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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Overview

The Scarborough gas resource, located in Commonwealth waters approximately 375 km west-
northwest of the Burrup Peninsula, forms part of the Greater Scarborough gas fields, comprising the
Scarborough, Thebe and Jupiter gas fields. Woodside Energy Scarborough Pty Ltd (Woodside), as
Titleholder under the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage (Environment) Regulations
2009 (Cth) (referred to as the Environment Regulations), proposes to undertake the following
petroleum activities as described in Section 3, within Permit Area WA-61-L and WA-62-L.:

e installation of subsea infrastructure
e gravimetry surveys
e installation of floating production unit (FPU) moorings

e Inspection, Monitoring, Maintenance and Repair (IMMR) activities for installed
infrastructure.

These activities will hereafter be referred to as the Petroleum Activities Program and form the scope
of this Environment Plan (EP).

This EP has been prepared by Woodside as part of the requirements under the Environment
Regulations, as administered by the National Offshore Petroleum Safety and Environmental
Management Authority (NOPSEMA).

The Petroleum Activities Program as defined in this EP is a part of the Scarborough Offshore Project
Proposal (OPP) accepted by NOPSEMA on 30" March 2020.

1.2 Defining the Petroleum Activity

The Petroleum Activities Program to be undertaken within Permit Area WA-61-L and WA-62-L
comprises petroleum activities, subsea installation, as defined in Regulation 4 of the Environment
Regulations.

1.3 Purpose of the Environment Plan

In accordance with the objectives of the Environment Regulations, the purpose of this EP is to
demonstrate that:

e the potential environmental impacts and risks (planned (routine and non-routine) and
unplanned) that may result from the Petroleum Activities Program are identified;

e appropriate management controls are implemented to reduce impacts and risks to a level
that is ‘as low as reasonably practicable’ (ALARP) and acceptable; and

e the Petroleum Activities Program is performed in a manner consistent with the principles of
ecologically sustainable development (as defined in Section 3A of the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act, 1999 (Cth) (EPBC Act)).

This EP describes the process and resulting outputs of the risk assessment, whereby impacts and
risks are managed to ALARP and are acceptable.

The EP defines activity-specific Environmental Performance Outcomes (EPOs), environmental
performance standards (EPSs) and measurement criteria (MC). These form the basis for monitoring,
auditing and management of the Petroleum Activities Program to be undertaken by Woodside and
its contractors. The implementation strategy (derived from the decision support framework tools)
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specified within this EP provides Woodside and NOPSEMA with the required level of assurance that
impacts, and risks associated with the activity are reduced to ALARP and are acceptable.

1.4 Scope of the Environment Plan

The scope of this EP covers the activities that define the Petroleum Activities Program, as described
in Section 3. The spatial boundary of the Petroleum Activities Program has been described and
assessed using two ‘areas’, the Operational Area and the Permit Area. The combination of the
Operational Area and Permit Area defines the spatial boundary (Petroleum Activity Area or PAA) of
the Petroleum Activities Program (PAP), as described, risk-assessed and managed by this EP.

This EP addresses potential environmental impacts from planned activities within the Operational
Area and any potential unplanned events that originate from the activity within the Operational Area.

Transit to and from the PAA by vessels as well as port activities associated with these vessels, are
not within the scope of this EP. Vessels supporting the petroleum activities operating outside the
Operational Area (e.g. transiting to and from port) are subject to all applicable maritime regulations
and other requirements and are not managed by this EP.

1.5 Environment Plan Summary

An EP summary will be prepared based on the material provided in this EP, addressing the items
listed in Table 1-1 as required by Regulation 11(4).

Table 1-1: EP Summary

EP Summary material requirement Relevant section of EP containing
EP Summary material

The location of the activity Section 3.4

A description of the receiving environment Section 4

A description of the activity Section 3.0

Details of the environmental impacts and risks Section 6

The control measures for the activity Section 6.3

The arrangements for ongoing monitoring of the titleholder’s Section 6

environmental performance

Response arrangements in the oil pollution emergency plan Section 7.9

Consultation already undertaken and plans for ongoing consultation Section 5

Details of the titleholders nominated liaison person for the activity Section 1.8

1.6 Structure of the Environment Plan

This EP has been structured to reflect the process and requirements of the Environment Regulations
as outlined in Table 1-2.

Table 1-2: EP process phases, applicable regulations and relevant section of EP

Criteria for acceptance Content requirements/relevant Elements Section of
regulations EP

Regulation 10A(a): Regulation 13: The principle of ‘nature and

Is appropriate for the nature | Environmental assessment scale’ is applicable

and scale of the activity throughout the EP.

Regulation 14:

Implementation strategy for the
environment plan
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Criteria for acceptance Content requirements/relevant Elements Section of
regulations EP
Regulation 16: Section 2
Other information in the environment Section 3
plan Section 4
Section 5
Section 6
Section 7
Regulation 10A(b): Regulation 13(1)-13(7): e Set the context (activity | Section 1
Demonstrates that the 13(1) Description of the activity and existing Section 2
gn\k”ro?ﬁemalt'lmtpac'tl? Snd 13(2)(3) Description of the environment en\;lronment). ( Section 3
risks of the activity will be . o Define ‘acceptable’ (the :
reduced to as low as 13(4) ReqU|rem§nts _ requirements, the Sect!on 4
reasonably practicable 13(5)(6) Evaluation of environmental corporate policy, Section 5
- impacts and risks ;
Regulation 10A(c): 13(7) Environmental Performance TE|EVTH; persons). d zeCtlon °
e Detail the impacts an ection 7
Demonstrates that the Outcomes and standards risks P
environmental impacts and Regulation 16(a) to 16(c): :
risks of the activity will be of 9 ) e Evaluate the nature and
an acceptable level A statement of the titleholder’s scale.
corporate environmental policy e Detail the control
A report on all consultations between measures — ALARP
the titleholder and any relevant person and acceptable.
Regulation 10A(d): Regulation 13(7): e Environmental Section 6
Provides for appropriate Environmental Performance Outcomes Performance Outcomes
Environmental Performance | and standards (EPO).
Outcomes, environmental e  Environmental
performance standards and performance standards
measurement criteria (EPS).
e Measurement criteria
(MC).
Regulation 10A(e): Regulation 14: Implementation strategy, Section 7

Includes an appropriate
implementation strategy and
monitoring, recording and
reporting arrangements

Implementation strategy for the
environment plan

including:
e  Environmental

Management System
(EMS)

e Performance
monitoring

e Oil Pollution
Emergency Plan
(OPEP — per Table 7-8)
and scientific
monitoring

e Ongoing consultation
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Criteria for acceptance Content requirements/relevant Elements Section of
regulations EP
Regulation 10A(f): Regulation 13(1)-13(3): No activity, or part of the Section 3
Does not involve the activity | 13(1) Description of the activity act|V|t¥/, udndeirtalfjen In I":‘jny Section 4
or part of the activity, other | 13(2) Description of the environment E|art_ of a declared Wor Section 6
than arrangements for 13(3) Without limiti eritage property.
environmental monitoring or ®) Ithout imiting
: [Regulation 13(2)(b)], relevant values
for responding to an d ftiviti includ fth
emergency, being ?r;l S('EI’IS'I ivities may include any of the
undertaken in any part of a ollowing:
declared World Heritage (a) the world heritage values of a
property within the meaning declared World Heritage property
of the Environment within the meaning of the EPBC Act;
Protection and Biodiversity (b) the national heritage values of a
Conservation Act 1999 National Heritage place within the
(EPBC Act) meaning of that Act;
(c) the ecological character of a
declared Ramsar wetland within the
meaning of that Act;
(d) the presence of a listed
threatened species or listed
threatened ecological community
within the meaning of that Act;
(e) the presence of a listed migratory
species within the meaning of that
Act;
(f) any values and sensitivities that
exist in, or in relation to, part or all of:
(i) a Commonwealth marine area
within the meaning of that Act; or
(if) Commonwealth land within
the meaning of that Act.
Regulation 10A(Q): Regulation 11A: Consultation undertaken in Section 5

(i) the titleholder has carried
out the consultations
required by Division 2.2A

(i) the measures (if any)
that the titleholder has
adopted, or proposes to
adopt, because of the
consultations are
appropriate

Consultation with relevant authorities,
persons and organisations, etc.

Regulation 16(b):

A report on all consultations between
the titleholder and any relevant person

the preparation of this EP.
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Criteria for acceptance Content requirements/relevant Elements Section of
regulations EP

Regulation 10A(h): Regulation 13(4)a: All contents of the EP must Section 1.6

Complies with the Act and Describe the requirements, including comply with the Offshore Section 1.7

the regulations legislative requirements, that apply to Petroleum and Greenhouse Section 1.8
activity and are relevant to the Gas Storage Act 2006 and Section 6.8
environmental management of the the Environment ection o.
activity Regulations

Regulation 15:

Details of the Titleholder and liaison
person

Regulation 16(a):

A statement of the titleholder’s
corporate environmental policy

Regulation 16(c):

Details of all reportable incidents in
relation to the proposed activity

1.7 Description of the Titleholder

Woodside is the Titleholder for this activity on behalf of a Joint Venture comprising both Woodside
Energy Scarborough Pty Ltd and Woodside Energy (Australia) Pty Ltd.

Woodside is the largest Australian natural gas producer. The company operates Australia’s biggest
resource development, the North West Shelf Project (NWS Project) in Western Australia.

Woodside recognises that strong environmental performance is essential to success and continued
growth. Woodside has an established methodology to identify impacts and risks and assess potential
consequences of activities. Strong partnerships, sound research and transparency are the key
elements of Woodside’s approach to the environment.

1.8 Details of Titleholder, Liaison Person and Public Affairs Contact

In accordance with Regulation 15 of the Environment Regulations, details of the titleholders, liaison
person and arrangements for the notification of changes are described below.

1.8.1 Titleholders

Woodside Energy Scarborough Pty Ltd:
11 Mount Street, Perth, Western Australia
Telephone: 08 9348 4000

ABN: 650 177 227

1.8.2 Nominated Liaison Person

Ryan Felton

Senior Corporate Affairs Advisor

11 Mount Street, Perth, Western Australia
Phone: 08 9348 4000

Email: feedback@woodside.com.au

1.8.3 Arrangements for Notifying of Change

Should the titleholder, titleholder's nominated liaison person or the contact details for either change,
then NOPSEMA is to be notified of the change in writing within two weeks or as soon as practicable.
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1.9 Woodside Management System

The Woodside Management System (WMS) provides a structured framework of documentation to
set common expectations governing how all employees and contractors at Woodside will work. Many
of the standards presented in Section 6 are drawn from the WMS documentation, which comprises
of four elements: Compass and Policies, Expectations, Processes and Procedures, and Guidelines,
outlined below (and illustrated in Figure 1-1):

e Compass and Policies: Set the enterprise-wide direction for Woodside by governing our
behaviours, actions and business decisions and ensuring we meet our legal and other
external obligations.

e [Expectations: Set essential activities or deliverables required to achieve the objectives of
the Key Business Activities and provide the basis for development of processes and
procedures.

e Processes and Procedures: Processes identify the set of interrelated or interacting
activities which transforms inputs into outputs, to systematically achieve a purpose or
specific objective. Procedures specify what steps, by whom and when are required to carry
out an activity or a process.

e Guidelines: Provide recommended practice and advice on how to perform the steps
defined in Procedures, together with supporting information and associated tools.
Guidelines provide advice on: how activities or tasks may be performed; information that
may be taken into consideration; or, how to use tools and systems.

Figure 1-1: The four major elements of the WMS framework

The WMS is organised within a business process hierarchy based upon key business activities to
ensure the system remains independent of organisation structure, is globally applicable and scalable
wherever required. These business activities are grouped into management, support and value
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stream activities as shown in Figure 1-2. The value stream activities capture, generate and deliver
value—through the exploration and production (E and P) lifecycle. The management activities
influence all areas of the business, while support activities may influence one or more value stream
activities.

VALUE STREAM ACTIVITIES

SERVICES

DRILLING AND
WELL SERVICES

LOGISTCS

Figure 1-2 The WMS business process hierarchy

1.9.1 Environment and Biodiversity Policy

In accordance with Regulation 16(a) of the Environment Regulations, Woodside’s Environment and
Biodiversity Policy is provided in Appendix A of this EP.

1.10 Description of Relevant Requirements

In accordance with Regulation 13(4) of the Environment Regulations, a description of requirements,
including legislative requirements, that apply to the activity and relevant to the management of risks
and impacts of the Petroleum Activities Program are detailed in Appendix B.

1.10.1 Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2006

The Commonwealth Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2006 (OPGGS Act)
provides the regulatory framework for all offshore petroleum exploration and production and
greenhouse gas activities in Commonwealth waters (the ocean area beyond three nautical miles to
the outer extent of the Australian Exclusive Economic Zone at 200 nautical miles).

The Act regulates all offshore petroleum activities, including decommissioning as set out in, Sections
270 and 572 of the OPGGS Act. While there are no immediate plans for decommissioning (the scope
of this EP is for infrastructure installation for future operations) all equipment has been designed to
allow for removal. Subsection 572(2) provides that a titleholder must maintain in good condition and
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repair all structures that are, and all equipment and other property that is in the title area and used
in connection with the operations. Inspection, monitoring, maintenance and repair of the
infrastructure installed for future production, under this Environment Plan, will be managed as
described in Section 3.12.

The regulatory framework establishes the National Offshore Petroleum Safety and Environment
Management Authority as the regulator. Under the OPGGS Act, the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage (Environment) Regulations 2009 (the Environment Regulations), apply to
petroleum activities in Commonwealth waters and are administered by NOPSEMA. The object of the
Environment Regulations is to ensure that any petroleum activities are carried out in a manner:

e consistent with the principles of ecologically sustainable development (as set out in the
EPBC Act)

e by which the environmental impacts and risks of the activity will be reduced to ALARP

e by which the environmental impacts and risks of the activity will be of an acceptable level.

1.10.2 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act)

One of the objectives of the EPBC Act is to protect and manage nationally and internationally
important flora, fauna, ecological communities and heritage places in Australia. These are defined
under Part 3 of the Act as “Matters of National Environmental Significance” (MNES). The EPBC Act
sets a regime which aims to ensure actions taken on (or impacting upon) Commonwealth land or
waters are consistent with the principles of ecologically sustainable development. When a person
proposes to take an action that they believe may need approval under the EPBC Act, they must refer
the proposal to the Commonwealth Minister for Environment.

In relation to offshore petroleum activities in Commonwealth waters, in accordance with the
“Streamlining Offshore Petroleum Approvals Program” (the Program), requirements under the EPBC
Act are now administered by NOPSEMA, commencing February 2014. The Program requires any
offshore petroleum activities, authorised by the OPGGS Act to be conducted in accordance with an
accepted EP. The definition of ‘environment’ in the Program covers all matters protected under Part 3
of the EPBC Act.

1.10.2.1 Offshore Project Proposal

Woodside submitted the Scarborough OPP to NOPSEMA for assessment in February 2019, which
was accepted in March 2020. The OPP provided the detail and evaluation of potential impacts and
risks from the key components of the Scarborough Development. These key components include:

e Wells — drilling of the Scarborough and North Scarborough gas fields, with potential for
future fields (including Thebe and Jupiter gas fields) to be tied back to the facility.

e Trunkline installation — installation of a gas trunkline to extend for a total of 430 km using
trenching and backfill (for nearshore only).

e Surface infrastructure — Floating Production Unit (FPU) in approximately 900 m of water
over the Scarborough reservoir.

e Subsea infrastructure - infield infrastructure, including wellheads, manifolds, flowlines and
umbilicals, trunkline and communications lines.

e Commissioning — Commissioning of the overall production system will be conducted from
the FPU once on location.

e Operations — hydrocarbon extraction and processing will take place at the FPU, to meet the
trunkline specifications. Gas will be exported via the trunkline.
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e Decommissioning - the facilities will be decommissioned in accordance with good oilfield
practice and relevant legislation and practice at the time.

In accordance with Regulation 9 and 6 a titleholder must have submitted and have an accepted EP
in place before commencing an activity. Therefore, a number of EPs will be developed and submitted
to NOPSEMA over the next five years, to cover components of the Scarborough Development, such
as those listed above, including commissioning and operations of the FPU.

Each EP will have a defined Petroleum Activities Program and will detail and evaluate the risks and
impacts, demonstrating they have been reduced to ALARP and are acceptable for that particular
Program. The Scarborough OPP sets out the environmental performance outcomes (EPOSs) for the
project and the level of performance to be achieved, to ensure that environmental impacts and risks
will be of an acceptable level and the project is consistent with the principles of ecologically
sustainable development. These EPOs will be adopted into each EP, where relevant to the particular
scope of the EP.

In accordance with Regulation 31 of the Environment Regulations, references to the Scarborough
OPP have been made throughout this EP. The accepted OPP is available on the NOPSEMA
website: Scarborough Offshore Project Proposal » NOPSEMA Scarborough Offshore Project
Proposal » NOPSEMA

1.10.2.2 Recovery Plans and Threat Abatement Plans

Under s139(1)(b) of the EPBC Act, the Environment Minister must not act inconsistently with a
recovery plan for a listed threatened species or ecological community or a threat abatement plan for
a species or community protected under the Act. Similarly, under s268 of the EPBC Act:

‘A Commonwealth agency must not take any action that contravenes a recovery plan or a threat
abatement plan.”

In respect to offshore petroleum activities in Commonwealth waters, these requirements are
implemented by NOPSEMA via the commitments included in the Program®. Commitments relating
to listed threatened species and ecological communities under the Act are included in the Program
Report (CoA, 2014a).

1.10.2.3 Australian Marine Parks

Under the EPBC Act, Australian Marine Parks (AMPs), formally known as Commonwealth Marine
Reserves, are recognised for conserving marine habitats and the species that live and rely on these
habitats. The Director of Marine Parks (DNP) is responsible for managing AMP’s (supported by
Parks Australia), and is required to publish management plans for them. Other parts of the Australian
Government must not perform functions or exercise powers in relation to these parks that are
inconsistent with management plans (s.362 of the EPBC Act). Relevant AMPs are identified in
Section 4.8 and described in Appendix I. The North-west Marine Parks Network Management Plan
(DNP, 2018a) describe the requirements for managing the marine parks that are relevant to this EP.

Specific zones within the AMPs have been allocated conservation objectives as stated below
(International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) Protected Area Category) based on the
Australian IUCN reserve management principles outlined in Schedule 8 of the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Regulations 2000 (Cth) (the EPBC Regulations 2000):

1 program as described in the Program Report — Strategic Assessment of the environmental management authorization process for
petroleum and greenhouse gas storage activities administered al Offshore Petroleum Safety and Environmental Management Authority
under the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2006 February 2014

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form
by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No:  SA0O006AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 23 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.



https://www.nopsema.gov.au/sites/default/files/documents/2021-03/A724553.pdf

WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

e Special Purpose Zone (IUCN category VI)—managed to allow specific activities though
special purpose management arrangements while conserving ecosystems, habitats and
native species. The zone allows or prohibits specific activities.

e Sanctuary Zone (IUCN category la)—managed to conserve ecosystems, habitats and
native species in as natural and undisturbed a state as possible. The zone allows only
authorized scientific research and monitoring.

e National Park Zone (IUCN category Il)—managed to protect and conserve ecosystems,
habitats and native species in as natural a state as possible. The zone only allows
nonextractive activities unless authorised for research and monitoring.

e Recreational Use Zone (IUCN category IV)—managed to allow recreational use, while
conserving ecosystems, habitats and native species in as natural a state as possible. The
zone allows for recreational fishing, but not commercial fishing.

e Habitat Protection Zone (IUCN category IV)—managed to allow activities that do not harm
or cause destruction to seafloor habitats, while conserving ecosystems, habitats and native
species in as natural a state as possible.

e Multiple Use Zone (IUCN category VI)—managed to allow ecologically sustainable use
while conserving ecosystems, habitats and native species. The zone allows for a range of
sustainable uses, including commercial fishing and mining where they are consistent with
park values.

1.10.2.4 World Heritage Properties

Australian World Heritage management principles are prescribed in Schedule 5 of the EPBC
Regulations 2000. There are no world heritage properties that overlap the EMBA. No management
principles are considered relevant to the scope of this EP given there is no potential impacts to any
of these areas.
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2 ENVIRONMENT PLAN PROCESS

2.1 Overview

This section outlines the process Woodside follows to prepare the EP once an activity has been
defined as a petroleum activity. The process (Section 2.2) describes the environmental risk
assessment methodology that is used to identify, analyse and evaluate risks to meet ALARP and
acceptability requirements and to develop EPOs and EPSs. This section also describes Woodside’s
risk management methodologies applicable to implementation strategies applied during the activity.

Regulation 13(5) of the Environment Regulations requires the detailing of environmental impacts
and risks, and evaluation appropriate to the nature and scale of each impact and risk associated
with the Petroleum Activities Program and potential emergency conditions. The objective of the risk
assessment process, described in this section, is to identify risks and associated impacts of an
activity, so that they can be assessed, and appropriate control measures applied to eliminate, control
or mitigate the impact/risk to ALARP and determine if the impact or risk level is acceptable.

Environmental impacts and risks assessed include those directly and indirectly associated with the
Petroleum Activities Program and includes potential emergency and accidental events. This may
include environment impacts and risks that are a result of the proposed activity but are not within
Woodside’s control.

e Planned activities (routine and non-routine) have the potential for inherent environmental
impacts.

e An environmental risk is an unplanned event with the potential for impact (termed risk
‘consequence’).

Herein, the potential result of planned activities are termed ‘impacts’, where-as ‘risks’ are associated
with unplanned events with the potential for impact (should the risk be realised); with such potential
impacts termed ‘consequence’.

2.2 Environmental Risk Management Methodology

An assessment of the impacts and risks associated with the Petroleum Activities Program has been
undertaken in accordance with Woodside’s Environment Impact Assessment Guideline and Risk
Management Procedure. This guideline and procedure set out the broad principles and high-level
steps for assessing environmental impacts across the lifecycle of Woodside’s activities and
managing these during project execution.

The key steps of the Woodside impact and risk management process are comprised of the:
e environmental impact and risk assessment

e communication and consultation that informs the assessment and ongoing environmental
performance of the activity

e steps required during implementation of the activity including to monitor, review and report.

2.2.1 Establish the Context

Context is established by considering the proposed activities associated with a Petroleum Activities
Program, and the environment in which the activities are planned to take place.

Describing the activity involves the evaluation of whether the activity meets the definition of a
“petroleum activity” as defined in the Environment Regulations. The activity is then described in
relation to the location, what is to be undertaken and how - this allows for the identification of
environmental aspects for each activity.
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2.2.2 Review of the Significance/Sensitivity of Receptors and Levels of Protection

Sensitivity of receptors relevant to the Scarborough Project, and this Petroleum Activities Program,
was determined during development of the Scarborough OPP. As set out within the OPP, the
sensitivity of all project receptors, was determined to be either low, medium or high based on
gualitative expert judgement.

During development of this EP, OPP receptor sensitivity determinations were reviewed in the context
of any changing legislation or changed knowledge regarding the sensitivity of each receptor. No
relevant factors that would change receptor sensitivity (from that determined in the OPP) were
identified. Receptor sensitivity determinations from the OPP are used in the risk impact assessment
summaries for each environmental risk assessment (refer to Section 6).

2.2.3 Environmental Legislation and Other Requirements

In preparing this EP, Woodside has ensured the proposed controls and impact and risk levels are
consistent with national and international standards, law and policies (including applicable plans for
management and conservation advices, and significant impact guidelines for MNES).

This has included developing the project in accordance with all applicable legislation as identified in
Section 1.10, and ensuring the requirements of the species recovery plans and conservation
advices have been considered to identify any requirements that may be applicable to the risk
assessment.

2.2.4 Impact and Risk Identification

Terminology used for this impact and risk assessment has been taken from the impact and risk
management process, which is aligned with ISO 13001:2018 and the requirements of Part 2
(regulations 6 to 25A) of the OPPGS Regulations.

Impacts and risks of the Scarborough Project were identified in the scoping phase of the
Scarborough Project (and presented within the OPP). During this phase, the relationships between
the environmental aspects identified for the proposed activities and the associated potential impacts
and risks for each receptor are established. This EP considers relevant impacts and risks associated
with the Scarborough Project’s gravimetry, mooring pre-lay and SURF (Subsea Umbilicals Risers
and Flowlines) installation campaigns.

Using the OPP as a guide, all impacts and risks associated with the Petroleum Activities Program
for this EP were identified during the EP scoping phase by undertaking an Environmental Risk and
Impact ldentification (ENVID) workshop. Impacts, risks and potential consequences were identified
based on planned and potential interaction with the activity (based on the description in Section 3),
the existing environment (Section 4) and the outcomes of Woodside’s stakeholder engagement
process (Section 5). The ENVID workshop was undertaken by a multidisciplinary team comprising
personnel with sufficient breadth of knowledge, training and experience to reasonably assure that
the hazards that may arise in connection with the Petroleum Activity Program in this EP were
identified.

Impacts and risks were identified during the ENVID for both planned (routine and non-routine)
activities and unplanned (accidents/incidents/emergency conditions) events. During this process,
risks identified as not applicable (not credible) were removed from the assessment.

2.3 Impact and Risk Analysis and Evaluation

After identifying impacts and risks, analysis and evaluation is undertaken to determine the extent of
the impacts and risks, whether they are acceptable or not, and to identify any impact and risk
treatment (or controls) to be implemented.
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Impact and risk evaluation are undertaken by assessing the magnitude (i.e. no lasting effect, slight,
minor, moderate, major or catastrophic) of the credible environmental impacts from each aspect
based on extent, duration, frequency and scale, and then either:

e assigning an impact significance level to each credible environmental impact based on the
receptor sensitivity and the magnitude of the impact, OR

e assigning an environmental risk level to each environmental risk based on the receptor
sensitivity, magnitude of the consequence, and the likelihood of occurrence.
2.3.1 Impact Evaluation

Impact assessment determines the impact significance of the potential impacts, based on the
magnitude and the receptor sensitivity (Figure 2-1).

t e
' Receptor Sensitivity \ Sighificance
Magnitude Low Medium Level
Catastrophic

Major Major (B)
Moderate Moderate (C)
Minor Minor (D)
Slight Slight (E)

No lasting effect

Figure 2-1: Impact significance level

2.3.2 Risk Evaluation

In support of ongoing risk management (a key component of Woodside’s Process Safety
Management Framework — refer to Implementation Strategy (Section 7)), Woodside uses the
concept of ‘current risk’ and applies a current risk rating to indicate the current or ‘live’ level of risk,
considering the controls that are currently in place and regularly effective. Current risk rating is
effective in articulating potential divergence from baseline risk, such as if certain controls fail or could
potentially be compromised. Current risk ratings aid in the communication and visibility of the risk
events, and ensures risk is continually managed to ALARP by identifying risk reduction measures
and assessing acceptability.
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2.3.3 Decision Support Framework

To support the risk assessment process Woodside’s HSE risk management procedures
include the use of a decision support framework based on principles set out in the Guidance
on Risk Related Decision Making (Oil and Gas UK, 2014). This concept has been applied
during the ENVID or equivalent preceding processes during historical design decisions to
determine the level of supporting evidence that may be required to draw sound conclusions
regarding risk level and whether the risk is ALARP and acceptable. This is to confirm:

e activities do not pose an unacceptable environmental risk

e appropriate focus is placed on activities where the risk is anticipated to be acceptable
and demonstrated to be ALARP

e appropriate effort is applied to the management of risks based on the uncertainty of
the risk, the complexity and risk rating (i.e. potential higher order environmental
impacts are subject to further evaluation assessment).

The framework provides appropriate tools, commensurate to the level of uncertainty or novelty
associated with the risk (referred to as Decision Type A, B or C). The decision type is selected
based on an informed discussion around the uncertainty of the risk, then documented in
ENVID output.

This framework enables Woodside to appropriately understand a risk, determine if the risk is
acceptable and can be demonstrated to be ALARP.

Risk Related Decision Making Framework

Factor A B =
Mothing new or unusual Mew to th_e organisation or Newr and unproven invention, design,
3 geographical area development or application
Type of Represents normal business e
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Figure 2-3: Risk related decision-making framework (Oil and Gas UK, 2014)
Decision Type A

Risks classified as a Decision Type A are well understood and established practice, they
generally consider recognised good industry practice which is often embodied in legislation,
codes and standards and use professional judgement.
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Decision Type B

Risks classified as Decision Type B typically involve greater uncertainty and complexity (and
can include potential higher order impacts/risks). These risks may deviate from established
practice or have some lifecycle implications, and therefore require further engineering risk
assessment to support the decision and ensure the risk is ALARP. Engineering risk
assessment tools may include:

e risk-based tools such as cost based analysis or modelling
e consequence modelling
e reliability analysis
e company values.
Decision Type C

Risks classified as a Decision Type C typically have significant risks related to environmental
performance. Such risks typically involve greater complexity and uncertainty; therefore,
requiring adoption of the precautionary approach. The risks may result in significant
environmental impact; significant project risk/exposure or may elicit negative stakeholder
concerns. For these risks, in addition to Decision Type A and B tools, company and societal
values need to be considered by undertaking broader internal and external stakeholder
consultation as part of the risk assessment process.

