced in comparison to the 

period between 2022 and 2023, it is notable that reproductive material is still present in both impact 

and control sites regardless of the conditions, indicating that the reproductive cycle is still active. Given 

that E. camaldulensis can have an extended reproductive cycle (from 6 to 25 months; DBCA and WAH 

2026), these results are not indicative that there is any significant interruption to reproduction of 

E. camaldulensis within the Project Area. This trend should be further monitored in 2026 to investigate 

if flowering commences.   

No tagged plants were observed to be in significant stress. Plants were mostly observed to be in stasis 

in 2024 and thought to be accessing groundwater during the drier conditions experienced at the time. 

The increases in rainfall prior to current survey has likely contributed to the increase in actively growing 

material recorded in 2025. While there was a lack of flowering material on A. citrinoviridis and 

A. cyperophylla recorded during the 2025 assessment (during the key Autumn flowering period), this 

trend was consistent across both impact and control sites. Tagged Acacias have failed to flower for 

impact sites between 2023 and 2025, and further data would be required to identify if this is of concern 

or part of longer term trend (i.e., failure to flower over multiple years across sites). Given that the Project 

is currently inactive, this lack of flowering is not considered to be due to any operational impacts 

5.2.3. Surface water 

Overall, trends in active and static growth remained similar between 2024 and 2025 across species at 

both impact and control sites. Tagged Acacia citrinoviridis and Acacia pteraneura within the surface 

water impact and control plots were observed to have an increase in actively growing material 2024 and 

2025, which follows a reduction of this material observed between 2023 and 2024 (ELA 2024). Yellowing 

and reduced foliage was found to be mostly similar in 2025 in comparison to 2024, except for A. 

cyperophylla plants in control sites, which showed an increase in the amount of reduced foliage 

recorded. Dying foliage in A. pteraneura in control sites showed an increase in 2025, coinciding with 

plant canopy death due to storm damage.  

In Autumn 2025, no active reproductive material (i.e., flowers) was recorded on tagged plants at both 

impact and control sites, and only minor post-reproductive material (i.e., dehisced fruits) was recorded 

on E. victrix plants. This trend continued in Spring 2025, with only minimal active reproductive material 

recorded on A. pteraneura plants and some pre-reproductive material recorded on E. victrix. This trend 

continues from trends seen in 2024 where it was observed that reproductive material was reduced in 

comparison to previous years where rainfall was greater (i.e., 2022 and 2023). 

There is currently insufficient long-term data to identify any significant changes to the flowering 

phenology of tagged plants within surface water monitoring plots (i.e., changes outside that which 
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would be considered natural variation). It appears that vegetation in surface water plots is in stasis 

characterised by lower amounts of active growth and the production of reproductive material. This 

trend has been observed across both impact and control sites since Spring 2023. It is anticipated that 

these changes are most likely due to hot, dry conditions rather than due to operational activities (given 

that the Yangibana site has been in a state of shutdown during this time).  

5.2.4. Fs vegetation unit 

A significant increase in the amount of actively growing canopy material on Fs vegetation was observed 

in 2025 for both impact and control sites in comparison to 2024. The amount of completely and partially 

dead vegetative material on Fs vegetation was similar to that observed in 2024, which was a notable 

increase from the 2023 monitoring. Very little reproductive material was recorded in 2025, aligning with 

results from 2024. This trend is likely due to hot, dry conditions observed at the site from 2023 to the 

beginning of 2025 which caused reduced and dying canopies in vegetation at Fs sites and the reduction 

of reproductive material, followed by regrowth of vegetation triggered through subsequent rainfall in 

January and August 2025. While reproductive material was not recorded in 2025 post-rain, this may be 

due to a delayed response or the requirement of consistent rainfall to stimulate the commencement of 

a new reproductive cycle.  