2.3.4 Demonstration of ALARP

Descriptions have been provided below (Table 2-1) to articulate how Woodside demonstrates
different risks, impacts and Decision Types identified within the EP are ALARP.

Table 2-1: Summary of Woodside’s criteria for ALARP demonstration

Risk Impact Decision Type

Low and Moderate Negligible, Slight, or Minor (D, E or F) A

Woodside demonstrates these Risks, Impacts and Decision Types are reduced to ALARP if:

e controls identified meet legislative requirements, industry codes and standards, applicable company
requirements and industry guidelines

e further effort towards impact/risk reduction (beyond employing opportunistic measures) is not reasonably
practicable without sacrifices grossly disproportionate to the benefit gained.

High, Very High or Severe Moderate and above (A, B or C) B and C

Woodside demonstrates these higher order Risks, Impacts and Decision Types are reduced to ALARP (where it
can be demonstrated using good industry practice and risk-based analysis) that:

e legislative requirements, applicable company requirements and industry codes and standards are met
e societal concerns are accounted for
e the alternative control measures are grossly disproportionate to the benefit gained.

2.3.5 Demonstration of Acceptability

Acceptability of the Scarborough Project, including the Petroleum Activities Program
described in this EP, was demonstrated in the Scarborough OPP (SA0O006AF0000002, Rev
5) as required by Environment Regulation 5D (6). The EPOs set in the OPP demonstrate that
the environment impacts and risks of the project will be managed to an acceptable level.
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The impacts and risks of Scarborough were determined to be acceptable in the OPP through
consideration of the following evaluation criteria (Scarborough OPP (SAO006AF0000002, Rev
5); Section 6.4.4)

e Principles of Ecologically Sustainable Development (ESD) as defined under the
EPBC Act

- decision-making processes should effectively integrate both long-term and short-
term economic, environmental, social and equitable considerations;

- if there are threats of serious or irreversible environmental damage, lack of full
scientific certainty should not be used as a reason for postponing measures to
prevent environmental degradation;

- the principle of inter-generational equity—that the present generation should
ensure that the health, diversity and productivity of the environment is maintained
or enhanced for the benefit of future generations;

- the conservation of biological diversity and ecological integrity should be a
fundamental consideration in decision-making;

- improved valuation, pricing and incentive mechanisms should be promoted.

e internal context — the proposed impacts and risk levels are consistent with Woodside
policies, procedures and standards

e external context — stakeholder expectations and feedback have been considered and
activities do not have a significant impact on MNES including those with an
Indigenous connection with, or traditional use in nearshore areas as defined in
Section 4.9.1.

e other requirements — the proposed controls and impact and risk levels are consistent
with national and international standards, laws, policies and Woodside Standards
(including applicable plans for management and conservation advices, and
significant impact guidelines for MNES)

In this EP Woodside has demonstrated that the level of acceptability determined in the OPP
has been met through the following criteria:

e Adoption of relevant OPP EPOs and controls
e Adoption of EP specific controls where required

e Impact Significance Level / Risk Consequence levels for receptors are equal to or
less than the significant impact level defined in the Scarborough OPP
(SAO006AF0000002, Rev 5; Section 6.5; Table 6-3) and are therefore consistent with
the EPOs and managed to an acceptable level of impact or risk, and

e Consideration of internal/external context and other requirements specific to this EP
Petroleum Activities Program (including issues raised during EP Stakeholder
Consultation).

A summary of the process as adopted is shown in Table 2-2.
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Table 2-2: Summary of Woodside’s criteria for Acceptability for Scarborough EPs

Risk Impact Decision Type

Low and Moderate Negligible, Slight, or Minor (D, E or F) A

Woodside demonstrates these Risks, Impacts and Decision Types are '‘Broadly Acceptable' if they meet the EP
criteria listed above in Section 2.3.4. Further effort towards risk reduction (beyond employing opportunistic
measures) is not reasonably practicable without sacrifices grossly disproportionate to the benefit gained.

High, Very High or Severe Moderate and above (A, B or C) B and C

Woodside demonstrates these higher order Risks, Impacts and Decision Types are ‘Acceptable if ALARP’ if they
meet the EP criteria listed above in Section 2.3.4. In addition, these higher order risks, impacts and decision types
are ‘Acceptable if ALARP’ if it can be demonstrated that the predicted levels of impact and/or residual risk, are
managed to ALARP (as described in Section 6).

For potential C or above consequence/impact levels where significant uncertainty exists in analysis of the risk or
impact (such as, for predicted or potential high risk of significant environmental impacts, significant project
risk/exposure, novel activities, lack of consensus on standards, and significant stakeholder concerns. (E.qg.
Decision Type C), defined acceptable levels and assessment of acceptability may be required to be conducted
separately for key receptors.

2.4 EPBC Act Assessment

To support the demonstration of acceptability, a separate assessment is undertaken across
the following three legislative requirements incorporated into the EPBC Act.

2.4.1 Principles of ESD

As part of the demonstration of acceptability an assessment is undertaken to demonstrate that
the EP is not inconsistent with relevant principles of ESD (refer Section 2.3.5).

2.4.2 MNES: Significant Impact Guidelines 1.1

A separate assessment is undertaken to determine if the potential impacts/risks of the activity
trigger any relevant criteria listed in the MNES: Significant Impact Guidelines 1.1.

An action is likely to have a significant impact on a critically endangered or endangered
species if there is a real chance or possibility that it will:

e lead to a long-term decrease in the size of a population

reduce the area of occupancy of the species

e fragment an existing population into two or more populations
e adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of a species

e disrupt the breeding cycle of a population

e modify, destroy, remove, isolate or decrease the availability or quality of habitat to the
extent that the species is likely to decline

e resultin invasive species that are harmful to a critically endangered or endangered
species becoming established in the endangered or critically endangered species’
habitat

e introduce disease that may cause the species to decline, or interfere with the
recovery of the species.

An action is likely to have a significant impact on a vulnerable species if there is a real chance
or possibility that it will:
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e lead to a long-term decrease in the size of an important population of a species
e reduce the area of occupancy of an important population

e fragment an existing important population into two or more populations

e adversely affect habitat critical to the survival of a species

e disrupt the breeding cycle of an important population

e modify, destroy, remove or isolate or decrease the availability or quality of habitat to
the extent that the species is likely to decline

e resultin invasive species that are harmful to a vulnerable species becoming
established in the vulnerable species’ habitat

e introduce disease that may cause the species to decline, or

e interfere substantially with the recovery of the species.

2.4.3 Recovery Plan and Threat Abatement Plan Assessment

To support the demonstration of acceptability, a separate assessment is undertaken to
demonstrate that the EP is not inconsistent with any relevant recovery plans or threat
abatement plans (refer Section 1.10.2.2). The steps in this process are:

e identify relevant listed threatened species and ecological communities
(Section 4.60);

e identify relevant recovery plans and threat abatement plans (Section 6.100);

e list all objectives and (where relevant) the action areas of these plans, and assess
whether these objectives/action areas apply to government, the Titleholder, and the
Petroleum Activities Program (Section 6.9); and

e for those objectives/action areas applicable to the Petroleum Activities Program,
identify the relevant actions of each plan, and evaluate whether impacts and risks
resulting from the activity are clearly not inconsistent with that action (Section 6.9).

2.5 Environmental Performance Objectives/Outcomes, Standards and
Measurement Criteria

The OPGGS Environment Regulations define EPOs to mean: “a measurable level of
performance required for the management of environmental aspects of an activity to ensure
that environmental impacts and risks will be of an acceptable level”’. As such, the process of
defining an appropriate EPO, has relied on the required levels of performance set either in
legislation (such as the OPGGS Act), regulator guidance notes such as the Matters of National
Environmental Significance— Significant Impact Guidelines (DoE, 2013) or may be the result
of specific agreements or expectations with other relevant stakeholders (e.g. fishers or other
marine users).

EPOs for the Scarborough Project have been set within the Scarborough OPP
(SAO006AF0000002, Rev 5) and assessed as meeting the requirements of the Regulations to
be appropriate, consistent with the principles of ecologically sustainable development and to
demonstrate that the environmental impacts and risks of the project will be managed to an
acceptable level.

Environment Plans for petroleum activities submitted subsequent to the OPP process are
required to contain EPOs that are appropriate by being consistent with those set out in the
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OPP. The EPOs presented in a subsequent EP are not required to be exactly the same
however should achieve the same environmental outcome (or better) as that described in the
OPP. Activity specific EPs will also be required to contain measurement criteria and
performance monitoring, auditing and reporting processes relating to the EPOs.

Table 6-2 shows a comparison between EPOs in the Scarborough OPP (SAO006AF0000002,
Rev 5) and this EP.
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3 DESCRIPTION OF THE ACTIVITY

3.1 Overview

This section has been prepared in accordance with Regulation 13(1) of the Environment
Regulations and describes the activities to be undertaken as part of the Petroleum Activities
Program under this EP. It includes the location of the activities, general details of the
installation, survey and associated activities, and additional information relevant to considering
environmental risks and impacts.

3.2 Project Overview

Woodside proposes to install subsea infrastructure, carry out survey activities and
infrastructure testing within Permit Areas WA-61-L and WA-62-L. The Petroleum Activities
Program includes installation of subsea infrastructure, gravimetry preparation and baseline
survey and floating production unit (FPU) mooring pre-lay. An overview of the Petroleum
Activities Program is provided in Table 3-1. Figure 3-12 illustrates the indicative field layout of
the proposed subsea infrastructure detailed in Table 3-1
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Figure 3-1: Indicative Scarborough field infrastructure layout

2 Note this figure also includes additional infrastructure not within the scope of this EP, such as the FPU, wells, trunkline, fibre
optic cable, and onshore infrastructure).
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Table 3-1: Petroleum Activities Program Overview

Item Description

Permit Area WA-61-L, WA-62-L
Location North West Shelf

Water depth Approximately 900—-1000 m

Infrastructure installation

Key vessel types Light construction vessel (LCV)
Heavy construction vessel (HCV)
Heavy lift vessel (HLV)

Pipelay vessel (PV)

Survey vessel

Support vessel

Key activities Installation of the following infrastructure:

e 3 x flowlines

7 x flowline sleepers

1 x riser base manifold (RBM) and foundation

13 x mud mats

12 x mud mats (contingency)

7 x in-line structures (in-line T)

6 x flowline end terminations (FLETS)

7 x umbilical termination assemblies

7 x umbilical termination heads

2 x subsea distribution units

1 x subsea distribution assembly

7 x umbilicals

9 x flexible jumpers (includes 1 spare)

Multiple flying leads

e 1 x trunkline spool and support

e 20 x suction piles

e Upto 265 x concrete pads

Temporary installation of the following infrastructure:

e 1 x suction pile and leader wire for each flowline lay initiation
e Installation aids (i.e. transponder arrays, frames, tide gauges)
e  Wet-storing of dynamic umbilicals (x 1) and risers (x 6)
e Wet-storing of mooring legs (x 20)

Other activities:

e ROV operations

Pre-, progress and post-installation surveys

Baseline gravimetry survey

Flood, clean, gauge, and pressure and leak testing
Inspection, monitoring, maintenance and repair (IMMR)

Contingent activities including debris removal as required, transportation of
equipment to field with tug and barge spread or HLV
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3.3 Concordance with Scarborough OPP

The Scarborough OPP describes the scope of the project and its component activities, at a
level comprehensive enough to facilitate thorough evaluation of environmental impacts and
risks and appropriate setting of EPOs. However, in accordance with NOPSEMA guidance, it
is acknowledged that an OPP is prepared at an early stage in project development, before
detailed planning of component activities has occurred. More detailed descriptions of the
component activities are therefore expected in subsequent EPs.

Refinement or modifications to methods or timing for individual project activities may occur
after an OPP acceptance and before the submission of EPs. These refinements or
modifications to the accepted project cannot be new activities and cannot significantly change
the overall environmental impacts and risks of the project as described in the accepted OPP.
Table 3-2 shows which scopes from the Scarborough OPP may have progressed in level of
definition since the Scarborough OPP was accepted by NOPSEMA.

Section 4 of the Scarborough OPP (SA0006AF0000002, Rev 5) provides a detailed
description of the Scarborough project.
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Table 3-2: Concordance of activities described in the Scarborough OPP with those included in this EP

monitored over the life of the
Project. Data will be used to
inform decisions regarding
reservoir management.”

WA-61-L & WA-62-L is up to 530
m? (concrete pads are each ~2
m? in area). Although this area
was not specifically included in
the OPP seabed disturbance
calculations, it is encompassed
in the contingency area included
in the 234,000 m? total
disturbance estimate. This area
was used as a basis for impact
assessment in the OPP. Hence
there is no change in impact
from the OPP.

Refinement Refinement Is this a
Scarborough | Scope or overview of Relevance to this EP or or - Significance of change
OPP Section the Activity modification | modification - 9 9
o activity
to methods to timing
Reservoir monitoring methods
have since been further defined This change does not
to include gravimetry, a process significantly alter the overall
involving installation of concrete environmental impacts and risks
pads on the seabed which are of the project as described in
used to periodically support a the accepted Scarborough OPP.
passive gravity meter and enable Section 6.7.1 of the EP has
determination a field-wide assessed the |mpact/
With respect to reservoir measurement of gravity (Ref consequence of seabed
monitoring methodoloay. the Section 3.9). disturbance from subsea
OPP statgs that “Presgﬁ’re The extent of seabed infrastructure (including
and saturation changes in disturbance caused by gravimetry concrete pads) to
4421 the reservoir will be gravimetry concrete pads across | ygg No No have a maximum impact

significance level of ‘D’ (Minor)
based on impact potential for
the most sensitive receptor
(KEFs). The impact significance
levels for receptors are
consistent with the levels rated
in the Scarborough OPP.

As part of consultation for this
EP, all relevant stakeholders
have been consulted on the
activity, including the gravimetry
scope.
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Refinement

Refinement

. Is this a
SEEIEMEUE | SEEpHE O SEmIE Relevance to this EP or or new Significance of change
OPP Section the Activity modification | modification - 9 9
_— activity
to methods to timing
This change does not
significantly alter the overall
environmental impacts and risks
In the current subsea of the project as described in
The OPP states that "drill infrastructure design, weIIs/x;1 the accepted Scarborough OPP.
4422 centres are connected to &ﬁllﬁ:ifaaﬁeﬁﬁﬂaiifsatgé iﬁ- Yes No No The result of this change is a
manifolds by well jumpers...: | |. ' tees, rather than well reduced seabed disturbance, as
jumpers and manifolds. in-line tees have a smaller -
footprint than manifolds. This
impact is assessed in
Section 6.7.1.
This change does not
The OPP defines the sign_ificantly altc_ar the overall _
following as a credible spill This scenario has been updated environmental impacts and risks
scenario: "Partial or total to a more conservative estimate: of the project as described in
failure of a bulk transfer hose | "Partial or total failure of a bulk the accepted Scarborough OPP.
or fittings during bunkering, | (ransfer hose or fittings during The overall significance level for
combined bunkering, combined with a an unplanned hydrocarbon
7.2.6.1 delay to shutoff fuel pumps, fora | Yes No No release during bunkering is

with a failure in procedure to
shutoff fuel pumps, for a
period of up to five minutes,
resulting in about 8 m3 MDO
loss to the deck and/or into
the marine environment."

period of up to fifteen minutes,
resulting in approximately 50 m3
marine diesel lost to the deck
and/or into the marine
environment."

Minor (D) based on a minor
impact to the most sensitive
receptors (Section 6.8.3). The
impact significance levels for
individual receptors are
consistent with the levels rated
in the Scarborough OPP.
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3.4 Location

The Petroleum Activities Program is located in Permit Areas WA-61-L and WA-62-L in
Commonwealth waters, about 375 km west-north-west of Dampier. The closest landfall to the
Petroleum Activities Program is the North West Cape, about 216 km south-south-east at its nearest
point (Figure 3-2). The indicative locations and depths of the key subsea infrastructure are presented
in Table 3-3.
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Figure 3-2: Petroleum Activities Program location and Operational Area
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Table 3-3: Approximate Coordinates, water depths and permit areas of key subsea infrastructure

Structure for installation Approx. Easting Approx. Northing Approx. Water Permit Area
(m) (m) Depth (m)

_Start of Flowline A and associated 106033 7810217 -907 WA-61-L
infrastructure

End of Flowline A and associated 105222 7793017 -946 WA-61-L
infrastructure

Start of Flowline B and associated 92743 7797625 -918 WA-61-L
infrastructure

End of Flowline B and associated 105312 7792834 -948 WA-61-L
infrastructure

Start of Flowline C and associated -913 WA-61-L
infrastructure 93208 7795255

_End of Flowline C and associated 105273 7792765 -948 WA-61-L
infrastructure

Northern end of mooring array 734706 7796796 -943 WA-61-L
Southern end of mooring array 734564 7793314 -961 WA-61-L
Eastern end of mooring array 736470 7795081 -956 WA-61-L
Western end of mooring array 732982 7795189 -949 WA-61-L
North-western outer concrete pad 718562 718562 -969 WA-62-L
North-eastern outer concrete pad 753374 7823459 -928 WA-62-L
South-eastern outer concrete pad 742329 7788466 -955 WA-61-L
South-western outer concrete pad 718976 7788850 -966 WA-61-L

3.5 Operational Area

The spatial boundary of the Petroleum Activities Program has been described and assessed using
two ‘areas’, the Operational Area and the Permit Area. The combination of the Operational Area and
Permit Area defines the spatial boundary of the Petroleum Activities Program, as described and risk
assessed by this EP, including vessel related petroleum activities. This EP provides for Operational
Areas within the Petroleum Activities Area (PAA), including:
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e For gravimetry activities, the Operational Area encompasses a radius of 2000 m around
location of the outermost concrete pads, in which gravimetry preparation and survey
activities will take place and will be managed under this EP. This results in an operational
area that encompasses and extends beyond Permit Areas WA-61-L and WA-62-L (see
Figure 3-2). The 1000 m (radius) Operational Area around the outermost concrete pads
allows for the movement and positioning of vessels.

e For the subsea installation activities, the Operational Area encompasses a radius of
1500 m from the centre point or from the centreline of subsea infrastructure, in which
subsea installation activities will take place and will be managed under this EP. The 1500 m
(radii) Operational Area around subsea infrastructure allows for the movement and
positioning of vessels.

e For mooring pre-lay activities, the Operational Area encompasses a radius of 2000 m
around the future location of the FPU, in which mooring pre-lay activities will take place and
will be managed under this EP. The 2000 m (radius) Operational Area around the future
FPU location allows for moorings to be deployed and the movement and positioning of
vessels.

The Operational Area(s) and Permit Area are collectively referred to as the PAA in this EP. Vessel-
related activities within the Operational Area will comply with this EP. Vessels supporting the
Petroleum Activities Program when outside the Operational Area must adhere to applicable maritime
regulations and other requirements.

3.6 Timing

The Petroleum Activities Program has an estimated cumulative duration of 18 months (excluding
IMMR activities), with activities occurring in multiple campaigns for completion within a three-year
window. The earliest commencement date (subject to approval) is estimated to be the second half
of 2023.

Table 3-4 provides a breakdown of the estimated duration of planned installation and other activities.
The EP has impact and risk assessed these activities throughout the year (all seasons) to provide
operational flexibility for schedule changes and vessel availability.

When underway, activities will be 24 hours per day, seven days per week. Simultaneous operations
(SIMOPS) may occur between activities within the PAA, with timing of some subsea installation,
mooring and survey activities overlapping. Timing, duration and vessel selection for all activities is
subject to change due to project schedule requirements, vessel availability, unforeseen
circumstances, and weather.

Table 3-4: Summary of Petroleum Activities Program timing

- Earliest estimated start &
Activity Vessa! e estimated duration
Gravimetry
Installation of concrete pads LCV Around Nov 2023 — ~2 months
Baseline gravimetry survey Survey vessel or LCV Around Nov 2024 — ~2 months
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Activity

Vessel type

Earliest estimated start &
estimated duration

SURF campaign 1

Flowline reel-lay

Installation of RBM foundation, initiation suction pile, in-
line structures, mud mats, sleepers, survey array,

Pre-lay & post-lay surveys

Infrastructure storage and transport to field
(contingency only)

Flood, clean, gauge and test

PV, LCV, support
vessels (may include
tug and barge spread)

Around Oct 2023 — ~3 months

FPU mooring pre-lay

Pre-lay survey

LCV

This scope will be executed by
the LCV conducting the concrete
pad installation scope

Mooring pre-lay

Infrastructure storage and transport to field
(contingency only)

Post-lay survey

HCV, support vessels
(may include HLV)

Around Feb 2024 — ~3 months

SURF campaign 2

Installation of in-field umbilicals, and flying leads,
control system mud mat, subsea distribution
units/assembly, umbilical termination assemblies, RBM,
spool, jumpers

Wet storing of dynamic umbilical and risers
Pre- & post-lay surveys

Infrastructure storage and transport to field
(contingency only)

Leak testing

HCV, LCV, support
vessels (may include
HCV, tug and barge
spread)

Around Nov 2024 — ~3 months

Inspection, monitoring, maintenance and repair

ROV inspection
Sediment relocation
Marine growth removal

Infrastructure repair

Offshore Construction
Vessel (OCV) (or
similar)

May occur any time post-
infrastructure installation for the
life of the EP

3.6.1 Concurrent Operations

Concurrent operations will occur between activities included in this Petroleum Activities Program and
Scarborough activities covered by other EPs (i.e. drilling and completions or trunkline installation).
The cumulative impact of concurrent operations has been assessed in Section 6.2.1 of this EP.
Interactions between these scopes (i.e. simultaneous operations) will be managed through SIMOPs
plans if required.
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3.7 Vessel Operations

Several vessel types will be required to complete the activities associated with the Petroleum
Activities Program. These are detailed in Table 3-5.

Vessels may mobilise from an Australian port or directly from international waters to the PAA, in
accordance with biosecurity and marine assurance requirements. Vessels will not usually anchor
within the PAA during the activities and instead maintain position using dynamic positioning (DP).

DP uses multiple sources of positioning data (such as satellite navigation and radio transponders)
to maintain the position of the vessel at a required location. In some instances, higher levels of
accuracy may be required, where satellite information is enhanced via seabed transponders. These
transponders emit signals that are detected by receivers on the vessel and used to calculate position.
The transponders are typically deployed in an array on the seabed, using clump weights comprising
concrete. They are recovered at the end, generally by ROV, and clump weights will also be
recovered.

All vessels will display navigational lighting and external lighting, as required for safe operations.
Lighting levels will be determined primarily by operational safety and navigational requirements
under relevant legislation, specifically the Navigation Act 2012 (Cth) (Navigation Act). The vessels
will be lit to maintain operational safety on a 24-hour basis.

Typical vessel parameters a presented in Table 3-5.

Table 3-5: Typical vessel parameters

Parameter ;gs’a(ssues")e” HCV (DLV 2000) g\éé;?;’f” HLV (Happy Sky)
Draft (max) 6.75m 7.9 m 7.5m 9.5m

Length 131.7m 184 m 157.3m 154.8 m
Gross tonnage 9494 t 45,247 t 18,201t 17,775t
Crane capacity (AHC) 400t 2000 t 400t 1,100t

Total fuel volume 1200 m3 3751 md 2800 m® 1800 m3
Volume of largest fuel tank 362 md 998 m3 514 m3 250 m3

Other vessels used for the survey and installation activities include survey vessels, tug and barge
spreads, fuel bunkering and support vessels. These are smaller vessels than those detailed above.

Support vessels will be used to transport equipment and materials between the activity vessels and
port. The loading and back-loading of equipment, materials and wastes is one of the most common
supporting activities conducted. The support vessels, when in the PAA, are also available to assist
in implementation of the Oil Pollution First Strike Plan, should an environmental incident occur (e.g.
spills).

3.8 Support Operations

3.8.1 Refuelling

Vessels will be refuelled via support vessels as required. Refuelling may take place within the PAA
and has been included in the risk assessment for this EP. Other fuel transfers that may occur on
board vessels may include refuelling of cranes or other equipment as required.
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3.8.2 Helicopter Operations

During the Petroleum Activities Program, crew changes may be performed using helicopters as
required. Helicopter operations within the PAA are limited to helicopter take-off and landing on the
helideck. Helicopters may be refuelled on the helideck. Helicopters may also be used in emergency
response events.

3.8.3 ROV Operations

Vessels will be equipped with ROV systems that are maintained and operated by specialised
personnel aboard the vessel. ROVs may be used during activities including:

e Observation during installation activities.
e Physical installation assistance.

e Pre- and post-lay surveys.

e Removal of debris.

3.8.4 Surveys

Survey activities may be carried out prior to the commencement of infrastructure installation
activities, during scope execution and after the activity is complete. Surveys may collect data to
gather information on:

e seabed and near seabed geomorphology
e debris/obstacles
e infrastructure position

The survey activities can be undertaken either from a dedicated survey vessel, ROV or from the
construction vessels themselves.

The survey methods may include multibeam echo sounders (MBES), side scan sonar (SSS), pipe
trackers, and magnetometer, and may utilise underwater acoustic positioning. The survey methods
used will be dependent on survey objectives. Sound waves are transmitted from a transducer
mounted on either an ROV or hull of the vessel and return signals (echos) from the seabed, near
seabed or other acoustic survey equipment.

MBES can be used to undertake hydrographic surveys prior to, during and post-installation activities.
SSS, pipe trackers and magnetometers may be used to verify positions of existing seabed features
and infrastructure.

A baseline gravimetry survey will also be executed under this Petroleum Activities Program and is
described in Section 3.9.

3.8.5 Underwater Acoustic Positioning

Accurate positioning of subsea infrastructure on the seabed is required and therefore Ultra Short
Baseline (USBL) and/or Long Base Line (LBL) acoustic positioning will be required.

Typically, USBL subsea transponders are mounted on an ROV or structure which transmits an
acoustic pulse back to the vessel receiver, which can be resolved to an accurate subsea position of
the ROV or structure.

The LBL array provides accurate positioning within the array by measuring ranges to three or more
transponders deployed at known locations on the seabed and structures. These transponders, and
associated frames, will be recovered at the end of the petroleum activities. Alternatively, LBL
transponders may be moored to the seabed by a sacrificial clump weight which are recovered by
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means of a hydrostatic release. The standard clump weights used, made of cement or steel, will
weigh about 80 kilogram (kg).

Transmissions are not continuous but consist of short ‘chirps’ with a duration that ranges from
between about 3 and 40 milliseconds. Transponders will not emit any sound when on standby.

3.8.6 Marine growth removal

Excess marine growth may need to be removed from subsea infrastructure using an ROV if
accumulated between installation phases. Any residual cleaning debris and water will be managed
in line with the approach applied to routine vessel discharges. Table 3-6 lists the different marine
growth removal techniques that may be used.

Table 3-6: Marine growth removal methods

Activity/Equipment Description

Water jetting Uses high-pressure water to remove marine growth

Brush systems Uses brushes attached to an ROV to physically remove marine growth
Acid (typically sulfamic acid) Chemically dissolves calcium deposits

3.8.7 Critical lifts / equipment transfers

Critical lifts and/or vessel to vessel transfers of equipment may occur within the PAA. Vessel to
vessel equipment transfers are required when a vessel transports equipment from port (local or
international) and then hips up to an installation vessel to lift equipment between vessels using the
on-board cranes.

Critical lifts may occur between vessels or during installation of equipment to the seabed. Critical lifts
may refer to a heavy or complicated lift, as defined in the applicable lifting standard, and require
specific vessels with appropriately rated cranes, lifting equipment and lifting plan.

3.9 Gravimetry

Among the many variables which define the Scarborough reservoir range, the large regional aquifer
and the associated uncertainty of water movement are a material contributor. 4D seismic monitoring
alone will be challenged to reduce the uncertainty associated with water movement, and gravimetry
technology has been identified as a suitable complement to 4D seismic for monitoring field-wide
water movement in the reservoir. The technique delivers a field-wide measurement of gravity,
providing direct measurement of water movement / saturation and reservoir compaction /
subsidence.

Preparation for Scarborough gravimetry surveys involves installation of approximately 220 concrete
pads (up to 265 depending on final design) by an LCV. The pads are conical frustum-shaped, 1.6 m
in diameter, and will be placed in a grid like pattern approximately 2 km apart, having a cumulative
seabed footprint of approximately 500 m?. The concrete pads ensure that measurements are
acquired at the same position on the seabed in consecutive surveys, such that observed time-lapse
differences in gravity and water depth can be unambiguously attributed to the effect of hydrocarbon
production. These will remain deployed on the seabed until end of field life.

Following preparations, a baseline gravimetry survey will be conducted. The survey will involve
temporary placement of a passive gravity meter, sequentially on each concrete pad by, and
temporary deployment of tide gauges on the seabed by a survey vessel or LCV. The tide gauges
will be recovered after the survey is complete. The purpose of the survey is to monitor pressure and

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form
by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 46 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

saturation changes in the reservoir, to inform decisions regarding reservoir management. See
Figure 3-3 for an activity diagram.
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Figure 3-3: Gravimetry activity diagram
3.10 Subsea Infrastructure Installation

3.10.1 Campaign 1

It is intended that activities across subsea infrastructure installation campaign 1 will be conducted
by a PV or LCV, as described in Table 3-5. Some activities planned for the PV and LCV may be
performed by the other vessel depending on operational constraints.