5.2.5. AaSaEs vegetation unit 

Two plots, an impact and a control plot, were established during the Autumn 2024 assessment to track 

changes within the AaSaEs vegetation unit. Two plots, an impact and a control plot, were established 

during the Autumn 2024 assessment to track changes within the AaSaEs vegetation unit. Static 

vegetation, yellowing foliage, and reduced/thinned foliage was found to be similar across monitoring 

periods between 2024 and 2025. There was a notable increase in dead and dying vegetative material in 

Spring 2025 in comparison to 2024. These trends are highly likely due to natural variation as there are 

no known impacts to the AaSaEs vegetation communities surveyed as a result of the Project. 

5.3. Remote sensing 

5.3.1. Visual assessment 

The visual assessment did not identify any areas of operational clearing within the Project Area, in 

comparison to previous years where clearing to facilitate new tracks, pads, and laydown areas has been 

undertaken (with these activities not attributable to Yangibana activities). No notable changes in 

vegetative vigour outside of typical fluctuations in understorey cover primarily associated with annual 

creekline and dampland or wetland vegetation communities were observed in the Project Area between 

2024 and 2025. 

5.3.2. Vegetation index analysis 

The Project Area contains two main broad vegetation associations, namely Eucalypt-dominated 

drainage lines and sparse Acacia-dominated shrublands. These vegetative associations are significantly 

different in terms of their vegetative vigour and corresponding EVI index values within both vegetation 

associations. An assessment of EVI index values found that, across the Project Area, the values observed 

during 2025 were not significantly different in comparison to 2024 or the baseline dataset. This indicates 

that there are no significant impacts to vegetation in the Project Area for both vegetation types at a 

Project Area level.  
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The vegetation index found that overall EVI values across the Project Area decreased between Autumn 

2024 and Autumn 2025, following a trend seen between 2023 and 2024. The most significant changes 

were observed in the north of the Project Area within Dingo Creek and Rock Hole Creek and in a region 

surrounding the Yangibana Haul Road to the east of the Yangibana Airstrip. While EVI values were found 

to be reduced across the Project Area, there were minimal significant changes observed when compared 

with the baseline dataset, with most of the Project Area found to be within two standard deviations of 

the range of values observed between 2017 and 2022. The exception to this occurred in the West Lyons 

River in the south of the Project Area, where EVI values were found to be significantly lower than the 

baseline dataset in Autumn 2025, continuing a trend seen since 2023.  

By contrast, EVI values in Spring 2025 were mostly the same as the results recorded in Spring 2024, 

except for the Lyons River in the south of the Project Area, where increases in EVI values were recorded. 

This is highly likely due to the regrowth of annual understorey species such as *Cenchrus ciliaris in 

response to rainfall in both January and August 2025.  

Based on the remote sensing assessment, there does not appear to be any widespread trends in 

vegetation change due to the Yangibana Project, with changes to vegetation more likely to be a result 

of variable climatic conditions within the region. Given the size of the Project Area, it is highly likely that 

rainfall is variable across the Project Area, due to the sporadic and localised nature of rainfall in the 

region. This variability may be the cause of conflating results where certain parts of the Project Area are 

experiencing greater reductions in vegetative vigour in comparison to other areas.  

As the Yangibana project is currently in a shutdown period, and the broadscale changes to vegetation 

across the Project Area (not just in proximity to the Yangibana operational areas), it is not thought that 

the reduction in vegetative vigour (observed through the EVI analysis) is due to Wyloo activities. 

However, given the location of a localised patch of EVI value reduction surrounding the haul road in area 

previously noted by ELA (2024; 2025) as being subject to impacts by dust, future trends of vegetation 

health should be monitored. This monitoring should consider either the ability of this area to regrow 

following consecutive rainfall events in comparison to surrounding similar vegetation, or if further 

reductions occur when the Project restarts.  

There are several limitations of remote sensing assessments, including the spatial and temporal 

resolution of imagery assessed during this monitoring program. Furthermore, changes to pastoral and 

stocking rates within the Yangibana Project Area are not assessed as part of this monitoring study and 

may also affect vegetation coverage. As such, the trends of vegetation change outlined during this 

monitoring program are intended to be assessed on a ‘Project Area’ scale and should be considered in 

conjunction with the field program.  