Installation of the survey beacon array are planned to occur prior to the pre- and post-lay surveys.
Pre-and post-lay surveys will be conducted from vessel and ROV to assess seabed condition pre-
installation and confirm infrastructure location post-installation.

Thirteen mud mats, approximately 16 m x 9 m x 0.3 m in size, are planned to be installed by the
LCV, to provide a base for the installation of other infrastructure (in-line structures). Up to twelve
additional mud mats, 8 m x 4 m x 3 m in size, may be installed as foundations for the subsea
distribution units (SDUs) and umbilical termination assemblies (UTAs). It is intended that seven
flowline sleepers of approximately 30 m x 2.5 m x 1 m in size will be deployed by the LCV along the
pipeline routes prior to reel lay activities.

The intention is that a single initiation suction pile will be temporarily installed by the reel-lay vessel
prior to each of the three flowline installations. This 15 m high, 5 m wide pile would be lowered to the
seabed and allowed to self-bury, before the ROV commences suction to penetrate pile to target
depth. An initiation wire would then be attached to allow the flowline installation to commence.

Flowline installation is intended to occur across three separate stages. This process is initiated with
lifting of the Flowline End Termination (FLET) from a supply vessel, which is then deployed to depth

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form
by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 47 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

and attached to the initiation wire. The reel-lay vessel will then lay lengths of the flowline, and
intermittently install in-line structures, including the In-Line Tees (ILTs) and FLETS, onto pre-installed
mud mats. In total there will be three lengths of flowline, seven ILTs and six FLETSs installed.

0CS-V-700 Inboard Hub s Jamovable Gulde

& Short-Term Pressure Cap

Laydown Yoke

Figure 3-4: FLET diagram

The reel-lay vessel is also intended to install the riser base manifold (RBM) foundation, prior to RBM
installation in Campaign 2. The foundation is comprised of four suction piles with a rigid frame
attached to the top, with overall dimensions of approximately 28 m x 15 m x 6 m. The intention is
that the foundation will be lifted from a transport barge and lowered to the seabed. Various equipment
may be employed to assist with orientation and landing on the seabed, such as a clump weight,
bridle or ROV. An ROV may also be used to penetrate the piles to target depth.

Post installation, all installation aids (i.e., transponder arrays, frames) are planned to be removed.
This will be confirmed via an ROV inspection.

Following installation, it is intended that the temporary heads on the FLETs will be replaced with Pig
Launcher Receivers (PLRs). The FLET valves would then be opened and the flowlines flooded,
cleaned and gauged (FCG), replacing the air contents with treated seawater from a subsea flooding
unit. Flowlines will be leak tested from the riser base FLETSs to confirm the tightness of connections,
using an ROV based hydrotesting skid. Post-hydrotest, the pressure in the flowlines is reduced by
releasing a small volume of the treated water. A summary of the discharges associated with FCG
and hydrotesting are in Table 3-7. De-watering of the installed infrastructure will occur post-FPU
arrival and will therefore be the subject of a future EP.

Table 3-7: Planned discharges during subsea installation activities (Campaign 1)

Activity System Contents Chemical Approximate Contingency
concentration discharge discharge
volume volume*
FCG Flowline A Filtered and 600 ppm 31.4 md 373 m3
treated seawater
Flowline B Filtered and 600 ppm 31.4m? 288 m3
treated seawater
Flowline C Filtered and 600 ppm 31.4m? 272 m3
treated seawater
Hydrotest Flowline A Filtered and 600 ppm 20 m3 N/A
treated seawater
Flowline B Filtered and 600 ppm 20 m3 N/A
treated seawater
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Activity System Contents Chemical Approximate Contingency
concentration discharge discharge
volume volume*
Flowline C Filtered and 600 ppm 20 m? N/A
treated seawater

*20% of flowline volume; discharged only if there is no clear indication of pigs’ arrival.

3.10.2 Campaign 2

It is intended that activities across SURF campaign 2 will be conducted by an LCV or HCV, as
described in Table 3-5. These will occur as detailed in the following paragraphs, although not
necessarily in this particular order.

Pre- and post-lay surveys are planned to be conducted from vessel and ROV to assess seabed
condition pre-installation and confirm infrastructure location post-installation.

Installation of the RBM is intended to be conducted by lifting the structure from the deck of the vessel,
lowering to seabed and aligning this with the pre-installed foundation, with ROV assistance. The
RBM provides a connection point for the wet-parked export risers, while the production risers will be
connected to the infield FLETSs.

Figure 3-5: RBM diagram

A total of six risers (three export and three production) are planned to be installed. Lengths range
between about 2.2 and 2.9 km, and the inner diameter is 14". The risers will have a lazy wave
catenary configuration supported by bend stiffener and buoyancy modules. The HCV will lay the
risers via the lay system, starting from the FPU end, using a clump weight for initiation. The riser,
with ancillaries connected, will be lowered to the seabed, and as the length of the riser is continually
laid out, lazy wave buoys will be installed. The subsea end of the riser will be lowered last to the
seabed and connected to the appropriate tie-in structure. It is intended that the risers will be installed
pre-filled onshore with treated freshwater.

Eight 8" flexible jumpers, 120 m each, are intended to be deployed to depth using the HCV cranes
and connected to appropriate infrastructure with ROV support. These will be installed pre-filled
onshore with treated freshwater and 60wt% Mono Ethylene Glycol (MEG).
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A total of nine umbilicals, both dynamic and static, are planned to be installed. These range between
about 108 mm and 212 mm in outer diameter. One dynamic umbilical will be installed similarly to the
risers, initiated with an anchor (clump weight or similar) at one end, laid out from there and wet stored
on the seabed. It is intended that the subsea end of the dynamic umbilical will be landed onto its pre-
installed mud mat, while the topside end will be wet-stored with pick-up rigging to facilitate future
connection. Like the risers, the dynamic umbilical includes a bend stiffener to maintain a lazy wave
catenary configuration. It is intended that the eight static umbilicals to be connected subsea to
initiate, laid away and the second end then connected subsea. The installation vessel’'s vertical lay
system will be used to install the umbilicals with Umbilical Termination Assemblies (UTAs) and
Umbilical Termination Heads (UTHSs). Flying leads will be deployed to seabed by the LCV on
deployment frames. An ROV will remove the leads from the frames and connect to associated
infrastructure. Two SDUs and one subsea distribution assembly (SDA) are also planned to be
installed during this campaign.

A 32" rigid spool will connect the RBM to the export trunkline termination (the latter detailed in the
Scarborough Seabed Intervention and Trunkline Installation (SI&TI) Environment Plan). The
horizontal, s-shaped spool is approximately 51 m x 16 m x 3.6 m, and will be pre-filled onshore with
treated and dyed freshwater. The intention is that it will be lifted from the deck of the HCV or transport
barge, lowered and deployed to the seabed, and connected to the RBM and export trunkline
termination with ROV support.

Installation of the pre-filled risers, jumpers and spool will result in small volumes of preservation fluid
being discharged to the environment. This will occur during activities such as cap removal and
connector tie-in. Discharges associated with subsea installation activities are expected to be
negligible (<1 m3 per connector).

Following installation, various leak tests will be performed on the installed infrastructure. Flexible
risers and well jumpers will be leak tested from the relevant FLET or ILT with an ROV based
hydrotesting skid, and all subsea tie-ins will be visually inspected during the leak test hold period for
leak detection. No MEG will be discharged subsea during leak testing of well jumpers; the volume
used to pressurise will be vented to a tank and recovered to surface on completion of the test. The
gas export system will also be leak tested using an ROV based hydrotesting skid, by injecting treated
freshwater into the gas export system RBM, against closed valves on the PLET and high pressure
(HP) caps on flexible risers; all subsea tie-ins will be visually inspected during leak test hold period
for leak detection. A summary of the discharges associated with leak testing are in Table 3-8. De-
watering of the installed infrastructure will occur post-FPU arrival, and will therefore be the subject
of a future EP.

Table 3-8: Planned discharges during subsea installation activities (Campaign 2)

Activity System Contents Chemical Approximate Contingency
concentration discharge discharge
volume volume*
Leak test Production Riser A Filtered and treated | 600 ppm 5m? N/A
freshwater
Production Riser B Filtered and treated | 600 ppm 5m? N/A
freshwater
Production Riser C | Filtered and treated | 600 ppm 5m?d N/A
freshwater
Gas export system Filtered and treated | 600 ppm 15 m?3 N/A
freshwater
Jumpers Dyed MEG 60wWt% 1 ms* N/A

*Includes MEG flush of hoses prior to connection to subsea asset. MEG will be returned to the MEG reservoir (bladder tank) during
depressurisation.

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form
by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 50 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

3.10.3 FPU Mooring Pre-Lay

Moorings for the FPU will be installed prior to FPU arrival. Each of the 20 legs will be composed of
both wire and chain components and extend approximately 1650 m from the FPU. Legs will be
anchored with 23 m high by 8 m diameter suction piles, buried with only the top 1-2 m exposed
above seabed. Mooring legs are connected to the suction piles and wet-stored on the seabed with
attached recovery assistance, until connection to the FPU, which will be addressed by a future
Environment Plan.

Moorings and suction piles will be stored on a HLV nearshore, then transported to the field and
installed with an HCV crane and deep water lowering system by placing suction piles on the seabed
and engaging the suction system, via a subsea pump, to bury. Attached mooring legs will then be
laid-back on the seabed in a planned configuration within the future FPU mooring footprint and wet
stored until FPU arrival and hook-up. Contingency of the HLV or another supply vessel entering the
PAA to deliver infrastructure to the HCV may be required.

Pre- and post-lay surveys will be conducted from vessel and ROV to assess seabed condition pre-
installation and confirm infrastructure location post-installation.

Figure 3-6: Suction pile diagram
3.11 Contingency Activities

3.11.1 Wet buckle of flowline

A wet buckle is an event that could occur during flowline installation and is typically caused by a loss
of station keeping of the installation vessel and results in the flowline buckling at the touch down
point on the seabed. To recover from this scenario, the damaged section of the flowline is removed,
by cutting from the remainder of the flowline and moving out of the flowline route. Sediment relocation
may be required to allow installation of the cutting tool. A pipeline recovery tool will then be installed
on the cut end of the flowline section. Raw seawater ingress will be displaced by pigging with treated
and filtered sea water, pumped using an ROV subsea skid via the associated FLET to preserve the
wet-buckled flowline. Upon completion of this activity, the flowline is recovered to the installation
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vessel, welded to a new section of flowline, and installation activities continued. The treated seawater
would be discharged during FCG of the fully installed flowline, and replaced with new treated
seawater for ongoing preservation. If the wet buckle occurs early in the process, the whole section
may be removed and the process re-started, if appropriate.

3.11.2 Additional well jumper

Base case is to install eight 8" 120 m flexible jumpers, although a ninth jumper, 900 m long, may be
installed if an additional well is drilled.

3.11.3 Rigid spool installation

If, for any reason, the rigid spool becomes un-installable by the HCV or transport barge, an
alternative option will be to use a HLV to perform the transportation and installation of the spool.

3.11.4 Span rectification

Flowlines have been engineered to reduce the requirement for span rectification and it is not
anticipated to be required, although this will be confirmed post-installation. The span rectification
process would involve placing grout bags under the span section; the empty bag moved into position
using ROV, then filled with grout supplied from a mixing and pumping spread on the vessel via a
downline. Small, prefilled bags can be installed using ROV or lowered to the seabed using a vessel
crane. Following installation activities, concrete lines and equipment may be flushed clean, with
wash-water discharged overboard. Typical grout volumes depend on the size of the span and may
vary in weight from about 200—2000 kg per span.

3.12 Non-production phase and IMMR

Following installation of infrastructure, items will remain installed or wet-stored in a preserved state
on the seabed, prior to commissioning, start-up and operations. Flowlines will be filled with treated
seawater for preservation, until gas is introduced to the system. During this non-production phase,
Inspection, Monitoring, Maintenance and Repair (IMMR) activities may be carried out as required
any time throughout the life of this EP, post-infrastructure installation. This may include cleaning of
marine growth (e.g. ROV water jet), sediment relocation, ROV inspections, infrastructure repair.
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4 DESCRIPTION OF THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

4.1 Overview

In accordance with regulations 13(2) and 13(3) of the Environment Regulations, this section
describes the existing environment that may be affected by the activity (planned and unplanned, as
described in Section 3), including details of the particular relevant values and sensitivities of the
environment, which were used for the risk assessment.

The Environment that May Be Affected (EMBA) is the largest spatial extent where unplanned events
could have an environmental consequence on the surrounding environment. For this EP, the EMBA
is the potential spatial extent of surface and in-water hydrocarbons at concentrations above
ecological impact thresholds, in the event of the worst-case credible spill. The ecological impact
thresholds used to delineate the EMBA are defined in Section 6.8.1.3. The worst-case credible spill
scenario for this EP is the highly unlikely event of a loss of marine diesel during a vessel collision.

Woodside recognises that hydrocarbons may be visible beyond the EMBA at lower concentrations
than the ecological impact thresholds defined in Section 6.8.1.3. These visible hydrocarbons are
not expected to cause ecological impacts. In respect of this, an additional socio-cultural EMBA is
defined, as the potential spatial extent within which social-cultural impacts may occur from changes
to the visual amenity of the marine environment. Receptors relevant to the socio-cultural EMBA
include Commonwealth and State marine protected areas (MPASs), National and Commonwealth
Heritage Listed places, areas of tourism and recreation, and commercial and traditional fisheries.
For this EP, the socio-cultural EMBA for surface hydrocarbons encompasses an area fully within the
boundaries of the EMBA for ecological impacts. The EMBA and socio-economic EMBA are shown
in Figure 4-1 and described in Table 4-1.

The EMBA presented does not represent the predicted coverage of any one hydrocarbon spill or a
depiction of a slick or plume at any particular point in time. Rather, the areas are a composite of a
large number of theoretical paths, integrated over the full duration of the simulations under various
metocean conditions.

Table 4-1: Hydrocarbon spill thresholds used to define EMBA for surface and in-water hydrocarbons

Hyd;_c;/cpagbon EMBAL Socio-cultural EMBAL PlannlngMA(;rr:ai?Jrc:rr]gSuentlflc
Surface 10 g/m? 1 g/m? NA

This represents the minimum | This represents a wider area
oil thickness (0.01 mm) at where a visible sheen may be
which ecological impacts present on the surface and,
(e.g. to birds and marine therefore, the concentration at
mammals) are expected to which socio-cultural impacts to
occur. the visual amenity of the

marine environment may

occur. However, it is below

concentrations at which

ecological impacts are

expected to occur.

Dissolved 50 ppb 10 ppb

This represents potential toxic effects, particularly sublethal This low exposure value
effects to highly sensitive species (NOPSEMA guidance note: establishes the planning area for
A652993, April 2019). As dissolved hydrocarbons are within scientific monitoring (based on
the water column and not visible, impacts to socio-cultural potential for exceedance of
receptors can be associated with ecological impacts. water quality triggers)
Therefore, dissolved hydrocarbons at this threshold also (NOPSEMA guidance note:
represent the level at which socio-cultural impacts may occur. A652993, April 2019). This area
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Hyd[%cpaerbon EMBAL Socio-cultural EMBAL PlannmgM%rnei?ofﬁrr]gSmentlflc
Entrained 100 ppb is described further in Appendix
. . . . D: Figure 5-1.

This represents potential toxic effects, particularly sublethal ) .
effects to highly sensitive species (NOPSEMA guidance note;: | !N the event of a spill, DNP will
A652993, April 2019). As entrained hydrocarbons are within be notified of AMPs which may
the water column and not visible, impacts to socio-cultural be contacted by hydrocarbons at
receptors can be associated with ecological impacts. this threshold (Table 7-7).
Therefore, entrained hydrocarbons at this threshold also
represent the level at which socio-cultural impacts may occur.

Shoreline 100 g/m? 10 g/m? N/A
This represents the This represents the volume where
threshold that could hydrocarbons may be visible on
impact the survival and the shoreline but is below
reproductive capacity of concentrations at which ecological
benthic epifaunal impacts are expected to occur.
invertebrates living in
intertidal habitat.

1 Further details including the source of the thresholds used to define the EMBA in this table are provided in Section 6.8.1.3

[ JEntrained 100 ppb
[IDissolved 50 ppb
|Socio-Cultural EMBA &
|C_Jsurface 1 g/m’ f
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Figure 4-1: Environment that May Be Affected by the Petroleum Activities Program
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4.2 Regional Context

The PAA occurs in Commonwealth waters off the north-west coast of Western Australia (WA),
located in the North-west Marine Bioregion (NWMR) (IMCRA 4.0). Within the NWMR, the PAA lies
within the Northern Carnarvon Basin on the Exmouth Plateau, about 375 km offshore from the
Burrup Peninsula. The PAA overlaps with the Northwest Province and the EMBA partially overlaps
with the Central Western Transition, Central Western Province, Northwest Shelf Province, Northwest
Transition (Figure 4-2). Woodside’s Description of Existing Environment (Appendix I) summarises
the characteristics for the relevant marine bioregions.

115,0'F 116°0E 17°0E
Legend
Petroleum Activity Area

Australian IMCRA Provincial
Bioregion Boundaries (IMCRA
Version 4.0, 2006)

Q Central Western Shelf Transition
[ | Central Western Transition
I Northwest Province

[ Northwest Shelf Province

[ |Northwest Transition

Kilomet :
sclescbon Woodside
CRS: GCS GDA 1994 Ers

DMS#G6124K7H7403-220634330-879 03

L L
GeosciencesAustralia, Esri, GEBCO, DeLorme, NaturalVue

Figure 4-2: Location of the PAA and relevant marine bioregions

4.3 Matters of National Environmental Significance (EPBC Act)

Table 4-2 and Table 4-3 summarise the matters of national environmental significance (MNES)
overlapping the PAA and EMBA, respectively, according to Protected Matters Search Tool (PMST)
results (Appendix C). It should be noted that the EPBC Act PMST is a general database that
conservatively identifies areas in which protected species have the potential to occur.

Additional information on these MNES are provided in subsequent sections of this chapter.
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Table 4-2: Summary of MNES identified by the EPBC Act Protected Matters Search Tool (PMST) as

potentially occurring within the PAA

MNES Number Relevant Section
World Heritage Properties 0 Section 4.9.1
National Heritage Places 0 Section 4.9.1
Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar) 0 Section 4.9.1
Commonwealth Marine Area 1 Section 4.2
Listed Threatened Ecological Communities 0 Section 4.5
Listed Threatened Species 15 Section 4.6
Listed Migratory Species 26 Section 4.6

Table 4-3: Summary of MNES identified by the EPBC Act PMST as potentially occurring within the

EMBA
MNES Number Relevant Section
World Heritage Properties 0 Section 4.9.1
National Heritage Places 0 Section 4.9.1
Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar) 0 Section 4.9.1
Commonwealth Marine Area 2 Section 4.2
Listed Threatened Ecological Communities 0 Section 4.5
Listed Threatened Species 36 Section 4.6
Listed Migratory Species 54 Section 4.6

4.4 Physical Environment

Water depths of the PAA range from approximately 900 m to 1000 m. The shallowest waters are
approximately in the centre of the PAA, with a gradual increase in depth to the north/north-west and
also to the south/south-east (Figure 4-3). To the centre and west of the PAA, craters (up to 400 m
across and 10 m deep) and similar pockmarks (metres to tens of metres across) have been identified
through geophysical surveys (Fugro, 2010). The seafloor exhibits gradients less than 1° but extends
to about 15° on the edge of craters (Fugro, 2010). These crater and pockmark formations may be
associated with hydrocarbon seeps and associated authigenic carbonate formations (Fugro, 2010).

Marine sediment quality surveys within the Scarborough (WA-61-L3) title were undertaken during the
2012/2013 wet and dry seasons (ERM, 2013). The ERM marine investigation included sampling at

a number of sampling sites, to:

e provide a broad characterisation of the habitats within WA-61-L

e achieve spatial coverage across WA-61-L

3 Note that the WA-1-R title expired on 1/11/2020, and was replaced by WA-61-L.
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e provide a representative selection of the various topographic features and corresponding
benthic habitats (i.e. crater/pockmark versus non-crater areas).

Key results included:

e All the sediment samples collected were predominantly (297% w/w) composed of clay and
silt; and only small amounts (1-3% w/w) of sand and shell were detected.

e Generally, low concentrations of metals and nutrients were detected. With the exception of
nickel, metal concentrations were below the sediment default guideline values (DGVS)
(Simpson, 2013) for analytes with defined DGVs (arsenic, cadmium, chromium, copper,
mercury, nickel, lead and zinc). Nickel concentrations were below the high guideline value
(GV).

e No hydrocarbons were detected.

Although crater and pockmark formations have been identified in the EMBA, which have been
associated with hydrocarbon seeps and authigenic carbonate formations (Fugro, 2010), the absence
of hydrocarbons in sediment samples indicates the lack of recent hydrocarbon seep activity in the
locations sampled (ERM, 2013).

Water quality in the PAA is typical of a tropical offshore environment. Much of the surface water in
this area is nutrient poor, transported from the Indonesian Throughflow (ITF) and has low primary
productivity.

The marine water quality of the offshore environment of the Exmouth Plateau was measured by
collecting triplicate water samples at three stations per 15 sampling sites (across two seasons)
(ERM, 2013). Water profiling and water quality sampling was undertaken in the 2012/2013 wet and
dry seasons. The main findings include:

e The deeper waters had significantly lower dissolved oxygen concentrations (about 23%)
compared to the oxygen-saturated (=100%) surface waters.

e Generally low concentrations of metals, nutrients and chlorophyll-a were detected. With the
exception of cobalt, copper and zinc, mean metal concentrations throughout WA-61-L
during both the wet and dry season studies were below the ANZECC guidelines trigger
value for 95% species protection (ANZECC and ARMCANZ 2000).

e Total suspended solid mean concentrations were higher during the wet season (22,450
pg/L) than the dry season study (4000 pg/L) and showed variability across sites and
throughout the water column.

e No hydrocarbons were detected.

Results from the studies indicated that the water quality within the WA-61-L title is generally typical
of the NWMR’s tropical deep-water environment (ERM, 2013).

Appendix | provides a summary of the physical characteristics of the environment within the EMBA.
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Figure 4-3: Bathymetry of the PAA

4.5 Habitats and Biological Communities

The seafloor in the PAA is characterised by sparse marine life dominated by motile organisms (ERM,
2013). This soft bottom habitat also supports patchy distributions of mobile epibenthos, such as sea
cucumbers, ophiuroids, echinoderms, polychaetes and sea-pens (DEWHA, 2008a). Bivalve shell
debris and bacterial mats (both with low percent cover) were the only identified features that may be
indicative of historic hydrocarbon seep activity. A benthic infauna analysis reported by ERM in 2013
provided no evidence of the presence of unique hydrocarbon seep chemosynthetic benthic
communities, which are typically characterised by species from the family Dorvilleidae (ERM, 2013;
Thornhill et al., 2012).

Seabed habitat is characterised by sparse marine life dominated by mobile benthic biota (ERM,
2013). The benthic biota are predominantly deposit feeders such as epifauna (living on the seabed):
shrimp (crustaceans) and sea cucumbers (echinoderms), and infauna (living within the surface
sediments) small, burrowing worms (polychaetes) and crustaceans (ERM, 2013). Bioturbation traces
(seabed surface sediment animals trails, mounds and burrows) are characteristic of such deepwater
benthic habitats and were recorded during baseline survey work (ERM, 2013) and are thought to be
common within the PAA and EMBA. The seabed bioturbation indicates the presence of benthic biota
(epifauna and infauna) including echinoderms, crustaceans and echiurans (spoon worms) and
annelids (polychaetes) (ERM, 2013).

Sampling within the Permit Area returned low phytoplankton densities (ERM, 2013). Seasonal
variation was observed in the samples with total recorded taxa, species richness and species
diversity (Shannon-Weiner) being significantly greater in the dry season than in the wet season
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(ERM, 2013). Dinoflagellates were the most abundant group within wet season study, and diatoms
were generally the most abundant group in dry season study (ERM, 2013).

Similarly, greater species abundance and diversity was recorded in zooplankton samples during the
dry season compared to the wet season (ERM, 2013). Copepods were the most dominant taxonomic
group during both studies in terms of abundance and concentrations, with other zooplankton
including ostracods, molluscs (pteropods), euphausiids (krill) and larvaceans also being identified in
relatively abundant amounts (ERM, 2013).

Concentrations of fish larvae were similar in both wet and dry season samples. For both seasons
ichthyoplankton communities largely comprised the larvae of meso-pelagic fishes (Myctophidae
[lantern fishes] and Gonostomatidae [bristlemouths]) (ERM, 2013).

It is noted that these survey findings do not reflect the productivity trends reported in scientific
literature for the region (DEWHA, 2008a; Brewer et al., 2007), whereby productivity is typically
greater during the wet season when the weakening of surface currents allows for increased
upwelling. However, the findings do indicate that productivity remains low across the seasons and
that while seasonal variations in plankton species composition potentially occurs, overall variations
in abundance are likely to be minor (ERM, 2013).

Key habitats and ecological communities within the EMBA are identified in Table 4-4 and described
in Appendix I.

Table 4-4: Habitats and communities within the EMBA

Habitat/community Key locations within the EMBA

Marine primary producers

Coral Key locations for coral/habitat communities within the EMBA are at Rankin
Bank, approximately 233 km east of the PAA. Refer to Appendix H:
Section 4 for a description of coral communities in the NWMR.

Seagrass beds and macroalgae There are no recognised key locations for seagrass beds and macroalgae
habitat/communities within the EMBA.

Mangroves Shoreline accumulation of hydrocarbons is not expected above ecological
thresholds and therefore no mangrove systems occur within the EMBA.

Sandy beaches Shoreline accumulation of hydrocarbons is not expected above ecological
thresholds and therefore no sandy beaches occur within the EMBA.

Salt marshes Shoreline accumulation of hydrocarbons is not expected above ecological
thresholds and therefore no sandy beaches occur within the EMBA.

Other communities and habitats

Plankton Plankton within the EMBA is expected to reflect the conditions of the NWMR.
Primary productivity of the NWMR appears to be largely driven by offshore
influences, with periodic upwelling events and cyclonic influences driving
coastal productivity with nutrient recycling and advection.

Refer to Appendix H: Section 4.3 for a description of planktonic
communities in the NWMR.

Pelagic and demersal fish populations | In the EMBA, fish diversity and abundance is typically correlated with habitat
distribution, with complex habitats, such as coral and rocky reefs, hosting
more diverse and abundant assemblages. Notable habitats hosting diverse
fish assemblages include the Continental slope demersal fish communities
KEF.

Refer to Appendix H: Section 5.5 for a description of pelagic and demersal
fish populations in the NWMR.

Epifauna and infauna The EMBA contains deep water habitats dominated by soft, fine grain
sediments and sparse benthic biota. The benthic communities are
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Habitat/community Key locations within the EMBA

characterised by benthic filter feeders and other epifauna, and infaunal
bioturbators.

Refer to Appendix H: Section 5.5 for a description of epifauna and infauna
in the NWMR.

4.6 Protected Species

A total of 64 EPBC Act listed species considered to be MNES were identified as potentially occurring
within the EMBA, of which a subset of 29 species were identified as potentially occurring within the
PAA. The full list of marine species identified from the PMST reports is provided in Appendix C,
including several MNES that are not considered to be credibly impacted (e.g. terrestrial species
within the EMBA). Two conservation dependent species have also been identified with a potential to
occur within the PAA and / or EMBA, and one within the EMBA. One of those species, southern
bluefin tuna, has a spawning area within the South of Java Island Ecologically or Biologically
Significant Marine Areas (EBSA) directly to the north of the PAA (Figure 4-4).

Species identified as potentially occurring within the PAA and EMBA and Biologically Important
Areas (BIAs) or Habitat Critical to their Survival (Habitat Critical) that overlap the PAA and EMBA
are listed in Table 4-5 to Table 4-13, and a description of species is included in Appendix I. Figure
4-5 to Figure 4-11 show the spatial overlap with relevant BIAs and Habitat Critical areas and the
PAA.
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4.6.1 Fish, Sharks and Rays
Table 4-5: Threatened and Migratory fish, shark and ray species predicted to occur within the PAA and EMBA

Species name

Common name

Threatened status

Migratory status

Potential for interaction

PAA EMBA
Carcharodon carcharias White shark Vulnerable Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat known to
within area occur within area
Carcharhinus longimanus Oceanic whitetip shark Vulnerable Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat likely to occur
within area within area
Thunnus maccoyii Southern bluefin tuna Conservation Dependent N/A Breeding known to Breeding known to
occur within area occur within area
Sphyrna lewini Scalloped hammerhead Conservation Dependent N/A Species or species Species or species
shark habitat may occur habitat known to
within area occur within area
Isurus oxyrinchus Shortfin mako N/A Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat likely to occur | habitat likely to occur
within area within area
Isurus paucus Longfin mako shark N/A Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat likely to occur | habitat likely to occur
within area within area
Mobula birostris Giant manta ray N/A Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat known to
within area occur within area
Pristis clavata Dwarf sawfish Vulnerable Migratory N/A Species or species
habitat known to
occur within area
Pristis Freshwater sawfish Vulnerable Migratory N/A Species or species

habitat likely to occur
within area
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Species name

Common name

Threatened status

Migratory status

Potential for interaction

PAA

EMBA

Pristis zijsron

Green sawfish

Vulnerable

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat known to
occur within area

Rhincodon typus

Whale shark

Vulnerable

Migratory

N/A

Foraging, feeding or
related behaviour
known to occur within
area

Carcharias taurus (west
coast population)

Grey nurse shark

Vulnerable

N/A

N/A

Species or species
habitat known to
occur within area

Centrophorus zeehaani

Southern dogfish

Conservation Dependent

N/A

N/A

Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Anoxypristis cuspidata

Narrow sawfish

N/A

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat known to
occur within area

Lamna nasus

Porbeagle

N/A

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Mobula alfredi as Manta
alfredi

Reef manta ray

N/A

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat known to
occur within area
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Figure 4-4: Southern bluefin tuna spawning area — South of Java Island EBSA?
1 EBSA — Ecologically or Biologically Significant Marine Areashttps://www.cbd.int/ebsa/
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Table 4-6: Fish, shark and ray BIAs within the EMBA

Species BIA type Approximate distance (km) and
direction from PAA

Whale shark Foraging (Northward from Ningaloo along 200 m isobath) 165 km east
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Figure 4-5: Whale shark BIAs and satellite tracks (Meekan and Radford, 2010)
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4.6.2 Marine Reptiles

Table 4-7: Threatened and Migratory marine reptile species predicted to occur within the PAA and EMBA

Species name

Common name

Threatened status

Migratory status

Potential for interaction

PAA EMBA
Caretta Loggerhead turtle Endangered Migratory Species or species Congregation or
habitat likely to occur | aggregation known to
within area occur within area
Dermochelys coriacea Leatherback turtle Endangered Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat likely to occur | habitat known to
within area occur within area
Chelonia mydas Green turtle Vulnerable Migratory Species or species Congregation or
habitat likely to occur | aggregation known to
within area occur within area
Eretmochelys imbricata Hawkshill turtle Vulnerable Migratory Species or species Congregation or
habitat likely to occur | aggregation known to
within area occur within area
Natator depressus Flatback turtle Vulnerable Migratory Species or species Congregation or
habitat likely to occur | aggregation known to
within area occur within area
Aipysurus foliosquama Leaf-scaled seasnake Critically Endangered N/A N/A Species or species
habitat known to
occur within area
Aipysurus apraefrontalis Short-nosed seasnake Critically Endangered N/A N/A Species or species

habitat known to
occur within area
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Table 4-8: Marine turtle BIAs within or adjacent to the EMBA

Species BIA type Approximate distance (km) and
direction from PAA
Flatback turtle Internesting buffer (Montebello Island — Hermite Island, NW Island, Trimouille Island 165 km east
Internesting buffer (Thevernard Island — South coast) 167 km south-east
Green turtle Internesting buffer (Montebello Islands) 207 km east
Internesting buffer (Montebello Island — Hermite Island, NW Island, Trimouille Island 211 km east
Internesting buffer (Middle Is. West Coast Barrow Island West Coast and North Coast) 202 km south-east
Internesting buffer (North and South Muiron Islands) 187 km south-east
Loggerhead turtle* Internesting buffer (Montebello Islands) 212 km east
Hawksbill turtle* Internesting buffer (Montebello Island — Hermite Island, NW Island, Trimouille Island 211 km east
Internesting buffer (Barrow Island) 202 km south-east

*Loggerhead and Hawksbill BIA are adjacent to the EMBA only
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Figure 4-6: Marine turtle BIAs
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Table 4-9: Marine turtle Habitat Critical within or adjacent to the EMBA

Species Overlaps Genetic Stock Nesting locations Approximate | Internesting Nesting Hatching
with distance of buffer period period
EMBA area from PAA
Flatback turtle | v Pilbara Barrow Island, Montebello Islands, | 198 km east 60 km Oct — Mar Feb- Mar
coastal islands from Cape Preston (peak: Nov-
to Locker Island Jan)
Hawksbill x Western Australia Cape Preston to mouth of Exmouth | 215 km east 20 km All year All year (peak:
turtle Gulf including Montebello Islands (peak: Oct— | Dec — Feb)
and Lowendal Islands Jan)
Green turtle x North West Shelf Barrow Island, Montebello Islands, | 215 km east 20 km Nov — Mar Jan - May
Serrier Island and Thevenard (peak: Dec- (peak: Feb —
Island Feb) Mar)
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Figure 4-7: Habitat critical to the survival of marine turtles
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4.6.3 Marine Mammals

Table 4-10: Threatened and Migratory marine mammal species predicted to occur within the PAA and EMBA

Species name

Common name

Threatened status

Migratory status

Potential for interaction

PAA EMBA

Balaenoptera Blue whale Endangered Migratory Species or species habitat Migration route known to
musculus likely to occur within area occur within area
Balaenoptera Sei whale Vulnerable Migratory Species or species habitat Foraging, feeding or related
borealis likely to occur within area behaviour likely to occur

within area
Balaenoptera Fin whale Vulnerable Migratory Species or species habitat Foraging, feeding or related
physalus likely to occur within area behaviour likely to occur

within area
Megaptera Humpback whale N/A Migratory Species or species habitat Breeding known to occur
novaeangliae may occur within area within area
Balaenoptera Bryde’s whale N/A Migratory Species or species habitat Species or species habitat
edeni likely to occur within area likely to occur within area
Physeter Sperm whale N/A Migratory Species or species habitat Species or species habitat
macrocephalus may occur within area may occur within area
Balaenoptera Antarctic minke whale N/A Migratory Species or species habitat Species or species habitat
bonaerensis likely to occur within area likely to occur within area
Orcinus orca Killer whale, orca N/A Migratory Species or species habitat Species or species habitat

may occur within area may occur within area

Eubalaena Southern right whale Endangered Migratory N/A Species or species habitat
australis likely to occur within area
Dugong dugon Dugong N/A Migratory N/A Species or species habitat

known to occur within area
Orcaella Australian Snubfin N/A Migratory N/A Species or species habitat
heinsohni Dolphin may occur within area
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Species name Common name Threatened status Migratory status Potential for interaction
PAA EMBA
Sousa sahulensis | Australian humpback N/A Migratory N/A Species or species habitat
dolphin likely occur within area
Tursiops aduncus | Spotted bottlenose N/A Migratory N/A Species or species habitat
dolphin (Arafura/Timor known to occur within area
Sea populations)

*Note: Dolphins of unconfirmed species (potentially Risso’s or spinner dolphins) also present in the area (McCauley, 2011b)

Table 4-11: Marine mammal BIAs within the EMBA

Species BIA type Approximate distance (km) and
direction from PAA
Blue and pygmy blue whales Migration (Augusta to Derby) 35 km east
Foraging (Ningaloo) 184 km south
Humpback whale Migration (north and south) (Kimberley region to south of Shark Bay) 156 km south-east
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Figure 4-8: Humpback whale BIAs and satellite tracks (Double et al. 2010, 2012)
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Figure 4-9: Pygmy blue whale BIAs and distribution range

Note: as per the NCVA and Blue Whale Conservation Management Plan (BWCMP), respectively) with reference to the PAA and the 20 tracks of satellite tagged pygmy blue
whales recorded in the NWMR, of the 22 tracks presented in Thums et al. (2022)
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Pygmy Blue Whales

The blue whale (Balaenoptera musculus) is currently listed as Endangered, Migratory and Cetacean
under the EPBC Act and Endangered under the WA Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (BC Act,
September 2018).

The important biological habitats for critical life stages of the pygmy blue whale life cycle are
presented in the Blue Whale Conservation Management Plan (CMP) (CoA, 2015a) and the National
Conservation Values Atlas (NCVA). The PAA is located ~35 km west of the western edge of the
migration BIA (Figure 4-9) and overlaps the broader pygmy blue whale distribution BIA (Figure 4-
10).

The pygmy blue whale distribution range is a spatially defined area where pygmy blue whales are
known to occur based on direct observations, satellite tagged whales or based on acoustic
detections (Commonwealth of Australia, 2015). Thums et al. (2022) acknowledged that the majority
of important migration areas for north-west Australia were encompassed by the pygmy blue whale
migration BIA, as shown by 20 tracks for northbound pygmy blue whale, as presented in Figure 4-
9. Furthermore, the analysis identified areas off from Ningaloo Reef to the Rowley Shoals as
important for foraging (and/or breeding/resting) using the overlay of three modelled metrics
(occupancy, number of whales and move persistence) by Thums et al. (2022). These include areas
within and to the west of the migration BIA. The possibility that some migrating pygmy blue whales
could be opportunistically foraging to the west of the migration BIA is supported by the track of one
northbound individual tagged off the North West Cape in early June 2020. This tagged whale spent
about 486 hours (20 days) in what appeared to be opportunistic foraging movement behaviour
(Thums et al. 2022; AIMS, 2022), over an area that included time in the southern area of the Exmouth
Plateau and within the migration BIA, refer to Figure 4-9. The area the whales have been shown to
fan out and migrate beyond the BIA (Thums et al. (2022) is north of the PAA. Two southbound
tracked whales also travelled predominantly within the migration BIA (refer to Figure 4-9).

Considering the proximity of the pygmy blue whale migration BIA to the PAA (~35 km), as well as
the recorded presence of an individual, within the distribution range (~5km from the PAA), it is
possible that individuals may transit in and around the PAA during migratory periods. However, only
transient individuals or small groups are expected occasionally during the north and south bound
migratory seasons (April to July and October to January, respectively) (McCauley, 2011, Gavrilov et
al. 2018; Thums et al., 2022).

The Exmouth Plateau KEF (refer to Section 4.7) is an area of localised upwelling and may be a
source of food for occasional pygmy blue whale foraging. Migrating pygmy blue whales display
predominantly relatively fast, directed travel (mean travel rate 2.8+0.8 km hr) during the northbound
peak period of May and June. This is indicating limited foraging behaviour; however it is interspersed
with relatively short periods of slower speeds which may be indicative of opportunistic foraging
(Thums et al., 2022). By contrast, acoustic detection (McCauley, 2011) suggests that whales are
travelling faster during the southbound migration than during the northbound migration. Thums et al.
(2022) also noted the rate of southbound travel was faster than on the northern migration (based on
the tracks of two whales). However, short periods of putative foraging was noted for one whale.

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form
by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 75 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

Wasiarn Australia Nnethaen Torritary

South Austraba

Pygmy blue whale (

I Forooing Area (annval high use area) I «rown 1o occur % Historical catch area p o M o0 1.200 1500
Approximate scale (km)
B «nown Foraging Area I ety 10 ocour Mo Progecton Geograghics

Possible Foraging Area May occur

Blue whales are known to occur based on direct observations,

satellite tagged whales or based on acoustic detections

Blue whales are likely to occur based on occasional observations in

the area and nearby areas

Evidence for the presence of blue whales through strandings or
rare observations

Blue whales were caught during the whaling period based on

- whaling data

Blue whales are regularly observed feeding on a seasonal basis

Known foraging occurs in these areas but is highly variable both
between and within seasons

Evidence for feeding is based on limited direct observations or
through indirect evidence, such as occurrence of krill in close
Possible Foraging Area  proximity of whales, or satellite tagged whales showing circling
tracks. Blue whales travel through on a seasonal basis, possibly as
part of their migratory route

May occur

Figure 4-10: Important foraging and areas of occurrence for pygmy blue whales as presented in the Blue Whale Conservation Plan

Source: Commonwealth of Australia, 2015
Note: Known to occur area in the BWCMP is the same as the distribution range presented in the National Conservation Values Atlas.
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4.6.4 Seabirds and Migratory Shorebirds
Table 4-12: Threatened and Migratory seabird and shorebird species predicted to occur within the PAA and EMBA*

Species name

Common name

Threatened status

Migratory status

Potential for interaction

PAA EMBA
Macronectes giganteus Southern giant petrel Endangered Migratory Species or Species or
species habitat species habitat
may occur within may occur within
area area
Phethon lepturus fulvus Christmas island white-tailed Endangered N/A Species or Species or
tropicbird species habitat species habitat
may occur within may occur within
area area
Phaethon lepturus White-tailed tropicbird N/A Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat known to
within area occur within area
Fregata ariel Lesser frigatebird N/A Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat likely to occur
within area within area
Anous stolidus Common noddy N/A Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat may occur
within area within area
Diomedea amsterdamensis | Amsterdam albatross Endangered Migratory N/A Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area
Diomedea exulans Wandering albatross Vulnerable Migratory N/A Species or species

habitat may occur
within area

4N.B. The wedge-tailed shearwater was not identified in the PMST as potentially occurring within the EMBA; however, given a BIA for wedge-tailed shearwater breeding partially overlaps the
EMBA, it is considered possible that the species may be encountered within the EMBA
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Species name

Common name

Threatened status

Migratory status

Potential for interaction

PAA

EMBA

Macronectes halli

Northern giant petrel

Vulnerable

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Thalassarche cauta

Shy albatross

Endangered

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Thalassarche melanophris

Black-browed albatross

Vulnerable

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Thalassarche steadi

White-capped albatross

Vulnerable

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Thalassarche carteri

Indian yellow-nosed
albatross

Vulnerable

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Thalassarche impavida

Campbell albatross

Vulnerable

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Pterodroma mollis

Soft-plumaged petrel

Vulnerable

N/A

N/A

Foraging, feeding or
related behaviour
likely to occur within
area

Papasula abbotti

Abbott’s booby

Endangered

N/A

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Sternula nereis nereis

Australian fairy tern

Vulnerable

N/A

N/A

Breeding known to
occur within area

Fregata minor

Great frigatebird

N/A

Migratory

N/A

Species or species
habitat may occur
within area
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Species name

Common name

Threatened status

Migratory status

Potential for interaction

PAA EMBA
Ardenna carneipes Flesh-footed shearwater N/A Migratory N/A Foraging, feeding or
related behaviour
likely to occur within
area
Calonectris leucomelas Streaked shearwater N/A Migratory N/A Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area
Onychoprion anaethetus Bridled tern N/A Migratory N/A Foraging, feeding or
related behaviour
likely to occur within
area
Sterna dougallii Roseate tern N/A Migratory N/A Breeding likely to
occur within area
Pandion haliaetus Osprey N/A Migratory N/A Species or species
habitat known to
occur within area
Migratory Shorebirds
Calidris canutus Red knot, knot Endangered Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat may occur
within area within area
Actitis hypoleucos Common sandpiper N/A Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat may occur
within area within area
Calidris acuminata Sharp-tailed sandpiper N/A Migratory Species or species Species or species
habitat may occur habitat may occur
within area within area
Calidris melanotos Pectoral sandpiper N/A Migratory Species or Species or

species habitat
may occur within
area

species habitat
may occur within
area
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Numenius Eastern curlew N/A Species or species

madagascariensis habitat may occur
within area

Calidris ferruginea Curlew sandpiper N/A Species or species
habitat may occur
within area

Table 4-13: Seabird BIAs within the EMBA

Wedge-tailed shearwater Breeding and foraging (Pilbara coast) 127 km south-east

Roseate tern Breeding and foraging (Ningaloo) 245 km south
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Legend Legend
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[ Breeding I Breeding
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Figure 4-11: Seabird BIAs within the EMBA
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4.6.5 Seasonal Sensitivities for Protected Species

Seasonal sensitivities for protected migratory species identified as potentially occurring within the
PAA are identified in Table 4-14.

As shown in Figure 4-9, the PAA is located 35 km from the pygmy blue whale migratory corridor and
187 km from the possible foraging area off North-west Cape / Ningaloo Coast.

In September 2021, DAFF (formerly DAWE) and NOPSEMA released guidance on key terms within
the Conservation Management Plan for the Blue Whale CMP®. This guidance recognises the
potential for whale foraging and feeding to occur in areas of high primary productivity outside of
designated foraging areas. Migrating pygmy blue whales are not necessarily confined to the
designated migratory corridor, and there is the potential for individuals to undertake opportunistic
foraging within and adjacent to the PAA, particularly during the northbound migration.

5 https://www.environment.gov.au/epbc/publications/guidance-key-terms-blue-whale-conservation-management-plan
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Table 4-14: Key seasonal sensitivities for protected migratory species

Species Life stage/Activity** ‘ J ‘ F | M ‘ A ‘ M ‘ J | J | A | S ‘ (0] ‘ N ‘ D
Marine turtles
Nesting * | * x| ox
Green
Emergence S I
Nesting * *
Flatback
Emergence * L *
Nesting i I
Hawksbill
Emergence * *
Nesting *
Loggerhead
Emergence
Marine mammals
Northbound ok
Pygmy blue whale
Southbound *
Northbound *
Humpback whale
Southbound *

Fish / Elasmobranchs

Foraging — north of Ningaloo along 200m

Whale shark Isobath

Manta rays Presence/aggregation-breeding (Ningaloo)
Seabirds

Wedge-tailed . .

shearwater Foraging/breeding

Roseate tern Breeding

Migratory shorebirds

Peak presence
(non-breeding)

General

* asterisk denotes peak periods

**Note given the offshore location of the PAA, and distance from islands/mainland, specific life stages such as nesting do not occur in
the PAA.

4.7 Key Ecological Features (KEFs)

The PAA is situated on the Exmouth Plateau and lies entirely within the Exmouth Plateau Key
Ecological Feature (KEF). The Exmouth Plateau KEF starts approximately 110 km offshore and
extends to 370 km from the shore. The KEF occupies an area of 49,310 km? within water depths of
800—4000 m (Exon and Wilcox, 1980, cited in Falkner et al., 2009; Heap and Harris, 2008).

KEFs within the EMBA are identified in Table 4-15 and described in Appendix I. Figure 4-12 shows
the spatial overlap with KEFs and the PAA
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Table 4-15: KEFs within the PAA and/or EMBA

Key Ecological

Distance (km) and

Overlaps with

Description

and associated fish
communities

Feature direction from EMBA
PAA to KEF

Exmouth Plateau Overlaps PAA v Water depth: 500-5000 m. Unique seafloor
features with regional ecological
significance. Believed to affect deep water
flow and associated with internal tides,
contributing to localised upwelling.

Canyons linking the Cuvier | 131 km south v Interacts with Leeuwin Current to create

Abyssal Plain and the localised upwellings and support

Cape Range Peninsula aggregations of marine megafauna,
migratory fish and seabirds.

Continental Slope 117 km south-east v High biodiversity values, hosting more than

Demersal Fish 500 fish species, 76 of which are endemic.

Communities

Ancient coastline at 125 m | 173 km south-east v Water depths 115-135 m. Provides hard

depth contour benthic substrate for regionally significant
biodiversity hotspots and localised
upwelling.

Wallaby Saddle 567 km south west v Water depths 4000-4700 m. Unique
habitat that does not occur at this size in
the region. Historically significant sperm
whale and baitfish aggregations and
relatively enhanced biodiversity.

Western demersal slope 622 km south v Supports high biodiversity of demersal fish

communities, with over 480 species
described and 31 endemic to the region.
Diversity attributed to overlap of ancient
and extended Indo-west Pacific and
temperate Australasian fauna.

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form
by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAO0O06AH0000008

Revision: 1

Page 84 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

Legend
Petroleum Activity Area
National Key Ecological
Features
Ancient coastline at 125 m
== depth contour
Canyons linking the Cuvier
[_] Abyssal Plain and the Cape
Range Peninsula
= Commonwealth waters
adjacent to Ningaloo Reef
—— Continental Slope Demersal
Fish Communiti%s
[ Exmouth Plateau
[ Glomar Shoals

Karratha

0

Kilometres
CRS: GCS GDA 1994
DMS#G6124K7H7403-220634330-879 11

&

Woodside
Energy

Esri, GEBCO, DelLorme, NaturalVue

Figure 4-12: KEFs overlapping PAA

4.8 Protected Places

No protected places overlap the PAA. Protected places within the EMBA are identified in
Table 4-16 and presented in Figure 4-13. Appendix | outlines the values and sensitivities of
protected places and other sensitive areas in the EMBA.
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Table 4-16: Established protected places and other sensitive areas overlapping the EMBA

Distance (km) and direction IUCN category* or relevant
from PAA to protected place park zone overlapping the
or sensitive area PAA and/or EMBA
Australian Marine Parks (AMPSs)
Gascoyne AMP 77 km south IUCN VI
205 km south-west IUCN I
207 km south-west IUCN IV
Abrolhos AMP 564 km south-west Habitat Protection Zone (IUCN V)
Carnarvon Canyon AMP 423 km south-west Habitat Protection Zone (IUCN V)

State Marine Parks and Nature Reserves

Marine Parks

None

Marine Management Areas

None

Nature Reserves

None

Other protected areas

Fish Habitat Protection Areas

None

*Conservation objectives for IUCN categories include:

la: Strict Nature Reserve

Ib: Wilderness Area

II: National Park

III: Natural Monument or Feature

IV: Habitat/Species Management Area

V: Protected Landscape

VI: Protected area with sustainable use of natural resources — allow human use but prohibits large scale development.

IUCN categories for the marine park are provided and, in brackets, the IUCN categories for specific zones within each Marine Park as
assigned under the North-west Marine Parks Network Management Plan 2018 and South-west Marine Parks Network Management
Plan 2018.
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Figure 4-13: Protected areas overlapping the EMBA
4.9 Socio-economic Environment
4.9.1 Cultural Heritage

4.9.1.1 Background

Woodside recognises the ‘environment' for the purpose of the evaluation required under the
Environment Regulations includes:

e the heritage value of places; and
e the social, economic, and cultural features of the broader environment.

In this section, the heritage value of places within the EMBA and the cultural features of the EMBA
are described.

4.9.1.2 Native Title Rights and Interests

As a starting point for understanding social and cultural features of the environment for Indigenous
groups, Woodside identifies native title claims, determinations and Indigenous Land Use
Agreements (ILUAs) which the EMBA overlaps. Native title claims, determinations and ILUAs are
defined under the Native Title Act 1993 (Cth). Woodside considers this to be the broadest extent
over which Indigenous groups have claimed native title rights and interests, while acknowledging
that cultural features and heritage values may exist outside of the native title framework.
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Native title claims are applications made to the Federal Court under the Native Title Act for a
determination or decision about native title in a particular area. A claim is made by a native title claim
group which asserts it holds native title rights and interests in an area of land and/or water, according
to its traditional laws and customs. By making a claim, the native title claim group seeks a decision
that native title exists so that its native title rights and interests are recognised by the common law
of Australia. This is called a native title determination. A determination is a decision by a recognised
body, such as the Federal Court or High Court of Australia, that native title either does or does not
exist in relation to a particular area (Native Title Tribunal).

A requirement to establishing a positive determination of native title in court is proving that there is
an organised society that occupied the land and/or waters at the time of British annexation. The
requirement of an ‘organised society’ is set out by Justice Toohey in the historic judgment of Mabo
v Queensland (No 2) [1992] HCA 23; (1992) 175 CLR 1 (‘Mabo’). Justice Toohey had the following
to say (at 187):

it is inconceivable that indigenous inhabitants in occupation of land did not have a system by which
land was utilized in a way determined by that society. There must, of course, be a society sufficiently
organized to create and sustain rights and duties...

Therefore Woodside understands that native title rights and interests are held communally by an
organised society, that native title claims are understood to represent the area over which Indigenous
groups are claiming these rights and interests, and that native title determinations provide clarity on
where native title rights and interests are found to either exist or not exist. Where native title rights
or interests are determined to exist they will be held by a Registered Native Title Body Corporate
(section 57, Native Title Act 1993) in trust or as agent for native title holders.

ILUAs are voluntary agreements between native title parties and other people or bodies about the
use and management of land and/or waters and are registered by the Native Title Registrar in the
Register of ILUAs. An ILUA can be made over areas where:

e native title has been determined to exist in at least part of the area; or
e a native title claim has been made; or
e where no native title claim has been made.

While registered, ILUAs operate as a contract between the parties, including relevant native title
holders (Native Title Tribunal).

For the activity in this EP, there are no native title claims or determinations and no ILUAs overlapping
the PAA and EMBA (see Figure 4-14). Therefore Woodside understands that no native title rights
or interests may be impacted by the activity. A summary of native title claims, determinations and
ILUASs which are coastally adjacent to the EMBA is set out in Table 4-17. Claims and determinations
have not been differentiated in this table, as it is acknowledged that rights and interests may exist
within either of these.

Woodside understands that Indigenous groups are keenly aware of the extent of their rights, interests
and responsibilities for Country, and these are generally discrete, defined areas, including areas of
sea (Smyth 2007). However, Woodside considers native title claims, determinations and Indigenous
Land Use Agreements coastally adjacent to the EMBA in determining relevant persons (See Table
5-2) and consultation with these groups may identify heritage values and cultural features beyond
those addressed in a native title context.

Woodside understands from engagement with stakeholders that extending a native title group’s
responsibility to areas which those groups have elected to not include in their claims or ILUAs can
have significant cultural consequences for Indigenous groups and individuals. This may also, over
time, build expectations in the broader Indigenous community that a group is responsible for
maintaining environmental values in areas for which they do not hold traditional knowledge.
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Woodside also acknowledges that an Indigenous group’s relative proximity to any Operational Areas
or EMBA is not necessarily a meaningful indicator of the connection of Indigenous groups to the
area, and providing advice over such areas can be culturally dangerous. As a result, caution must
be used when conducting broader engagement.

The Native Title Act also provides for a Representative Aboriginal/Torres Strait Islander Body (Native
Title Representative Body) to be recognised by the Commonwealth Minister for an area. Native Title
Representative Bodies have specialist functions set out in the Native Title Act within the area for
which they are the Native Title Representative Body. However, the functions of a Native Title
Representative Body are such that they do not hold details on the cultural features or heritage values
of an area and therefore do not inform Woodside’s understanding of heritage values or cultural
features.

Legend
Coastal Water Boundary
Scarborough Subsea Petroleum Activity Area
[ scarborough Subsea EMBA
Ancient Landscape
Coastal ILUA Registered
Coastal Native Title Determination Outcomes
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Figure 4-14: PAA and EMBA in relation to native title claims, determinations and ILUAS.

Table 4-17: Summary of Native Title Claims, Determinations and ILUAs which overlap or are coastally
adjacent to the EMBA

Claim / Determination

Gnulli, Gnulli #2 and Gnulli #3 - Nganhurra Thanardi Garrbu No Yes
Yinggarda, Baiyungu and Aboriginal Corporation (NTGAC),
Thalanyji People Yinggarda Aboriginal Corporation
(YAC)
Malgana Part A Malgana Aboriginal Corporation No Yes
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Claim / Determination / ILUA

Registered Native Title Body

Overlap with EMBA

Coastally Adjacent

Corporate to the EMBA
Nanda People and Nanda #2 Nanda Aboriginal Corporation No Yes
Nanda People Part B, Malgana Malgana Aboriginal Corporation No Yes
2 and Malgana 3 and Nanda Aboriginal
Corporation
Ngarluma People Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation | No Yes
(NAC)
Ngarluma/Yindjibarndi People NAC, Yindjibarndi Aboriginal No Yes
Corporation
Thalanyji Buurabalayji Thalanyji Aboriginal | No Yes
Corporation (BTAC)
Yaburara & Mardudhunera Wirrawandi Aboriginal No Yes
People Corporation (WAC)
ILUA
Anketell Port, Infrastructure NAC No Yes
Corridor and Industrial Estates
Agreement
Brickhouse and Yinggarda YAC No Yes
Aboriginal Corporation ILUA
Cape Preston Project Deed (YM | WAC No Yes
Mardie ILUA)
Cape Preston West Export WAC No Yes
Facility
Gnarloo ILUA NTGAC No Yes
KM & YM ILUA WAC, Robe River Kuruma No Yes
Aboriginal Corporation
Kuruma Marthudunera and No representative body specified. | No Yes
Yaburara and Coastal
Mardudhunera Indigenous Land
Use Agreement
Macedon ILUA BTAC No Yes
Malgana Tamala Pastoral Lease | Malgana Aboriginal Corporation No Yes
Agreement
Malgana Woodleigh Carbla Malgana Aboriginal Corporation No Yes
Pastoral Lease Agreement
Malgana Wooramel Pastoral Malgana Aboriginal Corporation No Yes
Lease Agreement
Ningaloo Conservation Estate NTGAC No Yes
ILUA
RTIO Ngarluma ILUA (Body NAC No Yes
Corporate Agreement)
RTIO Kuruma Marthudunera Robe River Kuruma Aboriginal No Yes
People ILUA Corporation
Quobba - Yinggarda Pastoral YAC No Yes

ILUA
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4.9.1.3 Marine Parks and Ecosystems

Woodside acknowledges that Commonwealth and State Marine Park Management Plans have
sought to recognise cultural values of Indigenous groups. Australian Marine Parks (AMP) describe
this framework in the following way: ‘when making decisions about what can occur in marine parks
and what action we will take to protect marine parks, we take values into account’. AMP summarises
these values as natural values, cultural values, heritage values and socio-economic values.

Woodside considers the management plans of marine parks that overlap the PAA and EMBA to
determine whether cultural values have been identified or whether there are Traditional Custodians
or representative bodies referenced to contact regarding potential cultural values.