Autumn Monitoring - Yangibana Flora and Vegetation 

 

 

© ECO LOGICAL AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 46 

 

6. Conclusion and recommendations 

This report presents the results of the 2025 monitoring of flora and vegetation within the Yangibana 

Project Area for both field-based and remote-sensing methods prescribed in the Yangibana FVEMP. This 

is the fourth year of monitoring the Project Area. It is noted that this assessment is only in the fourth 

year for the field-based assessment, and as such discussion on trends is limited to the short-term. 

Nonetheless, ELA makes the following recommendations as a result of the 2025 field and remote sensing 

monitoring program: 

• It was noted in 2024 that dust deposition previously observed at sites AC-I-01, AC-I-02 and AC-

I-03 was significantly reduced in comparison to 2023 as a result of shutdown of Project 

operations. No additional dust was noted at these sites in the 2025 monitoring given that the 

Project has been on shutdown since 2023. Given that the dust deposition was due to nearby 

short-term construction activities, impacts to vegetation as a result of dust should be closely 

monitored in the future once the next stage of substantive construction and mining 

commences.  

• Future monitoring in Autumn and Spring is recommended as outlined in the FVEMP to monitor 

whether natural trends in this assessment are continuing, and to ensure these values are not 

directly or indirectly impacted by project operations. Given the timeline of baseline monitoring 

during an extended period between phases of early works and main construction / EPC, the 

program remains a valuable opportunity to continue to monitor for local impacts going forward.  
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DCCEEW.gov.au 
John Gorton Building - King Edward Terrace, Parkes ACT 2600 Australia 
GPO Box 3090 Canberra ACT 2601 ABN: 63 573 932 849 
LET 510 v3.2 

OFFICIAL 

1 

 

 

EPBC 2016/7845 
Mr Tim Mitchell 
Manager Environment & Approvals 

Hastings Technology Metals Ltd 

Tim.mitchell@hastingstechmetals.com 

Approval of Performance measures for Yangibana Rare Earths Project 

Dear Mr Mitchell, 

Thank you for your email dated 8 July 2024 to the Department of Climate Change, Energy, the 

Environment and Water (the department), submitting the Siphon Borefield Water Resources 

Monitoring and Management Plan (WRMMP) in accordance with approval condition 5 of the above 

project under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act), to 

support the approval of performance measures required under approval condition 4. These 

performance measures are needed to demonstrate that the environmental outcome as specified in 

approval condition 3 is met. 

Officers of the Department have advised me on the requirements of the conditions of approval for 

this project. I note the WRMMP and the accompanying reports are not subject to approval, rather 

submitted to provide the scientific basis on which the performance measures (description and 

location of all GDEs within 5 km of the SipHon Borefield; performance criteria; trigger values and 

limits) have been derived to ensure that condition 3 will be met. On this basis, and as a delegate of 

the Minister for the Environment, I have decided to approve the description and location of all GDEs 

within 5 km of the SipHon Borefield; performance criteria; trigger values and limits provided under 

approval condition 5 as presented in the SipHon Borefield Water Resources Monitoring and 

Management Plan, Rev 1 dated July 2024. These performance measures and the monitoring program 

must now be implemented. 

As you are aware, the department has an active monitoring program which includes monitoring 

inspections, desk top document reviews and audits. Please ensure that you maintain accurate 

records of all activities associated with, or relevant to, the conditions of approval so that they can be 

made available to the department on request. Should you require any further information please 

contact Erica Kuhle by email to PostApproval@dcceew.gov.au. 

Yours sincerely 

 
Rachel Short 
Branch Head 
Environment Assessments (Vic and Tas) and Post Approvals Branch 
Nature Positive Regulation Division 
 
9 December 2024 

mailto:PostApproval@dcceew.gov.au
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Completion of Physical Works 
A local Onslow-based contractor (NTC Contracting) was engaged to undertake the physical works in 
the Rehabilitation Report. The works commenced on 26 February 2024 and were concluded on 8 
March 2024. Of particular note: 

• The area was clearly demarcated in advance of activities (as shown in Figure 1); 

• The works were closely supervised by Hastings personnel including regular site survey and 
aerial surveillance, and the contractor was directed to remain with designated areas; and 

• No disturbance outside the defined authorised area of works occurred.  