The PAA does not overlap any Commonwealth Marine Parks. The EMBA overlaps with features of
the Abrolhos AMP managed under the South-West Marine Parks Network Management Plan 2018
and Carnarvon Canyon AMP and Gascoyne AMP managed under the North-West Marine Parks
Network Management Plan 2018. The PAA and the EMBA do not overlap any State Marine Parks.
Where these plans specify identifiable representative bodies who may hold knowledge of heritage
values or cultural features—including but not limited to Registered Native Title Bodies Corporate—
these bodies are consulted (See Table 5-2). Consultation with these groups may identify heritage
values and cultural features beyond those addressed in the marine park management plans. No
identifiable representative bodies were specified for the marine parks overlapped by the EMBA (See
Table 4-18).

The marine park management plans did note for the Abrolhos AMP and Gascoyne AMP that the
Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal Corporation (YMAC) is the relevant Native Title Representative Body.
YMAC was requested to identify Traditional Custodians who may hold knowledge of heritage values
or cultural features (See Table 5-4).

Table 4-18: Summary of Native Title Claims, Determinations and ILUAs which overlap or are coastally
adjacent to the EMBA

Marine Park Management Plan | PAA Overlap ()Evl\gﬁgp Specified Bodies
Commonwealth Marine Park Management Plan

Abrolhos AMP No Yes No identifiable body specified.
Carnarvon Canyon AMP No Yes No identifiable body specified.
Gascoyne AMP No Yes No identifiable body specified.
State Marine Park Management Plan

[None]

In the management plans for all three AMPs it is noted that “Sea country is valued for Indigenous
cultural identity, health and wellbeing.” Cultural identity is understood to refer to the fact that
“essence of being a 'Saltwater' person is ontological rather than merely technological. That is, it is
about how people relate spiritually to the sea and engage with spiritual forces that created it, the
marine flora and fauna and people.” (McDonald and Phillips, 2021) This connection may be
damaged where people are displaced or disrupted (e.g. during colonisation) or where there is a
loss of technical skills or environmental knowledge (McDonald and Phillips, 2021) but no impacts
of this nature are considered to arise from this activity.

The North-West Marine Parks Network Management Plan 2018 also notes that cultural features of
the Abrolhos AMP include strong stories that connect ocean and land. No impact pathway that may
disrupt the preservation of stories or other intangible heritage from this activity has been identified.
The plan also references artefacts located outside of the AMP and the EMBA on islands in state
waters.
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Woodside recognises the potential for marine ecosystems to include cultural features as well as
environmental values. This is one aspect of the broader concept of “sea country”, which can be
defined as the area of sea over which an Indigenous group has interests, cultural value, connection
and use. It has been noted that “the saltwater peoples of the north-west are associated with
discrete clan estates or tribal areas, often referred to in contemporary Aboriginal English as
‘saltwater country’ or ‘sea country’. ‘Country’ refers to more than just a geographical area: it is
shorthand for all the values, places, resources, stories and cultural obligations associated with that
geographical area.” (Smyth 2007). It necessarily follows that an impact to marine ecosystems has
the potential to impact cultural values where the impact is detectable within Sea Country—the
seascape which Traditional Custodians view, interact with or hold knowledge of. McNiven (2004)
suggests that “For those mainland groups whose exploitation of the sea was limited to littoral
resources, it is likely that seascapes extended no more than c. 20—30km out to sea, out to the
horizon and the limit of human visibility. ... However, in some coastal places, clouds that can be
seen well over 100km out to sea are imbued with spiritual significance. For those groups with
elaborate canoe technology, seascapes extend well over the horizon.” While there is some
evidence of traditional watercraft in Australia’s North West, the recorded evidence is limited to
travel across inland rivers (e.g. Barber and Jackson 2011) or travel between coastal islands
(Paterson et al 2019).

Cultural features of coastal areas may include marine species (e.g., humpback whales, turtles and
dugongs) that may travel many thousands of kilometres through areas with similar cultural values to
multiple Indigenous language groups. For example, a humpback whale may travel 5,000 km from
Antarctica to the Kimberley region of Western Australia (Double et al., 2010, 2012), passing
Indigenous language groups along the entire west coast of Australia.

For the reasons set out above Woodside understands that impact to cultural values of marine
species will be adequately managed in areas of traditional Sea Country, and therefore management
of the environmental values will preserve the cultural values of environmental receptors, as assessed
in Section 6.

During consultation, BTAC advised they have a cultural obligation to care for the environmental
values of sea country (See Table 5-4). BTAC has not provided further detail regarding cultural values
of the PAA or the EMBA. Malgana Aboriginal Corporation noted the ecological importance of Shark
Bay, including stromatolites and seagrass beds (See Table 5-4), which Woodside understands may
therefore include cultural values. Shark Bay is outside of the EMBA.

Woodside has committed to ongoing engagement to further understand these values. Should
feedback be received (including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be assessed
and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

No other cultural features or heritage values related to marine species within the PAA or EMBA were
raised by Traditional Custodians during the course of preparing the EP.

4.9.1.4 Indigenous Archaeological Heritage Assessment

Woodside understands that communal cultural connection may exist between Traditional Custodians
and land and waters. It is understood from the onshore archaeological record that Aboriginal people
have occupied the Australian continent for at least 65,000 years (Clarkson et al 2017) and in many
places maintain a strong continuing connection that is said to extend back in Indigenous cosmology
to the beginning of time.

It is understood that the sea level has risen significantly during the 65,000 years of Indigenous
occupation, and areas that were once inhabited are now submerged on the continental shelf (Veth
et al 2019; UWA 2021). The Ancient Coastline KEF at 125 m depth contour represents the lowest
sea level during Indigenous occupation (O’Leary et al 2020; see also Williams et al 2018; UWA
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2021). Archaeological material preserved on the Ancient Landscape has the potential to provide
further information about the earliest periods of human occupation (Veth et al 2019; UWA 2021).

Recent archaeological discoveries demonstrate that the now submerged landscape was occupied
and inhabited, and can retain archaeological material from this time (Benjamin et al, 2020; see Ward
et al 2021 for an opposing view).

In recognition of this, Woodside considers the Ancient Landscape between the mainland and the
Ancient Coastline KEF (see Figure 4-12) as an area where potential Indigenous archaeological
material may exist on the seabed, as this covers the full extent of this possible Indigenous
occupation. The PAA does not overlap the Ancient Landscape. There is slight overlap of the EMBA
with the Ancient Landscape but no potential for seabed disturbance from planned activities and
therefore no potential for impacts to archaeological material.

Known Indigenous heritage places including archaeological sites may be protected under the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Heritage Protection Act 1984, Underwater Cultural Heritage Act
2018 or EPBC Act 1999. However, these Acts only extend protection to heritage places specified by
declaration or otherwise included on a statutory list. Woodside understands that there is no
Indigenous archaeology known to exist anywhere within Commonwealth waters, and no declarations
or prescriptions under these Acts are located within the EMBA.

For this EP, a search of DPLH’s Aboriginal Heritage Inquiry System was undertaken, which showed
no registered Aboriginal sites in the EMBA (see Appendix G).

No archaeological sites within the PAA or EMBA were identified by Traditional Custodians during
the course of preparing the EP (see Table 5-4). Woodside engages in ongoing consultation
throughout the life of an EP. Should feedback be received (including any relevant new information
on cultural values), it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management
of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Where Indigenous archaeological material is identified within the EMBA, Woodside will discuss the
management of this material with appropriate Traditional Custodian group(s), starting with any
adjacent Native Title Body Corporate.

4.9.1.5 Ethnographic Heritage Assessment

To supplement understanding of the area, Woodside engaged Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation
(MAC) to conduct an ethnographic survey in 2020 for the Scarborough Project generally (McDonald
and Phillips 2021), including the PAA (See Figure 4-15). An ethnographic survey determines both
the tangible and intangible cultural heritage which may be associated with a particular story,
person/peoples, animals, plants, area, features or objects. Typical results from surveys of this nature
may include the identification of songlines, ceremonial places such as ‘thalu’ sites for managing
environmental resources, or places where activities such as birthing, initiation or other significant
activities are performed.

The 2020 survey was conducted by MAC as representatives of Traditional Custodians for the
onshore and nearshore aspects of the Scarborough Project. MAC appointed their preferred heritage
consultants to meet on Country with the MAC Circle of Elders to discuss the project and identify any
cultural values (McDonald and Phillips 2021). The resulting report is owned by MAC and was
approved by the Circle of Elders prior to being provided to Woodside. Representatives from the
Mardudhunera, Ngarluma, Yaburara, Yindjibarndi and Wong-Goo-Tt-Oo Peoples—all five
Indigenous groups represented by MAC (MAC 2022)—participated in this survey (McDonald and
Phillips 2021). This scope of the assessment was informed by the Scarborough project's
development footprint as provided in Figure 4-15, however a landscape-scale approach was
undertaken, considering heritage values that may be identified by participants well beyond this
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footprint. No boundary was imposed on the participants, and participants were not restricted in the
types of heritage value they were encouraged to identify

The survey found no ethnographic sites or values within the EMBA. The survey identified
ethnographic sites onshore, but these are outside the EMBA and scope of this EP (McDonald and
Phillips 2021). It is not appropriate or practical to request Traditional Custodians to list all
ethnographic values onshore which they have not identified as potentially impacted, however some
identified in the report included stories related to Eaglehawk Island and several sites at Withnell Bay
several kilometres from the project footprint, outside of the EMBA and exclusively onshore. Some of
these sites have spiritual connections throughout the landscape including to Cape Preston and
Depuch Island. It was not proposed in the report that the Project would pose any risk to these sites
or values, which are located well outside the Project footprint.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should feedback be
received (including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be assessed and, where
appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).
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Figure 4-15: Scarborough Development Extent considered in the 2020 ethnographic survey

4.9.1.6 Historic Sites of Significance

There are no known sites of historic heritage of significance within the PAA. Appendix | describes
cultural heritage sites within the EMBA.

4.9.1.7 Historic Underwater Heritage

A search of the Australasian Underwater Cultural Heritage Database, which records all known
Maritime Cultural Heritage (shipwrecks, aircraft, relics and other underwater cultural heritage) in
Australian waters does not contain records of sites within the PAA but does include seven sites
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within the EMBA. The closest Underwater Cultural Heritage site is the wreck of the Wild Wave, a
Chinese sailing vessel which sank off the Montebello Islands, approximately 191 km east of the
PAA.

4.9.1.8 World, National and Commonwealth Heritage Listed Places

No listed world, national or commonwealth heritage places overlap the PAA or EMBA.

49.1 Commercial Fisheries

A number of Commonwealth and State fishery management areas are located within the PAA and
EMBA. FishCube and ABARES data were requested to analyse the potential for interaction of
fisheries with the PAA, which was used to determine which fisheries may be impacted by proposed
petroleum activities (REF ABARES, Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development
[DPIRD], 2021). Table 4-19 provides an assessment of the potential interaction provides further
detail on the fisheries that have been identified through desk-based assessment and consultation
(Section 5). No fisheries were identified as having a potential interaction with the Petroleum Activities
Program in the Operational Area.

Table 4-19: Commonwealth and State commercial fisheries overlapping the PAA and EMBA

Potential for interaction

Fishery
PAA EMBA Description

Commonwealth Managed Fisheries

The North West Slope Trawl Fishery management area overlaps the
EMBA. Fishery Status Report 2022 indicates current fishing effort is
North West concentrated from Barrow Island to Broome, and occurred within the
Slope Trawl x v EMBA in the 2021 - 2022 season (ABARES, 2021).

Fisher . . . ) o . . .
y Accordingly, Woodside considers it a possibility that interactions with the
fishery may occur in the EMBA.
The Western Deepwater Trawl Fishery management area overlaps the
PAA and the EMBA.
Western

Deepwater Trawl - v Fishery Status Report 2022 indicates current fishing ef_fort is concentrated
Fishery between Shark Bay and Cape Range, and occurred within the EMBA in
the last five years (ABARES, 2021). Accordingly, Woodside considers it
a possibility that interactions with the fishery may occur in the EMBA.

The Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery management area spans the
Australian Fishing Zone west of Victoria and the Torres Strait and

Western Tuna overlaps the PAA and the EMBA. Fishery Status Report 2022 indicates
and Billfish x v current fishing effort is concentrated between Carnarvon and Albany, and
Fishery occurred within the EMBA in the last five years (ABARES, 2021).

Accordingly, Woodside considers it a possibility that interactions with the
fishery may occur in the EMBA.

The Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery management area overlaps the PAA
and the EMBA. The Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery spans the Australian
Southern Bluefin Fishing Zone, however since 1992, the majority of Australian catch has
Tuna Fishery concentrated in south-eastern Australia. (ABARES, 2021).

Accordingly, Woodside considers there to be no potential for interaction
with this fishery and the Petroleum Activities Program.

®Data from Fishcube and ABARES was reviewed from the last 5 years as a subset of past fishing effort. This was deemed an
appropriate period as it represents potential future fishing effort over the lifecycle of the EP (no longer than 5 years).
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Fishery

Potential for interaction

PAA

EMBA

Description

Western Skipjack
Tuna Fishery

The Western Skipjack Tuna Fishery management area spans the
Australian Fishing Zone west of Victoria and the Torres Strait and
overlaps the PAA and the EMBA. The Fishery is not currently active and
no fishing has occurred since 2009 (ABARES, 2021). Accordingly,
Woodside considers there to be no potential for interaction with this
fishery and the Petroleum Activities Program.

Southern Tuna
and Billfish
Fishery

The Southern Tuna and Billfish Fishery management area spans the
Australian Fishing Zone and overlaps the PAA and the EMBA. Fishery
Status Report 2022 indicates current fishing effort is concentrated in
south-eastern Australia (ABARES, 2021). Accordingly, Woodside
considers there to be no potential for interaction with this fishery and the
Petroleum Activities Program.

State Managed Fisheries

Pilbara Line
Fishery

The Pilbara Line Fishery licensees are permitted to operate anywhere
within Pilbara waters (Newman et al., 2021), overlapping the PAA and
EMBA. The fishery is active in the EMBA, with six 60 NM Catch and Effort
System (CAES) blocks reporting up to five licences across the 2017 —
2022 seasons (DPIRD, 2022).

FishCube data is not available at the 10 NM scale however data at the 60
NM scale suggest fishing effort is concentrated to the east of the EMBA
(DPIRD, 2022). Woodside considers it a possibility that interactions with
the fishery may occur within the EMBA.

Pilbara Fish
Trawl (Interim)
Managed Fishery

The Pilbara Fish Trawl (Interim) Managed Fishery management area
overlaps the EMBA. The fishery has remained consistently active in the
EMBA over the last 5 years, with two 60 NM CAES blocks reporting up to
four vessels across each season between 2017 — 2022 (DPIRD, 2022).
FishCube data reported no active fisheries at 10 NM overlapping the PAA
(DPIRD, 2022). Woodside considers it a possibility that interactions with
the fishery may occur within the EMBA.

Pilbara Trap
Managed Fishery

The Pilbara Trap Managed Fishery management area overlaps the
EMBA. The fishery is active across the EMBA with seven 60 NM CAES
blocks reporting up to three vessels active between the 2017 — 2022
seasons (DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly, Woodside considers it a possibility
that interactions with the fishery may occur in the EMBA.

Marine Aquarium
Fish Managed
Fishery

The Marine Aquarium Fish Managed Fishery management area overlaps
the PAA and EMBA. The fishery is active across the EMBA with three 60
NM CAES blocks reporting up to five licences active between the 2017 —
2022 seasons (DPIRD, 2022). The FishCube data reported no active
fisheries at 10 NM overlapping the PAA (DPIRD, 2022). Woodside
considers it a possibility that interactions with the fishery may occur within
the EMBA.

West Coast
Deep Sea
Crustacean
Managed Fishery

The West Coast Deep Sea Crustacean Managed Fishery is permitted to
fish in waters deeper than the 150 m isobath overlapping the EMBA. The
fishery has remained consistently active in the EMBA between the 2017 —
2022 seasons with eight 60NM CAES blocks overlapping the EMBA
reported less than 3 vessels with active fishing effort (DPIRD, 2022). The
FishCube data reported no active fisheries at 10 NM overlapping the PAA
(DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly, Woodside considers it a possibility that
interactions with the fishery may occur in the EMBA.

Mackerel
Managed Fishery
(Area 2 and Area
3)

The Mackerel Managed Fishery management area overlaps the PAA and
the EMBA. The fishery is active across the EMBA with seven 60 NM
CAES blocks reporting up to six vessels active between the 2017 — 2022
seasons (DPIRD, 2022). The FishCube data reported no active fisheries
at 10 NM overlapping the PAA (DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly, Woodside
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Potential for interaction

Fishery
PAA EMBA Description

considers it a possibility that interactions with the fishery may occur in the

EMBA.

The Western Australian Sea Cucumber Fishery is permitted to fish
Western througho_ut WA waters. FishCube data re_po_rted one CAES blocks
Australian Sea overlapping the EMBA (DPIRD, 2022). Fishing effort was reported by less
Cucumber x v than three vessels across the 201? - 2Q19 seasons (DPIRD, 2022). The
Fishery FishCube data reported no active fisheries at 10 NM overlapping the PAA

(DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly, Woodside considers it a possibility that

interactions with the fishery may occur in the EMBA.

The Gascoyne Demersal Scalefish Fishery management area overlaps

the EMBA (DPIRD 2022). FishCube data reports fishing effort occurs
Gascoyne within the EMBA across three CAES blocks reporting up to eleven
Demersal x v licenses across 2017 — 2022 seasons (DPIRD, 2022). FishCube data
Scalefish Fishery reported no active fisheries at 10 NM CAES blocks overlapping the PAA

(DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly, Woodside considers it a possibility that

interactions with the fishery may occur within the EMBA.

The Specimen Shell Managed Fishery management area overlaps the

EMBA. The fishery is active across the EMBA with four 60 NM CAES
Specimen Shell blocks reporting up to six Ii_cences active between the 2(_)17 - 202_2
Managed Fishery x v seasons (DPIRD, 2022). FishCube data reported no active fisheries at 10

NM overlapping the PAA (DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly, Woodside

considers it a possibility that interactions with the fishery may occur within

the EMBA.

The Onslow Prawn Managed Fishery management area overlaps the the

EMBA. FishCube data reports fishing effort occurs within the EMBA
Onslow Prawn across three CAES blocks reporting Ie§s than three licenses across _2018
Managed Fishery x v — 2022 seasons (DPIRD, 2022). The FishCube data reported no active

fisheries at 10 NM overlapping the PAA (DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly,

Woodside considers it a possibility that interactions with the fishery may

occur in the EMBA.

The Nickol Bay Prawn Managed Fishery management area overlaps the

EMBA. The fishery is active across the EMBA with one 60 NM CAES
Nickol Bay blocks reporting less than three vessels active between the 2020 — 2021
Prawn Managed x v season (DPIRD, 2022). The FishCube data reported no active fisheries at
Fishery 10 NM overlapping the PAA (DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly, Woodside

considers it a possibility that interactions with the fishery may occur in the

EMBA.

The Abalone Managed Fishery management area overlaps the EMBA.
Abalone < < FishCube reported no fishing effort within the EMBA and Woodside
Managed Fishery considers there to be no potential for interaction with this fishery and the

Petroleum Activities Program.

The Pilbara Crab Managed Fishery management area overlaps the PAA
Pilbara Crab < < and the EMBA. FishCube reported no fishing effort within the EMBA and
Managed Fishery Woodside considers there to be no potential for interaction with this

fishery and the Petroleum Activities Program.
West Coast The West Coast Demersal Gilinet Managed Fishery management area

. overlaps the EMBA. FishCube reported no fishing effort within the EMBA

Demersal Gillnet * * d Woodsid iders there to b tential for interaction with thi
Managed Fishery and Woodside considers there to be no potential for interaction wi is

fishery and the Petroleum Activities Program.

The Western Rock Lobster Fishery management area overlaps the
West Coast Rock < M EMBA (DPIRD 2022). FishCube reported no fishing effort within the

Lobster Fishery

EMBA and Woodside considers there to be no potential for interaction
with this fishery and the Petroleum Activities Program.
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Potential for interaction

Fishery
PAA EMBA Description
The South West Coast Salmon Fishery management area overlaps the
South West PAA and EMBA. FishCube data reported no fishing effort occurs north of
Coast Salmon x x the Perth metropolitan area (DPIRD, 2022). Accordingly, no fishing effort
Managed Fishery occurs within the EMBA and Woodside considers there to be no potential

for interaction with this fishery and the Petroleum Activities Program.

Charter based commercial operators

Fishing Tour Operators are permitted to operate across WA state waters
and are required to report monthly logbook records of client fish catches.
FishCube data reports consistent fishing effort across ten 60 NM CAES

blocks that overlap the EMBA (DPIRD 2022). Fishing effort was reported
by up to twenty vessels across the 2017 — 2022 seasons (DPIRD, 2022).

The FishCube data reported no active tour operators at 60 NM
overlapping the PAA (DPIRD, 2022) and indicates tour operator fishing
effort highest around Ningaloo and Murion Islands and at Barrow Island
and the Montebello Islands. Accordingly, Woodside considers it a
possibility that interactions with tour operators will occur within the EMBA.

Tour Operators x v

4.9.2 Traditional Fisheries

There are no traditional, or customary, fisheries within the PAA, as these are typically restricted to
shallow coastal waters and/or areas with structures such as reefs. However, it is recognised that
Barrow Island, Montebello Islands, Exmouth, Ningaloo Reef and the adjacent foreshores have a
known history of fishing when areas were occupied (as from historical records).

Areas that are covered by registered native title claims are likely to practice Aboriginal fishing
techniques at various sections of the WA coastline.

4.9.3 Tourism and Recreation

Current FishCube data (2011-2020) indicates that no tour operators use the waters within or
surrounding the PAA (DPIRD, 2021). The PAA is considered too far offshore for recreational fishing
or tourism activities to occur. Additionally, the wider EMBA does not overlap with any recognised
tourism or recreational areas, however, it is adjacent to the Montebello Islands (~230 km east-south-
east of the PAA), and Ningaloo Marine Park (~198 km south-east of the PAA), where fishing, surfing,
snorkelling and diving activities occur year round. Current FishCube data (2011-2020) indicates tour
operators may be active in offshore waters adjacent to the regionally significant Ningaloo National
Park and Montebello Islands, overlapping the edge of the EMBA (DPIRD, 2021).

It is acknowledged that there are growing tourism and recreational sectors in WA. These sectors
have expanded in area over the last couple of decades. Potential for growth and further expansion
in tourism and recreational activities in the Pilbara and Gascoyne regions is recognised, particularly
with the development of regional centres and a workforce associated with the resources sector
(Gascoyne Development Commission, 2012).

4.9.4 Commercial Shipping

The Australian Maritime Safety Authority (AMSA) has introduced a network of marine fairways
across the NWMR off WA to reduce the risk of vessel collisions with offshore infrastructure. It is
noted that none of these fairways intersect with the PAA, the nearest fairway is approximately 38 km
east of the PAA (Figure 4-16). Vessel tracking data suggest the majority of shipping is concentrated
to the east of the PAA, which is likely associated with ports.
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Figure 4-16: Vessel density map for the PAA, derived from AMSA satellite tracking system data
Note: Vessels include cargo, LNG tanker, passenger vessels, support vessels, and others/unnamed vessels

495 OQil and Gas

The PAA is located in the Exmouth Plateau area of the Northern Carnarvon Basin. One appraisal
well is present within the PAA; North Scarborough 1. Eight proposed development wells (plus 2
contingent wells) covered under the Scarborough Drilling & Completions EP may also be completed
when this Petroleum Activities Program is executed. There are no oil and gas platforms owned or
operated by other petroleum titleholders located within 50 km of the PAA (Figure -4-17) describes
current oil and gas development within the EMBA.

Table 4-20: Petroleum wells located within the PAA

Well Operator Title Easting (m) Northing (m) E'f;‘ance E0
North Scarborough | BHP Billiton Petroleum WA-346-

1ST1 (North West Shelf) Pty. Ltd. | P 736110 7815120 Overlap
Scarborough 1 Esso Australia Ltd WA-69-P | 724797 7799935 Overlap
Scarborough 2 Esso Australia Ltd WA-1-R 728860 7797701 Overlap
Scarborough 3 Et':'ip Billiton Petroleum Pty | \y 1 g | 733168 7796433 Overlap
Scarborough 4 BhP Billiton Petroleum P | wa 1R | 732108 7805189 Overlap
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Figure 4-17: Oil and gas titles and infrastructure within the region

49.6 Defence

There are designated Department of Defence practice areas in the offshore marine waters off
Ningaloo Reef and the North West Cape in the EMBA. The PAA lies within the northern tip of one of
these defence training areas, the North West Exercise Area (NWXA) accessed by Royal Australian
Air Force (RAAF) Base Learmonth (Figure 4-18). The Learmonth Air Weapons Range (AWR)
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practice area is located approximately 70 km south of the PAA. The closest site where unexploded
ordnance is known to occur is 20 km north-west of Bessieres Island, located approximately 211 km
from the PAA, and outside of the EMBA. Defence areas overlapping the PAA are presented in Figure
4-18.

Legend
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Training Areas
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Figure 4-18: Defence Restricted and Prohibited areas relative to the PAA
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5 CONSULTATION

5.1 Summary

Woodside consults relevant persons in the course of preparing an EP in accordance with regulation
11A of the Environment Regulations. Woodside acknowledges that consultation is designed to
ensure that relevant persons are identified and given sufficient information and a reasonable period
to allow them to make an informed assessment of the possible consequences of the proposed
activity on them and, to ensure that Titleholders can consider and adopt appropriate measures in
response to the matters raised by relevant persons. Consistent with regulation 3 of the Environment
Regulations, consultation also supports Woodside’'s objective to ensure that the environmental
impacts and risks of the activity are reduced to ALARP and an acceptable level.

Woodside acknowledges that a titleholder's approach to consultation must be informed by both the
Environment Regulations and the findings of the Full Federal Court in the Santos NA Barossa Pty
Ltd v Tipakalippa [2022] FCAFC 193 (see Section 5.2) delivered on 2 December 2022.

For this PAP, Woodside has considered both the Operation Area and the broader EMBA in
undertaking consultation (see further discussion in Section 5.2). The broadest extent of the EMBA
has been determined by reference to the highly unlikely event of a hydrocarbon release resulting
from the PAP (see Section 4).

Woodside’s consultation methodology is divided into three parts:

e The first section (Section 5.2 to 5.6) provides an overview of Woodside’s consultation
methodology for its EPs, including how we apply regulation 11A(1) of the Environment
Regulations to identify relevant persons.

e The second section (Section 5.7) explains Woodside’s application of the consultation
methodology and Woodside’s assessment of relevant persons for this EP.

e The third section (Section 5.8) details the consultation information provided to relevant
persons, feedback received and Woodside’s assessment of the merits of objections or
claims. This section also describes engagement with persons or organisations that
Woodside chose to contact who are not relevant persons for the purposes of regulation
11A(1) of the Environment Regulations (see Section 5.3.4).
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Identification of relevant persons

Prepare the essential aspects of the EP
{Section 3, Section 4 and Section 6)

Define the broaaest extent of the
‘environment that may be affected’ (EMBA) for
consultation based on the Petroleumn Activities

Program (PAP) planned and unplanned
activities {Section 4)

//!HHHH
Persons or organisations \Woodside at - Assessment
its discretion chooses to contact, of
where applicable (Section 5.3.4) o relevance /,-/
" /

Determine whether activities may be relevant
toa Commonwealth, State or Northern Determine persons or organisations
Territory government department or agency Woodside at its discretion assesses as a
under subregulation 11A{1){z), (b) and {c) relevant person under subregulation
within the EMBA, or for the purposes of 11A[{1)(e) (Section 5.7.3)
incident response planning (Section 5.7.1).

Determine the persens or organisations whose
functions, interests or activities may be
affected by the proposed activities within the
EMBA under subregulation 11A{1){d) by
applying a category-by category methodology
{Section 5.7.2, Table 5-1, and Table 5-2).

Relevant persons
identified for the EP
(Table 5-3)

Relevant

Mot relevant

h J
( Not relevant 1o the N
proposed activity
(Table 5-3)

Figure 5-1: Overview of Woodside’s methodology to identify relevant persons

5.2 Consultation — General Context

Woodside has a portfolio of quality oil and gas assets and more than 30 years of operating
experience. We have a strong history of working with local communities, the relevant regulators and
a broad range of persons and organisations to understand the potential risks and impacts from our
proposed activities and to develop appropriate measures to manage them.

The length of time that we have operated in Commonwealth and State waters, and the history of
continued engagement with a wide range of persons and organisations enables Woodside to
develop an extensive consultation list to inform its consultation process. This consultation list is not
used as a definitive list of persons to consult, but rather, assists Woodside as an input to its
understanding of relevant persons with whom to consult on a proposed petroleum activity. The
information in the consultation list has been captured from years of experience, it contains insights
relating to the type of information particular persons or organisations want to receive during
consultation, the appropriate method of consultation for relevant persons and includes appropriate
contact details, which are periodically reviewed and updated.

Woodside acknowledges NOPSEMA'’s Guideline on Consultation in the course of preparing an
environment plan (12 May 2023) as well as recent judicial guidance (in the Full Federal Court’s
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decision in Santos NA Barossa Pty Ltd v Tipakalippa [2022] FCAFC 193) on the intent of consultation
as follows:

e At paragraph 54 of the appeal decision: ... provide a basis for NOPSEMA'’s considerations
of the measures, if any, that a titleholder proposes to take or has taken to lessen or avoid the
deleterious effect of its proposed activity on the environment, as expansively defined.

e At paragraph 89 of the appeal decision: ...its purpose is to ensure that the titleholder has
ascertained, understood and addressed all the environmental impacts and risks that might
arise from its proposed activity. Consultation facilitates this outcome because it gives the
titleholder an opportunity to receive information that it might not otherwise have received from
others affected by its proposed activity. Consultation enables the titleholder to better
understand how others with an objective stake in the environment in which it proposes to
pursue the activity perceive those environmental impacts and risks. As the Regulations
expressly contemplate, it enables the titleholder to refine or change the measures it proposes
to address those impacts and risks by taking into account the information acquired through
the consultations. Objectively, the scheme intends that this is likely to improve the
minimisation of environmental impacts and risks from the activity.

In order to undertake consultation, Woodside has developed a methodology for identifying relevant
persons, in accordance with regulation 11(A)1. This methodology reflects NOPSEMA'’s recent
guideline and demonstrates that, in order to meet the requirements of regulation 10A (criteria for EP
acceptance) when preparing the EP, Woodside understands:

e our planned activities in the PAA being the area in which our planned activities are proposed
to occur (see Section 3.3.2); and

e the geographical extent to which the environment may be affected (EMBA) by risks and
impacts from our activities (unplanned) (identified in Section 4.1 and assessed in
Section 6.8).

Woodside has undertaken consultation in the course of preparing this EP in compliance with
regulation 11A of the Environment Regulations, which requires a titleholder to:

e consult with each of the following (a relevant person) in the course of preparing an
environment plan:

- each Department or agency of the Commonwealth to which the activities to be carried
out under the environment plan, or the revision of the environment plan, may be
relevant;

- each Department or agency of a State or the Northern Territory to which the activities
to be carried out under the EP, or the revision of the EP, may be relevant;

- the Department of the responsible State Minister, or the responsible Northern
Territory Minister;

- aperson or organisation whose functions, interests or activities may be affected by
the activities to be carried out under the EP, or the revision of the EP; and

- any other person or organisation that the titleholder considers relevant (regulation
11A(1).

e give each relevant person sufficient information to allow the relevant person to make an
informed assessment of the possible consequences of the activity on the their functions,
interests or activities (regulation 11A(1)(2));

¢ allow a relevant person a reasonable period for the consultation (regulation 11A(1)(3)); and

o tell each relevant person that the titleholder consults with that the relevant person may
request that particular information it provides in the consultation not be published and any
information subject to such a request is not to be published (regulation 11A(1)(4)).

Further, Woodside seeks to carry out consultation in a manner that:
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e is consistent with the principles of ecologically sustainable development (ESD) set out in
section 3A of the EPBC Act — see Section 2;

e s intended to reduce the environmental impacts and risks from the activity to ALARP and an
acceptable level;

e seeks to ensure that the environmental impacts and risks of the activity will be of an
acceptable level;

e s intended to minimise harm to the relevant person and the environment from the proposed
petroleum activities and to enable Woodside to consider measures that may be taken to
mitigate the potential adverse environmental impacts that the petroleum activity may
otherwise cause;

e is collaborative; Woodside respects that for a relevant person, consultation is voluntary.
Where the relevant person seeks to engage, Woodside collaborates with the relevant person
with the aim of seeking genuine and meaningful two-way dialogue; and

e provides opportunities for relevant persons to provide feedback throughout the life of the EP
through its ongoing consultation process (refer to Section 5.6 and Section 7.8.2.1).

An overview of Woodside’s consultation approach is outlined at Figure 5 2.

¢ The methodology for consultation for this activity has been informed by various guidelines
and relevant information for consultation on planned activities, including:

Federal Court:
e Santos NA Barossa Pty Ltd v Tipakalippa [2022] FCAFC 193
NOPSEMA:

GL2086 — Consultation in the course of preparing an environment plan — May 2023
GN1847 - Responding to public comment on environment plans - July 2022

GN1344 - Environment plan content requirements - September 2020

GL1721 - Environment Plan Decision Making Guideline - December 2022

GN1488 - Oil pollution risk management - July 2021

GN1785 — Petroleum activities and Australian Marine Parks — June 2020

GL1887 — Consultation with Commonwealth agencies with responsibilities in the marine
area — January 2023

PL2098 — Draft Policy for managing gender-restricted information

e Consultation on offshore petroleum environment plans — Information for the community

Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water:

e Sea Countries of the North-West; Literature review on Indigenous connection to and uses
of the North West Marine Region

Australian Fisheries Management Authority:

e Petroleum industry consultation with the commercial fishing industry

Commonwealth Department of Agriculture and Water Resources:

e Fisheries and the Environment — Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Act 2006

e Offshore Installations Biosecurity Guide

WA Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development:

e Guidance statement for oil and gas industry consultation with the Department of Fisheries

WA Department of Transport:

e Offshore Petroleum Industry Guidance Note
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Good practice consultation:

e |AP2 Public Participation Spectrum

e Engage early — guidance for proponents on best practice Indigenous engagement for
environmental assessments under the EPBC Act

5.3 Identification of Relevant Persons for Consultation
5.3.1 Regulations 11A(1)(a), (b) and (c)

The relevant inquiry for determining relevant persons within the description of regulations
11A(1)(a) and (b) is whether the activities to be carried out under the EP may be relevant to
one of the government departments or agencies in those regulations. In accordance with
regulation 11A(1)(c), Woodside consults with the department of the relevant State Minister,
which for this EP is the Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety (DMIRS).

5.3.2 Regulation 11A(1)(d)

In order to identify a relevant person for the purposes of regulation 11A(1)(d), the meaning of
“functions, interests or activities” needs to be understood. In regulation 11A(1)(d), the phrase
“functions, interests or activities” should be construed broadly and consistently with the regulatory
objects of the Environment Regulations (Regulation 3) and the objects of the EPBC Act (Section
3A).

In developing its methodology for consultation, Woodside acknowledges that the current guidance
on the definition of functions, interests and activities is as follows:

Functions Refers to a power or duty to do something.

Interests Conforms to the accepted concept of ‘interest’ in other areas of public administrative law and
includes any interest possessed by an individual whether or not the interest amounts to a
legal right or is a proprietary or financial interest or relates to reputation.

Activities Broader than the definition of ‘activity’ in Regulation 4 of the Environment Regulations and is
likely be directed to what the relevant person is already doing.

As discussed in Section 5.1 and Section 5.2, Woodside’s methodology assesses relevance of a
person or organisations functions, interests or activities based on:

e their overlap with the PAA and EMBA; and
o whether a person or organisation has functions, interests or activities that may be affected
by Woodside's proposed planned or unplanned activities.

5.3.3 Regulation 11A(1)(e)

In addition to assessing relevance under regulation11 A(1)(d), Woodside has discretion to
categorise any other person or organisation as a relevant person under regulation11A(1)(e).
5.3.4 Persons or organisations Woodside chooses to contact

In addition to undertaking consultation with relevant persons under regulation11A(1) there are
persons or organisations that Woodside chooses to contact, from time to time, in relation to a
proposed activity. For example, these are persons or organisations:

¢ that are ‘not relevant’ pursuant to regulation 11A(1) but that Woodside has chosen to seek
additional guidance from, for example, to inform the correct contact person for Woodside to
consult, or engage due to guidance from, for example, a relevant person or the Regulator;
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o that are ‘not relevant’ pursuant to regulation 11A(1) but have been contacted as a result of
consultation requirements changing or updated guidance from the Regulator; and

e where it is unclear what their functions, interests or activities are, or whether their functions,
interests or activities may be affected. Therefore, engagement is required to inform relevance
under Woodside’s methodology. Woodside follows the same methodology for assessing a
person or organisations relevance as it does during its initial assessment (as described in
Figure 5-1 and Section 5.7). The result of Woodside’s assessment of relevance during the
development of the EP is outlined at Table 5-3.

5.4 Consultation Material and Timing

Regulation 11A(2) provides that a titleholder must give each relevant person sufficient information
to allow the relevant person to make an informed assessment of the possible consequences of the
activity on the functions, interests or activities of the relevant person. Regulation 11A(3) provides
that the titleholder must allow a relevant person a reasonable period for the consultation.

As set out in Section 5.2, Woodside notifies relevant persons, of the proposed activities, respecting
that consultation is voluntary (for the relevant person) and collaborates on a consultation approach
where further engagement is sought by the relevant person. Woodside understands that the
consultation process should be appropriate for the category of relevant persons and that not all
persons or organisations will require the same level of engagement. Woodside recognises that the
level of engagement is dependent on the nature and scale of the PAP. Woodside recognises
published guidance for good practice consultation relevant to different sectors and disciplines (see
Section 5.2). Woodside’s methodology for providing relevant persons with sufficient information as
well as a reasonable period of time to provide feedback is set out in this section.

5.4.1 Sufficient information

Woodside produces a Consultation Information Sheet for each EP (Appendix F, referencel.1 and
1.107). This is provided to relevant persons and organisations and is also available on Woodside’s
website for interested parties to access and to provide feedback on. The Consultation Information
Sheet typically includes a description of the proposed petroleum activity, the PAA where the activity
will take place, the timing and duration of the activity, a location map of the PAA and EMBA, a
description of the EMBA, relevant exclusion zones as well as a summary of relevant risks and
mitigation and/or management control measures relevant to the proposed petroleum activity. It also
sets out contact details to provide feedback to Woodside.

Woodside recognises that the level of information necessary to assist a person or organisation to
understand the impacts of the proposed activity on their functions, interests or activities may vary
and, also may depend on the degree to which a relevant person is affected. For example, Woodside
considers that relevant persons who may be impacted by planned activities in the PAA, for example
as aresult of temporary displacement due to exclusion zones, may require more targeted information
relevant to their functions, interests or activities. Woodside also acknowledges NOPSEMA'’s
brochure entitled Consultation on offshore petroleum environment plans information for the
community, which advises consultees that they may inform titleholders that they only want to be
consulted in the very unlikely event of an oil spill.

As described in Section 5.3.4, Woodside places advertisements in a selected local, state and
national newspaper. This typically includes the name of the EP Woodside is seeking feedback on,
an overview of the activity, the consultation feedback date and the ways in which a person or
organisation can provide feedback. Advertising in the local paper in the area of the activity is also
consistent with the public notification process under section 66 of the Native Title Act for native title
applications. Woodside typically aligns advertisement feedback timeframes with the timing described
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below. Feedback received is assessed in accordance with Section 5.7 to determine relevance and
evidenced in Table 5-3 as appropriate.

As Woodside has been operating for more than 30 years and many persons or organisations have
been consulted on other EPs or Woodside business, Woodside has a high level of understanding of
how those persons or organisations wish to be engaged. Woodside utilises a range of tools to provide
sufficient materials to relevant persons, which may include one or more of the following:

e Consultation Information Sheet available on Woodside’s website (Appendix F,
referencel.l and 1.107);

o Bespoke Consultation Information Sheet, presentations or summaries specific to a
particular relevant person group (Appendix F, reference 1.108 and 1.109);

e Subscription available on Woodside’s website to receive notification of new Consultation

Information Sheets for Woodside EPs;

Emails;

Letters;

Phone calls;

Face-to-face meetings (virtual or in person) with presentation slides or handouts as

appropriate;

e Maps outlining a persons or organisations defined area of responsibility in relation to the
proposed activity, for example a fisheries management area or defence training area; and

e Community meetings, as appropriate.

Woodside recognises that information may need to be provided to relevant persons in an iterative
manner during the consultation process. Woodside considers that in line with the intent of
consultation (see Section 5.2), the threshold for genuine two-way engagement is met via feedback
on incorporation of controls, where applicable, being provided to the relevant person to ensure the
relevant persons understands how their input has been considered in the development of the EP.

Information which is provided to relevant persons for the purposes of consultation on this EP is
summarised at Table 5-4.

Table 5-5 sets out the information which is provided to persons or organisations that are not relevant
for the purposes of regulation 11A but which Woodside has chosen to contact (see Section 5.3.4).

When engaging in consultation, Woodside notifies relevant persons that, in accordance with
regulation 11A(4), the relevant person may request that particular information the person or
organisation provides in the consultation not be published and that information subject to that request
will not be published.

5.4.2 Sufficient time

Woodside seeks feedback in order to support preparation of its environment plan. Woodside
recognises that what constitutes a reasonable period for consultation should be considered on a
case-by-case basis, with reference to the nature, scale and complexity of the activity. Woodside's
typical approach is as follows:

e advertising in a selected local, state and national newspapers (Appendix F, reference
1.110) to give persons or organisations the opportunity to understand the activity and identify
whether their functions, interests or activities may be affected,;

e providing consultation materials directly to identified relevant persons as well as persons who
are not relevant but Woodside chose to contact (see Section 5.3.4), and providing a target
date for feedback. Woodside acknowledges that feedback may be received from relevant
persons following the target date;

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form
by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOO06AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 108 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

e acknowledging that the way in which Woodside provides consultation information may vary
depending on the relevant person or organisation and, may depend on the degree to which
a relevant person or organisation is affected. Different consultation processes may be
required for relevant persons and organisations depending on the information requirements;

o following up with relevant persons prior to EP submission. Where possible, Woodside will
endeavour to use an alternative method of communication to contact the relevant person;
and

e engaging in two-way dialogue with relevant persons or organisations where feedback is
received.

The specific consultation materials and engagements for this EP are set out in Section 5.8.1, Table
5-4 and Table 5-5.

Woodside communicates with relevant persons in different ways. Woodside recognises that as part
of genuine two-way dialogue, these forms of communication may evolve, including for example due
to changes to organisation representation, as relationships are further established, or an alternative
form of communication is expressed by a person or organisation. Woodside acknowledges that there
might be limitations in how it can consult with relevant persons.

Typical accepted forms of communications for categories of relevant persons are set out below.

Category of relevant Typically accepted form of communication
person
Government departments / Woodside applies NOPSEMA'’s guideline for engagement with Commonwealth
agencies — marine government departments or agencies in line with GL1887 — Consultation with

Commonwealth agencies with responsibilities in the marine area — January 2023
by using email for its consultation unless another form of communication is

Government departments /
agencies — environment

requested.
Government departments / Other forms of communication, such as phone calls, and meetings and/or
agencies — industry presentation briefings are used on request.

Commercial fisheries and peak Commonwealth commercial fisheries: The Australian Fisheries Management
representative bodies Agency (AFMA) has responsibility for providing licence holder contact details
which are limited to email addresses. Alternative forms of communication are at
the licence holder’s discretion. Other forms of communication, such as phone
calls, and meetings and/or presentation briefings are used on request.

State commercial fisheries and recreational marine users: The Western Australian
Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development (DPIRD) has
responsibility for managing the Fish Resources Management Act 1994 and
Aquatic Resources Management Act 2016, which limits the provision of contact
details from the register to the name and business address of licence holders.
Alternative forms of communication are at the licence holder’s discretion. Other
forms of communication, such as phone calls, and meetings and/or presentation
briefings are used on request.

Peak representative bodies: Email is used as the primary form of communication
with commercial fishery and recreational marine user peak representative bodies
in the ordinary course of business. Other forms of communication, such as phone
calls, and meetings and/or presentation briefings are used on request.

Recreational marine users and
peak representative bodies

Titleholders and Operators Email is used as the primary form of communication between titleholders and
operators in the ordinary course of business. Other forms of communication, such
as phone calls, and meetings and/or presentation briefings are used on request.

Peak industry representative Email is used as the primary form of communication with peak representative
bodies bodies in the ordinary course of business. Other forms of communication, such as
phone calls, and meetings and/or presentation briefings are used on request.

Traditional Custodians There are many forms of communication that Woodside uses on a case-by-case
basis and as appropriate to the specific group, such as; email, phone calls,
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Category of relevant Typically accepted form of communication
person
meetings and community forums. Other forms of communication are used on
request.
Historical heritage groups or NOPSEMA'’s guideline (GL1887 — Consultation with Commonwealth agencies with
organisations responsibilities in the marine area — January 2023) for engagement with

government departments or agencies is used as a reference for Woodside’s
approach for communicating with historical heritage groups or organisations. Other
forms of communication, such as phone calls, and meetings and/or presentation
briefings are used on request.

Local government and Local government: NOPSEMA’s guideline (GL1887 — Consultation with
recognised local community Commonwealth agencies with responsibilities in the marine area — January 2023)
reference/liaison groups or for engagement with local government is used as a reference for Woodside’s
organisations approach for communicating with historical heritage groups or organisations.

Community referencel/liaison groups and chambers of commerce: Email is used as
the primary form of communication with local community reference/liaison groups
or organisations in the ordinary course of business. Other forms of communication,
such as phone calls, and meetings and/or presentation briefings are used on

request.
Other non-government groups Email is used as the primary form of communication with Other non-government
or organisations groups or organisations. Other forms of communication, such as phone calls, and
meetings and/or presentation briefings are used on request.
Research Institutes and Local Email is used as the primary form of communication with research institutes and
conservation groups or local conservation groups or organisations. Other forms of communication, such
organisations as phone calls, and meetings and/or presentation briefings are used on request.

As detailed in Section 5.6 and Section 7.8.2, if comments and feedback are received after the EP
has been submitted, Woodside is open to considering those comments and feedback on its EPs and
update controls as appropriate, at all stages during the life of the EP.

5.5 Providing feedback and Assessment of Merit of Objections or Claims

There are a number of ways in which feedback can be provided. Feedback can be provided through
the Woodside feedback email or via the Woodside feedback toll free phone line as outlined in the
Consultation Information Sheet and the Woodside website. Where appropriate, consultation may
also be supported by phone calls or meetings.

Woodside consults widely on its EPs and notes that feedback is received in various forms. Feedback
that is considered inappropriate or that puts the environment, health, safety or wellbeing of Woodside
employees or operations at risk will not be tolerated. Woodside respects people’s rights to protest
peacefully and lawfully but actions that put the environment, health, safety or wellbeing of Woodside
employees or operations at risk go beyond those boundaries.

Woodside accepts feedback and engages in consultation in order to achieve the aims set out in
Section 5.2. Woodside recognises that there are persons and organisations that take a view that
Woodside’s operations and/or growth projects should be stopped or at least delayed as far as
possible. Whilst Woodside assesses the merits of objections or claims received, it acknowledges
NOPSEMA’s guidance in its brochure entitled Consultation on offshore petroleum environment plans
information for the community, which states that relevant persons are free to respond on any matter
and raise any concern, however this may not be able to be considered if it is outside the scope or
purpose of the environment plan and approval process, for example, statements of fundamental
objection to offshore petroleum activities or information containing personal threats or profanities.

Feedback from relevant persons is reviewed and an assessment of the merits is made of information
provided as well as objections or claims about the adverse impact of each activity to which the EP
relates. This might, for instance, be done through a review of data and literature and for relevance
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to the nature and scale of the activity outlined in the EP. Consistent with the aim of consultation in
Section 5.2, Woodside will consider information received when reviewing and designing measures
to put in place to minimise harm to relevant persons and where reasonable or practical to further
manage impacts and risks to ALARP and acceptable levels.

Woodside considers feedback during consultation from relevant persons and persons Woodside
chose to contact (see Section 5.3.4). It assesses the merits of objections or claims, and, where
appropriate, incorporates changes in the EP. This information is summarised in Table 5-4 and Table
5-5 of the EP.

In accordance with regulation 9(8) of the Environment Regulations, sensitive information (if any) in
an EP, and the full text of any response by a relevant person to consultation under regulation11 A in
the course of preparation of the plan, must be contained in the sensitive information part of the plan
and not anywhere else in the plan.

5.6 Ongoing Consultation

Consultation can continue to occur during the life of an EP, including after an EP has been accepted
by NOPSEMA.

As per Woodside’'s ongoing consultation approach (refer to Section 7.8.2.1), feedback and
comments received from relevant persons continue to be assessed and responded to, as required,
throughout the life of an EP, including during its assessment and once accepted, in accordance with
the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).

Should consultation feedback be received following the acceptance of an EP that identifies a
measure or control that requires implementation or updates to meet the intended outcome of
consultation (see Section 5.2), Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Review process
as appropriate (see Section 7.6).
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Review Woodside"s consultation list for
information on appropriate methods of
consultation and contact details available for
relevant persons based on years of operating
EXperience, as appropriate.

Identify whether the relevant person has
developed specdific guidelines on how they

[ Relevant persons identified for the EP
wish to be consufted.

(Table 5-3).

Develop consultation information,
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as appropriate to the category of
relevant persons and functions, activities or

interests potentially affected, as applicable
|Section 5.2 and Section 5.4).
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consultation information and opportunity to
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Woodside uses typically accepted forms of
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Figure 5-2: Overview of Woodside’s consultation approach.
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5.7

Identification of Relevant Persons for this EP

5.7.1 Identification of relevant persons under subregulation 11A(1)(a), (b) and (c)

Woodside’s methodology for identifying relevant persons under regulations 11A(1)(a), (b) and (c) is
as follows:

Woodside considers the defined responsibilities of each of the departments and agencies to
which the activities in the EMBA to be carried out under the EP may be relevant. This list of
relevant department and agencies is formulated by reference to the responsibilities of the
government departments as set out on their websites, in NOPSEMA’s GL1887 — Consultation
with Commonwealth agencies with responsibilities in the marine area guideline (March 2022)
which describes where the Department is a relevant agency under the Environment
Regulations, as well as experience and knowledge that Woodside has gained from years of
operating in relation to the departments and agencies which Woodside has historically
consulted over the years. This list is revised from time to time, for example, for the purposes of
to accommodating government restructures, renaming of departments, shifting portfolios
and/or to account for new agencies that might arise.

Woodside has categorised government department or agency groups as follows:

Government departments / Agencies with legislated responsibilities for use of the marine environment.
agencies — marine

Government departments / Agencies with legislated responsibilities for the protection of the marine
agencies — environment environment.

Government departments / The legislated Department of the responsible Commonwealth, State or
agencies —industry Northern Territory Minister for Industry.

e Woodside considers each of the responsibilities of the departments and agencies and
determines whether those responsibilities overlap with potential risks and impacts specific
to the proposed petroleum activity in the EMBA. The assessment is both activity and
location based.

e Woodside acknowledges the roles and responsibilities of government departments and
agencies acting on behalf of various industry participants. For example, AMSA — Marine
Safety is responsible for the safety of vessels and the seafarers who are operating in the
domestic commercial shipping industry and AHO is responsible for maritime safety and
Notices to Mariners. To undertake the PAP in a manner that prevents a substantially
adverse effect on the potential displacement of marine users, Woodside therefore consults
AMSA — Marine Safety and AHO on its proposed activities. Woodside considers each of the
responsibilities of the departments and agencies and determines those that would either be
involved in the incident response itself or in relation to the regulatory or decision-making
capacity with respect to planning for the unlikely event of a worst-case hydrocarbon release
incident response specific to the PAP. Feedback received, if any, is assessed in
accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).

e The list of those government departments and agencies assessed as relevant is set out in

Table 5-3.

o Feedback received, if any, is assessed in accordance with the intended outcome of

consultation (as set out in Section 5.2) and summarised at Table 5-4 and Table 5-5 as
appropriate to the relevance assessment.
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Woodside does not consult with departments or agencies with interests that do not overlap with risks
and impacts specific to the proposed petroleum activity in the EMBA or would not be involved in
incident response planning. For instance, in this EP, Woodside has not consulted with the
department for the Minister of the Northern Territory because there is no overlap given that the
proposed activities are in Commonwealth waters offshore of Western Australia.

5.7.2 Identification of relevant persons under subregulation 11A(1)(d)

Relevant persons under regulation11A (1)(d) are defined as a person or organisation whose
functions, interests or activities may be affected by the activities to be carried out under the EP, or a
revision of the EP. In identifying relevant persons, Woodside considers:

¢ the planned activities to be carried out under this EP (described in Section 3); and
e the EMBA by unplanned activities (identified in Section 4 and assessed in Section 6).

To identify relevant persons who fall within regulation 11A(1)(d), Woodside adopts the following
methodology, and then undertakes consultation with relevant persons which is set out further in
Section 5.8.

o Woodside assesses relevance based on overlap with risks and impacts from its proposed
petroleum activities within the EMBA.

e This assessment will include applying professional judgement, knowledge and current
literature and will vary depending on the type of person or organisation and as such, the
relevant persons are determined by category as described in Section 5-1 and identification
methodology applied as set out in Table 5-2.

e The list of those persons or organisations assessed as relevant and persons or
organisations Woodside chose to contact is set out in Section 5-3.

o Feedback received, if any, is assessed in accordance with the intended outcome of
consultation (as set out in Section 5.2) and applying the categories of relevant persons
methodology outlined in Table 5-2, as appropriate.

¢ Feedback from relevant persons is summarised at Table 5-4. Feedback from persons
assessed as not relevant but whom Woodside choses to contact is summarised at
Table 5-5.

Table 5-1: Categories of relevant persons

Category Explanation
Commercial fisheries and peak Commonwealth or State Commercial Fishery with a fishery management
representative bodies plan recognised under the Commonwealth Fisheries Management Act

1991 (Cth) and Western Australian Fish Resources Management Act 1994
(WA), which may be amended from time to time.

Commonwealth peak fishery representative bodies are identified by AFMA.
WAFIC is the peak representative body for state fishers in Western

Australia.
Recreational marine users and peak Charter boat, tourism and dive operators identified by DPIRD specific to the
representative bodies location of the proposed activity.

Representative bodies are the recognised peak organisation(s) for
recreational marine users.

Titleholders and Operators Registered holder of an offshore petroleum title or GHG title governed by
the OPGGS Act and associated regulations.

Peak industry representative bodies Recognised peak organisation(s) for the oil and gas sector.
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Category

Explanation

Traditional Custodians

Traditional Custodians are persons who are descended from Indigenous
peoples, who self-identify and are recognised by the Traditional Custodian

group.

Native Title Representative Bodies

A Representative Aboriginal/Torres Strait Islander Bodies (RATSIB) is

a regional organisation appointed under the Native Title Act 1993 (NTA) to
represent native title groups in their claims for native title recognition. Their
functions are set out in Section 203B of the Native Title Act 1993 and
include: facilitation and assistance; certification; dispute resolution;
notifications; agreement making. They are also known, and referred to
here, as Native Title Representative Bodies.

Historical heritage groups or
organisations

Legislated or government enlisted groups or organisations responsible for
the management of marine heritage.

Local government and recognised local
community referencel/liaison groups or

Local government governed by the Local Government Act 1995 (WA)
which is responsible for representing the local community. Recognised

organisations

local community reference/liaison group or organisation in relation to oil
and gas matters.

Other non-government groups or

organisations

Non-government organisation with public website material targeting the
proposed activity.

Research Institutes and local
conservation groups or organisations

Research institutes are government or private institutions that conduct
marine or terrestrial research.

Local conservation groups are local non-government organisation that
regularly conduct conservation activities focused on the local environment
or wildlife.

Table 5-2: Methodology for identifying relevant persons within the EMBA undertaken under
subcategory 11 A (1) (d) — by category

Category

Relevant person identification methodology

Commercial fisheries
(Commonwealth and
State) and peak

representative bodies

Woodside assesses relevance for commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and State) and
their representative bodies using the following next steps in its methodology:

Defining the parameters having regard to timing, location and duration of the proposed
petroleum activity.

Confirming whether the EMBA overlaps with the fisheries management area (i.e. the
spatial area the fishery is legally permitted to fish in) (see Section 4.1).

Woodside acknowledges WAFIC’s consultation guidance (accessed on 2 February
2023), that titleholders develop separate consultation strategies for significant
unplanned events (for example oil spill) where titleholders can demonstrate the
likelihood of such events occurring is extremely low. WAFIC’s guidance is that
consultation on unplanned events resulting in an emergency scenario should only be
undertaken if an incident occurs (see Appendix H).

For Commonwealth and State commercial fisheries, Woodside assesses the potential
spatial and temporal extent for interaction with the fishery by reviewing AFMA
ABARES and DPIRD Fishcube data within the PAA and EMBA (see Section 4.9.2).

Assessment of relevance:

State commercial fisheries that have been assessed as having a potential for

interaction within the PAA or EMBA (see Section 4.9.2) are assessed as relevant to

the proposed activity. Woodside acknowledges WAFIC’s consultation guidance (see

above) and applies this by:

- directly consulting fishery licence holders that are assessed as having a potential
for interaction in the PAA; and

- consulting fisheries that are assessed as having a potential for interaction in the
EMBA via WAFIC.

Commonwealth commercial fisheries that have been assessed as having a potential

for interaction within the PAA or EMBA (see Section 4.9.2) are assessed as relevant

to the proposed activity.
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Category

Relevant person identification methodology

e If Woodside has identified that a Commonwealth or State fishery is a relevant person,
then Woodside also consults the fisheries relevant representative body. For example,
WAFIC represents the interests of State fisheries in Western Australia. If a state fishery
is identified as relevant, Woodside would also identify WAFIC as relevant. Recognised
Commonwealth fishery representative bodies are identified by AFMA via its website.
WAFIC is the only recognised state fishery representative body.