 

 
Figure 1: Demarcation of Activity Boundaries 

 

Figure 2 and Figure 3 provide a comparison of aerial imagery of the area prior to the rehabilitation 
earthworks and after completion of the works.  This shows the completion of the activities outlined in 
the Rehabilitation Plan (Figure 4). 

The final ‘as built’ orthophotography of the Shire Borrow Pit is shown in Figure 5. The low point was 
moved to the eastern side due to the fact the contractor hit hard ground on the west. There were a 
few other localised areas that were also hard ground which had a minor effect on the final contours, 
however the general gradient is a mirror image of the design per the Rehabilitation Plan (Figure 4). 
Figure 6 and Figure 7 present photography showing that the area has been completed and contour 
ripped. The physical rehabilitation earthworks have now been completed as per the Rehabilitation 
Plan.  

There was some evidence of natural germination (Figure 8), with the forward work program of re-
seeding being progressed as a follow-up scope of work. A summary of completed and ongoing works 
is provided in subsequent sections of this document. The success of the rehabilitation activities will 
be assessed as part of the rehabilitation monitoring following seeding and will be reviewed and 
reported in future AERs and CARs.  
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Table 1 Rehabilitation completion criteria and revegetation parameters (Anders, 2024) 

 
 
Seeding 2025  

Extensive work was done on the sourcing, procurement, testing and preparation of suitable seeds, 
following which, the hand broadcasting of seed on the rehabilitation area occurred over 3 days in 
January 2025. Seeds were remixed on site with vermiculite and dampened to ensure seeds adhere 
to the soil surface. The field team was spaced 5 meters apart and seeds were hand distributed 
within rip lines. The site was inspected the following day to ensure that the applied seed remained 
within the rip lines and had not dispersed by wind. Logs and brush material from stockpiles of the 
cleared borrow pit were placed in the eroded areas of the batters to reduce surface water flows, 
minimise further erosion and provide protection for the seeds broadcast within the erosion areas.  

Photos of the process are provided as Figure 10 to Figure 19.  

Ongoing Monitoring Progress  

As per recommendations in the Hand Seeding Technical Report (Anders, March 2025), one round 
of field monitoring occurred 3 months post-seeding in April 2025, and photo monitoring at 8 
monitoring points along the Western boundary was established on a monthly basis to visually 
document changes in germination and growth over time.  

Limited germination has occurred to date, attributed to the low rainfall experienced since seeding.  

Further monitoring is planned for the next post wet period, in early 2026.  

Photographic evidence of germination is provided as  Figure 20 to Figure 25. 
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Figure 10 Acacia xiphophylla batch 
prior to cleaning showing impurities 
within the seed batch circled in red 

Figure 11 Finished cleaned 
seeds of Acacia 
tetragonophylla  

Figure 12 Finished cleaned seeds 
of Acacia sclerosperma  

   

Figure 13 Enneapogon 
caerulescens seed pre-treated by 

soaking in smoke water 

Figure 14 Mixing of seed 
batches in the Curtin 

University Seed Laboratory 

Figure 15 Mixing of seed batches 
with vermiculite on site 
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Figure 16 Dampening seed mix for distribution in borrow pit 

 

Figure 17 Field team undertaking the hand broadcasting within the borrow pit 
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Figure 18 Hand broadcast seed mix present in rip lines on following day circled in red 

 

Figure 19 Log and brush material from the borrow pit clearing placed in the erosion areas on the batters 
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Figure 20 Enneapogon 
caerulescens (10 Sept 2025) 

Figure 21 Senna artemisoides 
subsp. helmsii (10 Sept 2025) 

Figure 22 Salsola australis (10 
Sept 2025) 

   

Figure 23 Acacia synchronicia (10 
Sept 2025) 

Figure 24 Tephrosa rosea (10 
Sept 2025) 

Figure 25 Acacia sclerosperma 
(10 Sept 2025) 
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