Recreational marine
users and peak
representative bodies

Woodside assesses relevance for recreational marine users and peak representative
bodies using the following next steps in its methodology:

e From Woodside knowledge and operating experience, knowledge of recreational
marine users in the area. This assessment is both activity and location based.

e Defining the parameters having regard to timing, location and duration of the proposed
petroleum activity.

e Assessing the potential spatial and temporal extent for interaction with recreational
marine users by reviewing DPIRD Fishcube data to assess whether there has been
activity within the EMBA in the past 5 years.

Assessment of relevance:

e Recreational marine users that have been active in the past 5 years within the EMBA
are assessed as relevant to the proposed activity. Woodside is provided with the
contact details of charter, boat tourism and dive operators specific to the region of the
EMBA by DPIRD to consult with the relevant persons.

e If Woodside has identified recreational marine users as relevant persons, then
Woodside also consults identified peak recreational marine user representative bodies.
For example, Recfishwest represents the interests of recreational fishers. These
representative bodies are identified via Woodside’s existing consultation list, which is
updated as appropriate via advice from known groups and DPIRD.

Titleholders and
Operators

Woodside assesses relevance for other titleholders and operators using the following next
steps in its methodology:

¢ Using WA Petroleum Titles (DMIRS-011) to determine overlap with other Titleholders
or Operators permit areas within the EMBA.

e From Woodside knowledge and operating experience, knowledge of other operators in
the area.

e Woodside produces a map showing the outcome of this assessment.
Assessment of relevance:

e Titleholders and Operators whose permit areas are identified as having an overlap
within the EMBA are assessed as relevant.

Peak industry
representative bodies

Woodside assesses relevance for peak industry representative bodies using the following
next steps in its methodology:

¢ Review of peak industry representative bodies responsibilities that Woodside actively
participates in, with consideration of overlap between industry focus area and
Woodside’s proposed activities within the EMBA.

o Review of Woodside’s existing consultation list.

e Website search to identify whether any additional peak industry representative bodies

have been created whose responsibilities may overlap with Woodside’s proposed
activities within the EMBA.

Assessment of relevance:

e Peak industry representative bodies whose responsibilities are identified as having an
overlap with Woodside's proposed activities within the EMBA are assessed as
relevant.

Traditional Custodians

Consistent with its understanding of the matters discussed in Section 4.9, Woodside
assesses relevance for Traditional Custodians using the following steps in its methodology:

¢ In line with the “tri-partite test”, Traditional Custodians are persons descended from
Indigenous peoples, who self-identify and are recognised by the Traditional Custodian
group. The “tripartite test” was described by Justice Brennan in the High Court case of
Mabo v Queensland (No. 2) [1992] HCA 23 and has continued to be accepted and
applied broadly, most recently by the High Court in a case that Love v Commonwealth
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Category

Relevant person identification methodology

of Australia [2020] HCA 3. As Woodside has more than 30 years of operating
experience, over the years, it has undertaken extensive engagement with recognised
Traditional Custodians for its operations.

Using the database of the National Native Title Tribunal to determine whether there are
any Native Title Claims (historical or current) or Determinations overlapping or
coastally adjacent to the EMBA. The original Native Title Claims are understood to
represent the lands and waters over which Indigenous groups claim rights (including
rights to conduct activities) and interests, and Native Title Determinations are
understood to represent the lands and waters over which Indigenous groups have
determined rights and interests and their representative institutions have certain
functions (see Section 4 and below).

Where there is a positive determination of native title, contacting the Native Title
Representative Body Corporate (also known as a Prescribed Body Corporate or PBC).
The PBC is the body incorporated by native title holders to hold their native title rights
and interests in perpetuity for them and is recognised by the Federal Court in its
determination of native title as the appropriate representative body. Thereby the PBC
becomes the governing and representative body for the native title group (Traditional
Owner society) through which decisions relating to communal interests are made.

Where appropriate, contacting the relevant Native Title Representative Body to request
a list of any Traditional Custodian groups asserting Traditional Custodianship over an
area of coastline adjacent to the EMBA who do not and have never had a native title
claim or determination of which the land council or Native Title Representative Body
are aware.

Review of relevant Indigenous Land Use Agreements (ILUA), or similar agreements
which Woodside has entered into or are publicly available, by which Aboriginal
organisations or Traditional Custodian Groups have made a voluntary agreement
regarding the use or management of areas of land or water overlapping the EMBA
(see Section 4.1). ILUAs are registered with the Native Title Tribunal and provide
additional indications of Traditional Custodian rights and interests.

Review of Commonwealth and State Marine Park Management Plans that overlap the
EMBA which may identify Traditional Custodians or representative bodies to contact
regarding potential cultural values.

Woodside applies the principles of self-determination when consulting with Traditional
Custodians through consulting with representative institutions utilising traditional
decision-making mechanisms.

Where the native title group is not clear or there is no representative institution,
Woodside may seek guidance from the Native Title Representative Body as to the
Traditional Custodian group whose rights and interests may overlap with the EMBA.
Woodside may have reference to maps of native title claims and determinations
produced by the National Native Title Tribunal, registered Indigenous Land Use
Agreements, heritage databases and Indigenous Protected Areas.

Woodside will consult with individual Traditional Custodians where we have been
directed to do so by the representative institution or the native title representative body.
This may occur when for cultural reasons, and as recognised by the broader group, a
person is regarded as having particular obligations in relation to a site or area that are
distinct from that of the broader group. Woodside will consult with individual
Traditional Custodians where they self-identify in response to broader notification and
advertising, or at community information sessions.

Assessment of relevance:

Where there is a positive determination or claim of native title overlapping the EMBA or
coastally adjacent to the EMBA, the representative institution will be the PBC (also
referred to as the Registered Native Title Body Corporate) for the native title group and
assessed as relevant.

Where a relevant Native Title Representative Body provides advice that any Traditional
Custodian groups are asserting Traditional Custodianship over an area of coastline
adjacent to the EMBA who do not and, have never had a native title claim or
determination of which land council or Native Title Representative Body are aware,
Woodside will engage with the group to determine relevance.
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Category

Relevant person identification methodology

Where there is an Indigenous Land Use Agreements (ILUA) whereby Aboriginal
organisations or Traditional Custodian Groups have made a voluntary agreement
regarding the use or management of areas of land or water overlapping or coastally
adjacent to the EMBA, the PBC for the native title group are assessed as relevant.
Where there is more than one Traditional Custodian group that is party to an ILUA, the
Traditional Custodian group whose native title claim/determination overlaps the EMBA,
where applicable, is assessed as relevant.

Where Woodside has entered into an agreement with an Aboriginal organisation or

Traditional Custodian group or there is an agreement publicly available regarding the
use or management of areas of land or water overlapping or coastally adjacent to the
EMBA, Woodside will engage with the organisation or group to determine relevance.

In the WA context, when an Aboriginal Corporation is appointed as a Local Aboriginal
Cultural Heritage Service (LACHS) under the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2021,
the LACHS will be the representative institution for the group and assessed as
relevant.

Where a Traditional Custodian group is referenced as having traditional rights and
interests in a marine park management plan overlapping the EMBA, Woodside will
consult the organisation or group to determine whether there is any intersect of the
organisation or group's functions, interests and activities with risks and impacts from
the proposed petroleum activity and assess feedback, if any, to determine relevance.

Where Woodside has been provided guidance from the native title representative body
or land council as to the appropriate Traditional Custodian group to be consulted,
Woodside will assess feedback from the group or groups, if any, to assess and
determine relevance.

Where Woodside receives feedback from a person or organisation that identifies as a
Traditional Custodian for an area overlapping the EMBA, including via an
advertisement, Woodside will assess the feedback provided including whether the
person(s) functions, interests and activities are represented by virtue their membership
of a PBC, and determine relevance. Where it is not clear whether the person(s) is a
member of a PBC or native title group that Woodside has determined relevant in line
with the above methodology, Woodside will engage the PBC or native title group to
determine whether the person(s) membership.

Native Title
Representative Bodies

Woodside assesses relevance for Native Title Representative Bodies using the following
steps in its methodology:

A Representative Aboriginal/Torres Strait Islander Bodies (RATSIB) is a regional
organisation appointed under the Native Title Act 1993 (NTA) to represent native title
groups in their claims for native title recognition. Their functions are set out in Section
203B of the Native Title Act 1993 and include: facilitation and assistance; certification;
dispute resolution; notifications; agreement making. They are also known, and referred
to here, as Native Title Representative Bodies.

Review of the Australian Government Office of the Registrar of Indigenous
Corporations to determine whether a Native Title Representative Body is the
nominated representative of a PBC that has been assessed as relevant (see above)
and confirming that representative status with both the Native Title Representative
Body and the PBC.

Review of National Native Title Tribunal RATSIB areas that overlap or are coastally
adjacent to the EMBA.

Assessment of relevance:

Where there is a nominated Native Title Representative Body for a PBC or native title
group with Native Title Claims (historical or current) or Determinations overlapping or
coastally adjacent to the EMBA, the Native Title Representative Body will be assessed
as relevant.

Where the area for which a Native Title Representative Body is recognised under the
Native Title Act 1993, overlaps with the EMBA or is coastally adjacent to the EMBA,
Woodside will assess the Native Title Representative Body as relevant.

Historical heritage
groups or organisations

Woodside assesses relevance for groups or organisations whose responsibilities are
focused on historical heritage using the following next steps in its methodology:
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Category

Relevant person identification methodology

e Using the Australasian Underwater Cultural Heritage Database to assess any known
records Maritime Cultural Heritage sites (shipwrecks, aircraft and relics) within the
EMBA (see Section 4.9.1).

Assessment of relevance:

e  Where there is a known underwater heritage site (shipwrecks, aircraft and relics) within
the EMBA, the relevant group or organisation that manages the site will be assessed
as relevant.

Local government and
recognised local
community
reference/liaison
groups or organisations

Woodside assesses relevance for local government and recognised local community
reference/liaison groups or organisations using the following next steps in its methodology:

e Review of Woodside maps (developed based on data from the WA Local Government,
Sport and Cultural Industries My Council database and WA Local Government
Association (WALGA) Local Government Directory maps) to assess any overlap
between the local government’s defined area of responsibility and the EMBA.

e Woodside hosts regular community reference/liaison group meetings. Members
represent a cross-section of the community and local towns interests. Representatives
are from community and industry and generally include, Woodside, State Government
(for instance relevant Regional Development Commissions), Local Government,
Indigenous Groups, Industry representative bodies, Community and industry
organisations. Woodside considers these reference/liaison groups to be the
appropriate recognised representatives of the local community for the oil and gas
sector.

e Woodside reviews the community reference/liaison group’s terms of reference to
determine its area of responsibility and any overlap with the EMBA. For example, the
Exmouth Community Liaison Group’s area of responsibility in relation to Woodside’s
operational, development and planning activities, is defined in the terms of reference
as the Exmouth sub-basin. Comparatively, the Karratha Community Liaison Group’s
area of responsibility is the Pilbara region (i.e. onshore).

Assessment of relevance:

e The local government whose defined area of responsibility overlaps the EMBA is
assessed as relevant.
e  The community referencel/liaison group whose defined area of responsibility overlaps

the EMBA is assessed as relevant and consulted collectively via the relevant
reference/liaison group.

Other non-government
groups or organisations

Woodside assesses relevance for other non-government groups or organisations using the
following next steps in its methodology:

e Review of Woodside’s existing consultation list.

e  Website search of registered non-government groups or organisations (i.e. registered
with an Australian Business Number (ABN) and publicly available contact information)
that may have public website material specific to the proposed activity at the time of
development of the EP.

e Organisation has a publicly available mission statement (or purpose) that clearly
describes their collective functions, interests or activities.

e Review of current website material to identify targeted information which demonstrates
functions, interests or activities relevant to the potential risks and impacts associated
with planned activities.

Assessment of relevance:

e Registered non-government groups or organisations with current targeted public
website material specific to the proposed activity at the time of developing the EP and
who have demonstrated functions, interests or activities relevant to the potential risks
and impacts associated with planned activities in accordance with the intended
outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2) will be assessed as relevant.

Research institutes and
local conservation
groups or organisations

Woodside assesses relevance for research institutes and local conservation groups or
organisations using the following next steps in its methodology:

o Review of Woodside’s existing consultation list.

o  Website search for research institutes that may operate within the EMBA. This
assessment is both activity and location based.
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Category Relevant person identification methodology

e Website search for local conservation groups or organisations that regularly conduct
conservation activities within the EMBA.

Assessment of relevance:

e Where there is known research being undertaken by a research institute within the
EMBA, the research institute that is conducting the research will be assessed as
relevant.

e Local environmental conservation groups who regularly conduct conservation activities
or have demonstrated conservation functions, interests or activities within the EMBA
are assessed as relevant. This assessment is both activity and location based.

5.7.3 Identification of relevant persons under regulation 11A(1) (e)

Woodside adopts a case-by-case approach for each EP to assess relevance under

regulation11A(1)(e).

5.7.4 Assessment of Relevant Persons and Additional Persons for the Proposed
Activity

The result of Woodside’s assessment of relevant persons in accordance with Regulation 11A(1) is
outlined at Table 5-4.

Persons or organisations that Woodside assessed as not relevant but nonetheless chose to
contact at its discretion in accordance with Section 5.3.4 are outlined at Table 5-5.
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Figure 5-3: Operational Area and EMBA for this EP.
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Table 5-3: Assessment of relevance

Summary of responsibilities Relevant
Person or Organisation and/or functions, interests or Assessment of relevance
S person
activities
Commonwealth and WA State Government Departments or Agencies — Marine
Australian Border Force Responsible for coordinating Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
(ABF) maritime security marine’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
ABF’s responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as there are proposed vessel
activities.
Australian Fisheries Responsible for managing Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
Management Authority Commonwealth fisheries marine’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
(AFMA) The North West Slope and Trawl! Fishery, Western Deepwater Trawl Fishery and
Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery are active in the EMBA.
AFMA'’s responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as the North West Slope and
Trawl Fishery, Western Deepwater Trawl Fishery and Western Tuna and Billfish
Fishery are active in the EMBA.
Australian Hydrographic Responsible for maritime safety and | Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
Office (AHO) Notices to Mariners marine’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
AHO'’s responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as there are proposed vessel
activities.
Australian Maritime Safety Statutory agency for vessel safety Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
Authority (AMSA) — Marine and navigation marine’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
Safety AMSA - Marine Safety’s responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as there are
proposed vessel activities.
Australian Maritime Safety Legislated responsibility for oil Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
Authority (AMSA) — Marine pollution response in marine’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
Pollution Commonwealth waters AMSA — Marine Pollution’s responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as the
proposed activity has a hydrocarbon spill risk which may require AMSA response in
Commonwealth waters.
Department of Agriculture, Responsible for implementing Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
Fisheries and Forestry Commonwealth policies and marine’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
(DAFF) — Fisheries programs to support agriculture, The North West Slope and Trawl Fishery, Western Deepwater Trawl Fishery and
(formerly DAWE) fishery, food and forestry industries | \estern Tuna and Billfish Fishery are active in the EMBA.
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Summary of responsibilities Relevant
Person or Organisation and/or functions, interests or Assessment of relevance
S person
activities
DAFF — Fisheries’ (formerly DAWE) responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as
the North West Slope and Trawl Fishery, Western Deepwater Trawl Fishery and
Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery are active in the EMBA.
Department of Defence Responsible for defending Australia | Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
(DoD) and its national interests. marine’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
DoD'’s responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as defence training areas lie
within the EMBA.
Department of Primary Responsible for managing State Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
Industries and Regional fisheries environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(b).
Development (DPIRD) No State fisheries are active in the PAA. The Marine Aquarium Managed Fishery,
Mackerel Managed Fishery (Area 2 and 3), Nickol Bay Managed Fishery, Onslow
Prawn Managed Fishery, Gascoyne Demersal Scalefish Fishery, Pilbara Trawl
Fishery, Pilbara Trap Fishery, Specimen Shell Managed Fishery, West Coast Deep
Sea Crustacean Managed Fishery, Western Australian Sea Cucumber Fishery and
Pilbara Line Fishery are active in the EMBA.
DPIRD’s responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as the government department
responsible for State fisheries.
Department of Transport Legislated responsibility for oil Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
(DoT) pollution response in State waters environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(b).
The proposed activity has a hydrocarbon spill risk, which may require DoT response
in State waters.
Department of Planning, Responsible for state level land use | Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
Lands and Heritage (DPLH) planning and management, and environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(b).
oversight of Aboriginal cultural There is known Maritime Cultural Heritage overlapping the EMBA.
heritage and built heritage matters.
Pilbara Ports Authority Responsible for the operation of the | Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — No
Port of Dampier. environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(b).
The proposed activity does not have the potential to impact Pilbara Ports Authority’s
responsibilities as the EMBA does not overlap the Pilbara Ports Authority’s area of
responsibility.
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or
activities

Assessment of relevance

Relevant
person

Commonwealth and WA Stat

e Government Departments or Agencies — Environment

Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry
(DAFF) — Biosecurity (marine
pests, vessels, aircraft and
personnel)

(formerly DAWE)

DAFF administers, implements and
enforces the Biosecurity Act 2015.
The Department requests to be
consulted where an activity has the
potential to transfer marine pests.

DAFF also has inspection and
reporting requirements to ensure
that all conveyances (vessels,
installations and aircraft) arriving in
Australian territory comply with
international health regulations and
that any biosecurity risk is
managed.

The Department requests to be
consulted where an activity involves
the movement of aircraft or vessels
between Australia and offshore
petroleum activities either inside or
outside Australian territory.

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies —
environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).

DAFF — Biosecurity’s (formerly DAWE) responsibilities may be relevant to the
proposed activities in the EMBA in the prevention of introduced marine species.

Yes

Department of Climate
Change, Energy, the
Environment and Water
(DCCEEW)

(formerly DAWE)

Responsible for implementing
Commonwealth policies and
programs to support climate
change, sustainable energy use,
water resources, the environment
and our heritage.

Administers the Underwater Cultural
Heritage Act 2018 in collaboration
with the States, Northern Territory
and Norfolk Island, which is
responsible for the protection of
shipwrecks, sunken aircraft and

other types of underwater heritage

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies —
environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).

DCCEEW'’s (formerly DAWE) responsibilities may be relevant to the proposed
activities in the EMBA as there are potential environmental impacts from the proposed
activity.

There are known Maritime Cultural Heritage overlapping the EMBA.

Yes
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Summary of responsibilities Relevant
Person or Organisation and/or functions, interests or Assessment of relevance
S person
activities
and their associated artefacts in
Commonwealth waters.
Director of National Parks Responsible for the management of | Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
(DNP) Commonwealth parks and environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
conservation zones. DNP’s responsibilities may be relevant to the activity as DNP requires an awareness
of activities that occur within AMPs, and an understanding of potential impacts and
risks to the values of parks (NOPSEMA guidance note: N-04750-GN1785 A620236,
June 2020). Titleholders are required to consult DNP on offshore petroleum and
greenhouse gas exploration activities if they occur in, or may impact on the values of
marine parks, including where potential spill response activities may occur in the
event of a spill (i.e. scientific monitoring).
Ningaloo Coast World Supports the DBCA to manage the Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — No
Heritage Advisory Committee | Ningaloo Coast World Heritage environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(a).
(NCWHAC) Area. The proposed activity does not have the potential to impact NCWHAC’s
responsibilities as the EMBA does not overlap the Ningaloo Marine Park.
Department of Biodiversity, Responsible for managing WA's Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Government departments / agencies — Yes
Conservation and Attractions | parks, forests and reserves to environment’ under regulation 11A(1)(b).
(DBCA) achieve wildlife conservation and The proposed activity does not overlap WA parks, forests or reserves.
provide sustainable recreation and Activities h th tential to i ¢ ine tourism in the EMBA
tourism opportunities. ctivities have the potential to impact marine tourism in the .
Commonwealth and State Government Departments or Agencies — Industry
Department of Industry, Department of relevant Required to be consulted under regulation 11A(1)(a). Yes
Science and Resources Commonwealth Minister.
(DISR)
(formerly DISER)
Department of Mines, Department of relevant State Required to be consulted under regulation 11A(1)(c). Yes
Industry Regulation and Minister
Safety (DMIRS)
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or
activities

Assessment of relevance

Relevant
person

Commonwealth Commercial fisheries and representative bodies

North West Slope and Trawl | Commonwealth commercial fishery

Fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery overlaps the EMBA and has been
active in the EMBA within the last 5 years.

Yes

Southern Bluefin Tuna Commonwealth commercial fishery

Fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA and EMBA it has not been active in the PAA or
EMBA within the last 5 years.

Woodside does not consider that the proposed activity will present a risk to licence
holders, given since 1992, the majority of Australian catch has concentrated in south-
eastern Australia. (Patterson et al., 2022). In addition, given fishing methods by
licence holders for species fished in this fishery (Australia has a 35% share of total
global allowable catch of Southern Bluefin Tuna, which is value-added through tuna
ranching near Port Lincoln (South Australia), or fishing effort in New South Wales
(Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna Industry Association).

No

Western Deepwater Trawl Commonwealth commercial fishery

Fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA, it has not been active in the PAA within the
last 5 years. The fishery has been active in the EMBA within the last 5 years.

Yes

Western Skipjack Fishery Commonwealth commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA and EMBA it has not been active in the PAA or
EMBA within the last 5 years.

Woodside does not consider that the activity will present a risk to licence holders,
given the fishery spans the Australian Fishing Zone west of Victoria and the Torres
Strait. The Fishery is not currently active and no fishing has occurred since 2009
(Patterson et al., 2022). In addition, interactions are not expected given the species’
pelagic distribution fishing methods for species fished by licence holders.

No

Western Tuna and Billfish Commonwealth commercial fishery

Fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Yes
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Summary of responsibilities Relevant
Person or Organisation and/or functions, interests or Assessment of relevance
S person
activities
Although the fishery overlaps the PAA, it has not been active in the PAA within the
last 5 years. The fishery has been active in the EMBA within the last 5 years.
Commonwealth Fisheries Represents the interests of Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and | Yes
Association (CFA) commercial fishers with licences in State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
Commonwealth waters The North West Slope and Trawl Fishery, Western Deepwater Trawl Fishery and
Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery are active in the EMBA.
CFA'’s functions may be relevant to the activity as the North West Slope and Trawl
Fishery, Western Deepwater Trawl Fishery and Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery are
active in the EMBA.
Australian Southern Bluefin Represents the interests of the Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and | No
Tuna Industry Association Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery and | State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
(ASBTIA) Western Skipjack Fishery The Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery has been assessed as not relevant to the
proposed activity. As the peak representative body for the Southern Bluefin Tuna
Fishery, the ASBTIA has also been assessed as not relevant.
Woodside has provided information to the ASBTIA at its discretion in line with Section
5.3.4 on AFMA advice that it expects all Commonwealth fishers who have
entitlements to fish within the proposed area to be consulted, which can be through
the relevant fishing industry associations.
Tuna Australia Represents the interests of the Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and | Yes
Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
The Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery is active in the EMBA.
Tuna Australia’s functions, interests or activities may be relevant to the activity as the
Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery is active in the EMBA.
Pearl Producers Association | Peak representative organisation of | Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and | No
(PPA) The Australian South Sea Pearling State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
Industry, with members in Western | The pearl Oyster Managed Fishery has been assessed as not relevant to the
Australia and the Northern Territory | proposed activity. As the peak representative body for the Pearl Oyster Managed
Fishery, the PPA has also been assessed as not relevant.
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or
activities

Assessment of relevance

Relevant
person

State Commercial fisheries and representative bodies

Marine Aquarium Managed
Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA it has not been active in the PAA within the last
5 years. Woodside does not consider that the activity will present a risk to licence
holders from planned activities, given the fishery generally collects fish in water
depths less than 30 m.

The fishery has been active in the EMBA in the last 5 years.

Yes

South West Coast Salmon
Managed Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA and EMBA, the fishery has not been active in
the PAA or EMBA within the last 5 years.

Woodside does not consider that the activity will present a risk to licence holders,
given fishers are active south of Perth and from the beach (previous WAFIC advice).

No

Mackerel Managed Fishery
(Area 2 and 3)

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although Area 3 of the fishery overlaps the PAA, it has not been active in the PAA
within the last 5 years. Area 2 and Area 3 of the fishery has been active in the EMBA
in the last 5 years.

Yes

Pilbara Crab Managed
Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA and EMBA, the fishery has not been active in
the PAA or EMBA within the last 5 years.
Woodside does not consider that the activity will present a risk to licence holders

given all waters of the fishery north of 23° 34’ S and west of 115° 06.50’ E (inclusive
of the PAA) have been closed to fishing since the formation of the fishery.

No

West Coast Deep Sea
Crustacean Managed
Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA, the fishery has not been active in the PAA
within the last 5 years.

Yes
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or
activities

Assessment of relevance

Relevant
person

The fishery has been active in the EMBA in the last 5 years.

Specimen Shell Managed
Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery has been active in the EMBA within
the last 5 years.

Yes

Onslow Prawn Managed
Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery has been active in the EMBA within
the last 5 years.

Yes

Pearl Oyster Managed
Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery overlaps the EMBA but has not
been active in the EMBA within the last 5 years.

Woodside does not consider that the activity will present a risk to licence holders
given fishing methods and location for species fished by licence holders (fishing effort
is mostly focussed in shallow coastal waters of 10-15 m depth, with a maximum depth
of 35 m) (Lulofs rt al. 2002).

No

Nickol Bay Prawn Managed
Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery overlaps the EMBA but has not
been active in the EMBA within the last 5 years.

Yes

Western Australian Sea
Cucumber Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA, the fishery has not been active in the PAA
within the last 5 years. Due to water depth, distance offshore, and distance from
popular fishing spots, fishers do not collect sea cucumber within the PAA.

The fishery has not been active in the EMBA within the last 5 years.

Yes

Gascoyne Demersal
Scalefish Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Yes
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The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery has been active in the EMBA within
the last 5 years.

West Coast Rock Lobster
Managed Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery overlaps the EMBA but has not
been active in the EMBA in the last 5 years.

No

Abalone Managed Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery overlaps the EMBA but has not
been active in the EMBA in the last 5 years.

No

West Coast Demersal Gillnet
& Demersal Longline Interim
Managed Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery overlaps the EMBA but has not
been active in the EMBA in the last 5 years.

No

Demersal Scalefish Fishery:
Pilbara Trawl Fishery

Pilbara Trap Fishery

Pilbara Line Fishery

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery has been active in the EMBA within
the last five years.

Yes

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The fishery does not overlap the PAA. The fishery has been active in the EMBA within
the last five years.

Yes

State commercial fishery

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and
State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Although the fishery overlaps the PAA, it has not been active in the PAA within the
last 5 years. The fishery has been active in the EMBA in the last 5 years.

Yes
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Western Australian Fishing Represents the interests of Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Commercial fisheries (Commonwealth and | Yes
Industry Council (WAFIC) commercial fishers with licences in State) and peak representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
State waters. No State fisheries are active in the PAA. The Marine Aquarium Managed Fishery,

Mackerel Managed Fishery (Area 2 and 3), Nickol Bay Managed Fishery, Onslow

Prawn Managed Fishery, Gascoyne Demersal Scalefish Fishery, Pilbara Trawl

Fishery, Pilbara Trap Fishery, Specimen Shell Managed Fishery, West Coast Deep

Sea Crustacean Managed Fishery, Western Australian Sea Cucumber Fishery and

Pilbara Line Fishery are active in the EMBA.

WAFIC’s functions may be relevant to the activity as the peak representative body for

State fisheries.
Recreational marine users and representative bodies
Karratha recreational marine | Karratha-based dive, tourism and Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Recreational marine users and Yes
users charter operators representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Activities have the potential to impact Karratha-based dive, tourism and charter

operator’s functions, interests or activities due to the location of activities and there

has been recorded charter effort in the EMBA in the past 5 years.
Exmouth recreational marine | Exmouth-based dive, tourism and Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Recreational marine users and Yes
users charter operators representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Activities have the potential to impact Exmouth-based dive, tourism and charter

operator’s functions, interests or activities due to the location of activities and there

has been recorded charter effort in the EMBA in the past 5 years.
Gascoyne Recreational Gascoyne-based dive, tourism and Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Recreational marine users and Yes
Marine Users charter operators representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Activities have the potential to impact Gascoyne-based dive, tourism and charter

operator’s functions, interests or activities due to the location of activities and there

has been recorded charter effort in the EMBA in the past 5 years.
Pilbara / Kimberley Pilbara/Kimberley-based dive, Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Recreational marine users and Yes
Recreational Marine Users tourism and charter operators representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Activities have the potential to impact Pilbara/Kimberley-based dive, tourism and

charter operator’s functions, interests or activities due to the location of activities and

there has been recorded charter effort in the EMBA in the past 5 years.
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Recfishwest Represents the interests of Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Recreational marine users and Yes
recreational fishers in WA. representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
Activities have the potential to impact recreational fishers’ functions, interests or
activities due to the location offshore and there has been recorded charter effort in the
EMBA in the past 5 years.
Marine Tourism WA Represents the interests of marine Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Recreational marine users and Yes
tourism in WA. representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
Activities have the potential to impact recreational fishers’ functions, interests or
activities due to the location offshore and there has been recorded charter effort in the
EMBA in the past 5 years.
WA Game Fishing Represents the interests of game Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Recreational marine users and Yes
Association fishers in WA. representative bodies’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
Activities have the potential to impact game fishers’ functions, interests or activities
due to the location offshore and there has been recorded charter effort in the EMBA in
the past 5 years.
Titleholders and Operators
Chevron Australia Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
Western Gas Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’'s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
Exxon Mobil Australia Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
Resources Company regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’'s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
Shell Australia Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’'s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
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INPEX Alpha Ltd

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes

Carnarvon Energy Ltd

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes

BP Developments Australia

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator's permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes

Osaka Gas Gorgon

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator's permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes

Tokyo Gas Gorgon

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator's permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes

JERA Gorgon

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes

PE Wheatstone

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’'s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes

Kyushu Electric Wheatstone

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes

Eni Australia

Titleholder or Operator

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under

regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’'s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.

Yes
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Fugro Exploration Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
Finder No 9 /10/ 17 Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’'s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
KUFPEC Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’'s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
Santos NA Energy Holdings / | Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
Santos Ltd / Santos WA regulation 11A(1)(d).
Northwest / Santos Offshore Titleholder or Operator's permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
/ Santos WA Southwest /
Santos (BOL) / Santos WA
PVG
OMV Australia / Sapura Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
OMV Upstream regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’'s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
Lightmark Enterprises Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
JX Nippon O&G Exploration Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
(Australia) regulation 11A(1)(d).
Titleholder or Operator’s permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
National Energy Resource Titleholder or Operator Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Titleholders and Operators’ under Yes
Australia (NERA) regulation 11A(1)(d).
Collaborative Seismic During the course of preparing the EP, NERA CSEP self-identified and requested to
Environment Plan Project be consulted. Titleholder or Operator's permit areas overlaps the EMBA.
(CSEP) acting for a
consortium of operators
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Peak Industry Representative bodies
APPEA Represents the interests of oil and Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Peak Industry Representative bodies’ Yes
gas explorers and producers in under regulation 11A(1)(d).
Australia. APPEA’s responsibilities are identified as having an intersect with Woodside’s
planned activities in the EMBA.
Traditional Custodians
Murujuga Aboriginal Representative Aboriginal Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation Yes

Corporation (MAC)

Corporation

11A(1)(d).
The EMBA does not overlap and is not coastally adjacent to a native title claim,

determination or ILUA held by MAC. The EMBA does not overlap the Murujuga
National Park.

Woodside has consulted with MAC with regards to the Scarborough project area
generally since 2018 and MAC has been involved in ethnographic surveys that
included the planned activities of this EP. MAC is the approved body corporate under
the Burrup and Maitland Industrial Estates Agreement (BMIEA) which underpins land
access for the onshore component of the Scarborough project. MAC also owns and
co-manages the Murujuga National Park, is responsible for the Dampier Archipelago
National Heritage Place and is progressing the World Heritage nomination of the
Murujuga Cultural Landscape. MAC was established to represent the members of
competing Native Title claims over Murujuga, collectively known as the Ngarda Ngarli
and comprising Mardudhunera, Ngarluma, Yaburara, Yindjibarndi and Wong-Goo-Tt-
Oo people. The determination of the competing Native Title claims resulted in no
native title being found over the lands subject to the BMIEA or below the low water
mark.

Further, Woodside has applied the principles of self-determination by ensuring we
consult through the Representative Aboriginal Corporation.

As a further step, Woodside engaged YMAC as the Native Title Representative Body
for the Yamatji and Pilbara regions of Western Australia, to confirm the best
approach to confirm additional cultural values (if any) for the broader Scarborough
Project, the scope of which included the proposed activity for this EP. YMAC advised
that the most appropriate stakeholders for the Scarborough project generally are MAC
and NAC, who are not represented by YMAC (refer to Section 7.8.2.1).
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Ngarluma Aboriginal
Corporation (NAC)

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

The Ngarluma People native title claim does not overlap the EMBA. The claim, for,
which NAC is the Registered Native Title Body Corporate, is coastally adjacent to the
EMBA.

The Ngarluma/Yindjibarndi native title claim does not overlap the EMBA. The claim,
for which NAC and the Yindjibarndi Aboriginal Corporation are the Registered Native
Title Bodies Corporate, is coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

NAC is party to the RTIO Ngarluma Indigenous Land Use Agreement (Body
Corporate Agreement) and Anketell Port, Infrastructure Corridor and Industrial Estates
Agreement which are coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

As an additional measure, Woodside, at its discretion, chose to seek guidance from
YMAC, as the Native Title Representative Body for the Yamatji and Pilbara regions of
Western Australia to confirm the best approach to confirm additional cultural values (if
any) for the broader Scarborough Project, the scope of which included the proposed
activity for this EP. YMAC advised that the most appropriate stakeholders for the
Scarborough project generally are MAC and NAC, who are not represented by YMAC
(refer to Section 7.8.2.1).

Yes

Wirrawandi Aboriginal
Corporation (WAC)

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

The Yaburara & Mardudhunera People claim does not overlap the EMBA. The claim,
for which WAC is the Registered Native Title Body Corporate, is coastally adjacent to
the EMBA.

WAC is party to the Cape Preston Project Deed (YM Mardie ILUA), Cape Preston
West Export Facility ILUA , and KM & YM ILUA, which are coastally adjacent to the
EMBA.

Yes

Nganhurra Thanardi Garrbu
Aboriginal Corporation
(NTGAC)

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

The Gnulli, Gnulli #2 and Gnulli #3 - Yinggarda, Baiyungu and Thalanyji People native
title claim does not overlap the EMBA. The claim, for which NTGAC and YAC are the
Registered Native Title Bodies Corporate, is coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

The NTGAC is also party, with the WA State Government, to the Ningaloo
Conservation Estate Indigenous Land Use Agreement (the ILUA) which is coastally

Yes
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adjacent to the EMBA. The NTGAC is also party to the Gnarloo ILUA, which is
coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

The NTGAC’s nominated representative is the YMAC and the NTGAC executive
officer and contact officer pursuant to the Corporations (Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander) Act 2006 is employed by YMAC. Woodside has therefore consulted the
NTGAC, via YMAC.

Yinggarda Aboriginal
Corporation (YAC)

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

The Gnulli, Gnulli #2 and Gnulli #3 - Yinggarda, Baiyungu and Thalanyji People native
title claim does not overlap the EMBA. The claim, for which NTGAC and YAC are the
Registered Native Title Bodies Corporate, is coastally adjacent to the EMBA, which
the Baiyungu, Thalanyji and Yinggarda people are party to.

YAC is party to the Brickhouse and Yinggarda Aboriginal Corporation ILUA and
Quobba - Yinggarda Pastoral ILUA, which are coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

The YAC nominated representative was the YMAC and the YAC executive officer and
contact officer pursuant to the Corporations (Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander) Act
2006 is employed by YMAC. Woodside therefore consulted YAC, via YMAC.
Woodside was advised that as of late April 2023, the nominated representative for
YAC was now Gumala Aboriginal Corporation.

Yes

Robe River Kuruma
Aboriginal Corporation

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

There are no native title claims that the Robe River Kuruma Aboriginal Corporation is
party to overlapping the EMBA or coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

The Robe River Kuruma Aboriginal Corporation is party to the RTIO Kuruma
Marthudunera People ILUA and KM & YM ILUA, which are coastally adjacent to the
EMBA.

Yes

Yindjibarndi Aboriginal
Corporation

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

The Ngarluma/Yindjibarndi native title claim does not overlap the EMBA. The claim,
for which NAC and the Yindjibarndi Aboriginal Corporation are the Registered Native
Title Bodies Corporate, is coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

Yes
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Buurabalayji Thalanyji
Aboriginal Corporation
(BTAC)

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

The Thalanyji native title claim does not overlap the EMBA. The claim, for which
BTAC is the Registered Native Title Body Corporate, is coastally adjacent to the
EMBA.

BTAC is also party to the Macedon ILUA which is coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

Yes

Malgana Aboriginal
Corporation

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

The Malgana Part A native title claim does not overlap the EMBA. The claim, for
which the Malgana Aboriginal Corporation is the Registered Native Title Body
Corporate, is adjacent to the EMBA.

The Nanda People Part B, Malgana 2 and Malgana 3 native title claim does not
overlap the EMBA. The claim, for which the Malgana Aboriginal Corporation and
Nanda Aboriginal Corporation are the Registered Native Title Bodies Corporate, is
coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

The Malgana Aboriginal Corporation is party to the Malgana Woodleigh Carbla
Pastoral Lease Agreement, Malgana Wooramel Pastoral Lease Agreement and
Malgana Tamala Pastoral Lease Agreement, which are coastally adjacent to the
EMBA.

Yes

Nanda Aboriginal
Corporation

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation
11A(1)(d).

The Nanda People and Nanda #2 native title claim does not overlap the EMBA. The
claim, for which the Nanda Aboriginal Corporation is the Registered Native Title Body
Corporate, is coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

The Nanda People Part B, Malgana 2 and Malgana 3 native title claim does not
overlap the EMBA. The claim, for which the Malgana Aboriginal Corporation and
Nanda Aboriginal Corporation are the Registered Native Title Bodies Corporate, is
coastally adjacent to the EMBA.

Yes

Ngarluma Yindjibarndi
Foundation Ltd (NYFL)

Representative Aboriginal
Corporation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Traditional Custodians’ under regulation11
A1l (d).

NYFL is the entity representing the interests of the Ngarluma and Yindjibarndi people

under the Northwest Shelf Agreement 1998 with Woodside and joint venture partners.

Yes
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The determination of the competing Native Title claims resulted in no native title being
found over the lands subject to the Northwest Shelf Agreement 1998 or below the low
water mark. It is noted that the appropriate representative bodies for the Ngarluma
and Yindjibarndi peoples outside of the Northwest Shelf Agreement 1998 are the
Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation and the Yindjibarndi Aboriginal Corporation.

Native Title Representative Bodies

Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal
Corporation (YMAC)

Native Title Representative Body

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Native Title Representative Bodies’ under
regulation 11A(1)(d).

YMAC is the Native Title Representative Body for the Yamatji and Pilbara regions of
Western Australia. As such, they are not a Prescribed or Registered Native Title Body
Corporate but exist to assist native title claimants and holders.

The NTGAC and Nanda Aboriginal Corporation’s hominated representative is YMAC.
Woodside has therefore consulted the NTGAC and Nanda Aboriginal Corporation via
YMAC.

YMAC was also the nominated representative for YAC. Woodside was advised that
as of late April 2023, the nominated representative for YAC is now Gumala Aboriginal
Corporation.

Woodside contacted YMAC to seek guidance with respect to the appropriate
Traditional Custodian group(s) to engage with respect to the proposed activity where
this was not clear.

YMAC'’s functions may be relevant to the proposed activity in relation to its facilitation
and coordination function as a Native Title Representative Body under applicable
federal legislation.

Yes

Historical cultural heritage groups or organisations

Western Australian Museum

Manages 200 shipwreck sites of the
1,500 known to be located off the
Western Australian coast.

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Historical cultural heritage groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

There are known shipwrecks overlapping the EMBA which the Western Australian
Museum may be responsible for.

Yes
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Local government and community representative groups or organisations
Shire of Exmouth Local government governed by the Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Local government and community Yes
Local Government Act 1995 representative groups or organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
representing the suburbs and The Shire of Exmouth’s area of responsibility does not overlap the EMBA. The Shire
localities of Exmouth, Learmonth of Exmouth was consulted as a member of the Exmouth Community Reference
and North West Cape. Group.
Under regulation11 A 1 (e), Woodside, at its discretion, chose to assess the Shire of
Exmouth as a relevant person.
City of Karratha Local government governed by the | Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Local government and community Yes
Local Government Act 1995 representative groups or organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
representing the suburbs and The City of Karratha's area of responsibility does not overlap the EMBA. The City of
Ié)clalltles oé BayntI?nl,DBayr_ltonc\;Nest, Karratha was consulted as a member of the Karratha Community Liaison Group.
ulgarra, Cossack, Dampier, Gap . . . . .
Ridge, Karratha, Karratha Industrial Endergegulatlor}ll A1 (e), Woodside, at its discretion, chose to assess the City of
Estate, Jingarri, Madigan, Millars arratha as a relevant person.
Well, Nickol, Pegs Creek, Point
Samson, Roebourne, Whim Creek
and Wickham.
Exmouth Community The Exmouth CRG represents the Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Local government and community Yes
Reference Group (CRG) interests of a range of local representative groups or organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
Base Marine government, industry and. _ The Exmouth CRG'’s area of responsibility under its terms of reference overlaps the
Baah Mari community organisations in relation | gMBA.
gahwan Marine to oil and gas matters in the
Cape Conservation Group Exmouth region.
Inc.
DBCA
Department of Defence
Department of Transport
Exmouth Bus Charter
Exmouth Chamber of
Commerce and Industry
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Exmouth District High School
Exmouth Freight and
Logistics

Exmouth Game Fishing Club
Exmouth Tackle and
Camping Supplies

Exmouth Visitors Centre

Exmouth Volunteer Marine
Rescue

Fat Marine

Gascoyne Development
Commission

Gun Marine Services
Ningaloo Lodge
Offshore Unlimited
Shire of Exmouth
BHP Petroleum
Santos

Community Member

Karratha Community Liaison
Group (KLG)

WA Police
Karratha Health Care
Development WA

Ngarluma Yindjibarndi
Foundation Ltd (NYFL) *

Department of Education
Pilbara Ports Authority

Regional Development
Australia

The KLG is the recognised
community group that represents
the interests of a range of local
government, industry and
community organisations in relation
to oil and gas matters in the Pilbara
region.

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Local government and community
representative groups or organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

The KLG’s area of responsibility under its terms of reference does not overlap the

EMBA.

Under regulation11 A 1 (e), Woodside, at its discretion, chose to assess the KLG as a

relevant person.

Yes
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Summary of responsibilities Relevant
Person or Organisation and/or functions, interests or Assessment of relevance
S person
activities
Pilbara Development
Commission
Dampier Community
Association
City of Karratha
Karratha & Districts Chamber
of Commerce and Industry
Horizon Power
Murujuga Aboriginal
Corporation (MAC)*
Department of Local
Government, Sport and
Cultural Industries
*MAC and NYFL were
consulted directly as
described above.
Other non-government groups or organisations
350 Australia (350A) Non-government organisation During the course of preparing the EP, 350A self-identified, provided comment on the | Yes
broader Scarborough Project and requested to be consulted on Scarborough EPs.
Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).
Woodside has assessed that 350A’s public website material demonstrates an interest
with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned activities in accordance
with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).
Australasian Centre for Non-government organisation Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or No
Corporate Responsibility organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine ACCR’s relevance for the
(ACCR) proposed activity.
Woodside has assessed that ACCR’s public website material does not demonstrate
an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned activities in
accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).
Woodside chose to contact ACCR at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or
activities

Assessment of relevance

Relevant
person

Australian Conservation
Foundation (ACF)

Non-government organisation

During the course of preparing the EP, ACF self-identified, provided comment on the
broader Scarborough Project and requested to be consulted on Scarborough EPs.
Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Woodside has assessed that ACF’s public website material and feedback
demonstrates an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Yes

Australian Marine
Conservation Society
(AMCS)

Non-government organisation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine AMCS'’s relevance for the
proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed that AMCS'’s public website material demonstrates an

interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned activities in
accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).

Yes

Climate Council

Non-government organisation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine Climate Council’s relevance for
the proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed that Climate Council’s public website material does not
demonstrate an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Woodside chose to contact Climate Council at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Conservation Council of
Western Australia (CCWA)

Non-government organisation

During the course of preparing the EP, CCWA self-identified, provided comment on
the broader Scarborough Project and requested to be consulted on Scarborough EPs.
Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Woodside has assessed that CCWA's public website material demonstrates an
interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned activities in
accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).

Yes

Doctors for the Environment
(DEA)

Non-government organisation

During the course of preparing the EP, DEA self-identified, provided comment on the
broader Scarborough Project and requested to be consulted on Scarborough EPs.

No
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or
activities

Assessment of relevance

Relevant
person

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Woodside has assessed that DEA’s public website material and feedback does not
demonstrate an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Woodside chose to contact DEA at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

Extinction Rebellion WA
(XRWA)

Non-government organisation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine XRWA's relevance for the
proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed that XRWA'’s public website material does not demonstrate
an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned activities in
accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).

Woodside chose to contact XRWA at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Friends of Australian Rock
Art. Inc (FARA)

Non-government organisation

During the course of preparing the EP, FARA self-identified, provided comment on the
broader Scarborough Project and requested to be consulted on Scarborough EPs.
Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Woodside has assessed that FARA’s public website material and feedback does not
demonstrate an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Woodside chose to contact FARA at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Greenpeace Australia Pacific
(GAP)

Non-government organisation

During the course of preparing the EP, GAP self-identified, provided comment on the
broader Scarborough Project and requested to be consulted on Scarborough EPs.
Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Woodside has assessed that GAP’s public website material and feedback
demonstrates an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Yes
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or
activities

Assessment of relevance

Relevant
person

International Fund for Animal
Welfare (IFAW)

Non-government organisation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine IFAW’s relevance for the
proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed that IFWA’s public website material does not demonstrate an
interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned activities in
accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).

Woodside chose to contact IFAW at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Lock The Gate Alliance
(LTGA)

Non-government organisation

During the course of preparing the EP, LTGA self-identified, provided comment on the
broader Scarborough Project and requested to be consulted on Scarborough EPs.
Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d).

Woodside has assessed that LTGA’s public website material and feedback does not
demonstrate an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Woodside chose to contact LTGA at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Market Forces

Non-government organisation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine Market Force’s relevance for
the proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed that Market Force’s public website material does not
demonstrate an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Woodside chose to contact Market Force at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Say No to Scarborough Gas
(SNTSG)

Non-government organisation

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or
organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine SNTSG’s relevance for the
proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed that SNTSG’s public website material and feedback
demonstrates an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Yes
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or Assessment of relevance
activities

Relevant
person

Sea Shepherd Australia Non-government organisation Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or

(SSA)

organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine SSA’s relevance for the
proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed that SSA’s public website material demonstrates an interest
with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned activities in accordance
with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).

Yes

The Wilderness Society Non-government organisation Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or

(TWS)

organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine TWS’s relevance for the
proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed TWS’s public website material and feedback, with the latter
demonstrating an interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned
activities in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in
Section 5.2).

Yes

World Wildlife Fund (WWF) Non-government organisation Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Other non-government groups or

Australia

organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine WWF’s relevance for the
proposed activity.

Woodside has assessed that WWF’s public website material does not demonstrate an
interest with the potential risks and impacts associated with planned activities in
accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section 5.2).

Woodside chose to contact WWF at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Research institutes and local conservation groups or organisations

University of Western Research institute Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Research institutes and local conservation

Australia (UWA)

groups or organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine UWA'’s relevance for
the proposed activity.

There is no known research being undertaken by the UWA that intersects within the
EMBA.

Woodside chose to contact UWA at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Western Australian Marine Research institute Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Research institutes and local conservation

Science Institution (WAMSI)

groups or organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine WAMSI’s relevance
for the proposed activity.

No
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Person or Organisation

Summary of responsibilities
and/or functions, interests or
activities

Assessment of relevance

Relevant
person

There is no known research being undertaken by WAMSI that intersects within the
EMBA

Woodside chose to contact WAMSI at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

Commonwealth Scientific
and Industrial Research
Organisation (CSIRO)

Research institute

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Research institutes and local conservation
groups or organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine CSIRO’s relevance
for the proposed activity.

There is no known research being undertaken by CSIRO that intersects within the
EMBA.

Woodside chose to contact CSIRO at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Australian Institute of Marine
Science (AIMS)

Research institute

Woodside has applied its methodology for ‘Research institutes and local conservation
groups or organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine AIMS's relevance for
the proposed activity.

There is no known research being undertaken by AIMS that intersects within the
EMBA.

Woodside chose to contact AIMS at its discretion in line with Section 5.3.4.

No

Other

Save Our Songlines (SOS)

and/ o' and/ or
]

Representatives of Non-
Government Organisation Save Our
Songlines and/ or individuals il

I =/ or I

Woodside has applied its methodology for “Traditional Custodians’ and ‘non-
government organisations’ under regulation 11A(1)(d) to determine Save Our
Songlines (SOS) and/ or I 29/ or I < '<'evance for the
proposed activity.

During the course of preparing the EP, Save Our Songlines and/ or il @nd/ or
I sc!f-identified and requested to be consulted on Scarborough EPs.

For the activity in this EP, there is no native title claim, determination or ILUA over
these Commonwealth waters, which includes the PAA and EMBA. The PAA does not
overlap any Commonwealth or State Marine Park Management Plans. The EMBA
overlaps one Commonwealth Marine Park Management Plan. The EMBA does not
overlap any State Marine Park Management Plans (Section 4.9).

Woodside has applied the principles of self-determination in line with UNDRIP by
consulting the Representative Aboriginal Corporation. The Mardudhunera language
group is represented on Murujuga by MAC (see above).

Yes
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Summary of responsibilities

Person or Organisation and/or functions, interests or Assessment of relevance Re;z::t
activities P
Woodside has assessed that SOS and/ or_m_
feedback demonstrates an interest with the proposed activity.
Woodside Come Clean Campaign website Woodside Come Clean is not a registered organisation (i.e. no Australian Business No

Number (ABN)) and has no contact details publicly available. As this is not a group or
organisation, but rather a campaign website, it would not be reasonable for Woodside
to consider relevance for the proposed activity, nor attempt to consuilt.

Irrespective, Woodside has reviewed the Woodside Come Clean public website
material and determined that the material does not demonstrate any intersect with
potential direct impacts specific to the proposed petroleum activity, while remaining in
accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (as set out in Section

5.2). Woodside notes that the Woodside Come Clean campaign website links to Say
No to Scarborough Gas, which Woodside has consulted for the proposed activity.
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5.8 Consultation activities and additional engagement

5.8.1 Subsea EP Consultation
The following is a summary of additional consultation undertaken for this EP:

A Consultation Information Sheet was provided to relevant persons and persons Woodside
chose to contact (see Section 5.3.4), which included details such as an activity overview,
maps, a summary of key risks and/or impacts and management measures (Appendix F,
reference 1.1).

A supplementary information sheet containing frequently asked questions (FAQ) was also
provided to relevant persons and persons Woodside chose to contact (see Section 5.3.4).
Information was based on previous stakeholder interest and feedback regarding other
planned Scarborough Project activities and related EPs (Appendix F, reference 1.1).

An activity update Consultation Information Sheet was provided to relevant persons and
persons Woodside chose to contact (see Section 5.3.4), which included an update
regarding planned activities, information regarding the EMBASs for this EP and additional
information relating to mitigation and managements measures for this EP (Appendix F,
reference 1.107).

Since the commencement of the initial consultation period (21 September 2022), the
Stakeholder Consultation Information Sheet has also been available on Woodside’s
website and the activity update Consultation Information Sheet has been available on the
Woodside website since 17 January 2023. The Information Sheets include a toll-free 1800
phone number and Woodside’s feedback email address (feedback@woodside.com.au).

A bespoke targeted Consultation Information Sheet was provided to relevant Traditional
Custodian groups (Appendix F, reference 1.108, 1.109). and phone calls to provide
context to the consultation made.

Additional targeted information was provided to relevant marine users including
Commonwealth and State fisheries, fishery representative bodies, AHO and AMSA —
Marine Safety. The targeted information included maps and additional information relevant
to the specific category of persons.

A community barbeque was held on 5 May 2023 and 10 May 2023 in Roebourne. Ahead of
the events, Woodside advertised the barbeque via posters (Appendix F, reference 1.214)
displayed on community notice boards. The event was also advertised via the Roebourne
Community Calendar and posted on Woodside’s social media in the lead up to the events
(Appendix F, reference 1.214). Representatives from Woodside attended the event and
provided copies of the Consultation Information Sheet to attendees and answered
community questions.

From 3 May 2023, Woodside commenced a geotargeted sponsored social media campaign
(Appendix F, reference 1.215) to various local government authorities that are coastally
adjacent to the EMBA for the proposed activities. The purpose of this campaign was to
bring Woodside's proposed activities to the attention of persons who may be interested,
advising persons or organisations how they can find out about Woodside’s proposed
activities by visiting Woodside’s consultation activities page of the website and how to
provide feedback.

Where appropriate, Woodside conducted phone calls and meetings with relevant persons.

Where appropriate, targeted follow-up emails were sent to relevant persons who had not
provided a response prior to the close of the 30-day feedback period.
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e Where feedback was sought and consultation information had been publicly available for an
extended period, and the consultation period had closed, Woodside provided a further 14-
day period for feedback. Woodside considers this to be a reasonable period for consultation
in accordance with the Regulations given the extended timeframe the consultation
information had been publicly available to interested parties. For this EP, this includes a
public comment period (see above), consultation information being publicly available on
Woodside's website, newspaper advertising in national, state and local newspapers (see
Section 5.3.4) and the EP being published for assessment and available on the NOPSEMA
website.

¢ Woodside considered relevant person responses and assessed the merits and relevance of
objections and claims about the potential adverse impact of the proposed activity set out in
the EP, in accordance with the intended outcome of consultation (see Section 5.2).

e Woodside hosted community reference group information sessions with the Karratha
Community Liaison Group and the Exmouth Community Liaison Group, where updates on
the proposed activity were provided.

e Woodside hosts regular heritage meetings to which Mardudhunera, Ngarluma, Yaburara
and Wong-Goo-Tt-Oo representatives are invited. Meetings were held on 19 March 2021,
10 June 2021, 20 September 2021, 13 December 2021, 28 March 2022, 17 June 2022, 25
October 2022 and 21 March 2023, where updates on the proposed activity were provided
(see Table 5-4).

¢ Woodside advertised the planned activities proposed for this EP in a national, state and
relevant local newspapers including The Australian, The West Australian, Pilbara News,
Midwest Times, North West Times (18 January 2023) and Geraldton Times (20 January
2023) (see Appendix F, reference 1.110). No comments or feedback were received from
the advertisements.

e Consultation activities undertaken with relevant persons are summarised at Table 5-4.

e Engagement undertaken with persons or organisations Woodside assessed as not relevant
but chose to contact (see Section 5.3.2) are summarised at Table 5-5.
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Table 5-4: Consultation Report with Relevant Persons or Organisations

Commonwealth and WA State Government Departments or Agencies - Marine

Australian Border Force (ABF)

Section 5.8.1 and below.

and Consultation FAQ.

Sheet.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed ABF advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, references 1.2 and 1.3) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.67).
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed ABF with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.122) and provided an updated Consultation Information

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (reference 1.161).

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Summary of Feedback, Objection or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of
Feedback, Objection or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims received despite
follow up.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout
the life of an EP. Should feedback be received after the
EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and, where
appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of
Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has addressed maritime security-related
issues in Section 6 of this EP based on previous
offshore activities.

No additional measures or controls are required

Australian Fisheries Management Authority (AFMA)

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Consultation FAQ and a fisheries map.

e On 19 October 2022, AFMA emailed Woodside:

area.

Commonwealth and State Fisheries.)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed AFMA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.4) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.68).

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

- AFMA advised it had no specific comment on the proposal and encouraged Woodside consult with operators who have entitlements to fish within the proposed

e On 1 November 2022, Woodside emailed AFMA Woodside confirmed it had provided information to relevant fishery licence holders as well as representative
organisations on behalf of Commonwealth fishing licence holders who have entitlements to fish within the proposed area. (See this Consultation Report with
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e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed AFMA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.148) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries maps.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.162).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of
Feedback, Objection or Claim and its
Response

Environment Plan Controls

AFMA provided feedback stating:

e They were unable to comment on individual
proposals but Woodside should consult with
all fishers with entitlements within the
proposed area.

e This could be done via relevant fishing
industry associations; contacts were
provided.

Woodside has provided information to relevant
fishery licence holders as well as representative
organisations on behalf of Commonwealth fishery
licence holders who have entitlements to fish
within the proposed area. (See this Consultation
Report with Commonwealth and State Fisheries.)

Woodside has provided consultation information
to AFMA, DAFF - Fisheries, CFA, ASBTIA, Tuna
Australia, WAFIC and individual relevant licence
holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation
throughout the life of an EP. Woodside notes that
further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be
received after the EP has been accepted, it will
be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and
Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of Commonwealth fisheries
issues in Section 4.9.2 of this EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF - Fisheries,
DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery Licence Holders that
have the potential to be directly impacted by planned activities in
the Operational Area prior to the commencement and at the end of
the activity, as referenced in PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Australian Hydrographic Office (AHO)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed the AHO advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.5) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,
Consultation FAQ and shipping lanes map (Appendix F, reference 1.6).

e On 23 September 2022, AHO emailed Woodside and acknowledged receipt of Woodside’s consultation email.

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed AHO with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.123) and provided an updated Consultation Information
Sheet. Woodside confirmed it would make available a shipping lane map as soon as possible.

e On 30 January 2023, AHO emailed Woodside and acknowledged receipt of Woodside’s consultation email.
e On 28 February 2023, Woodside emailed AHO and provided an updated shipping lane map (Appendix F, reference 1.201).
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e On 1 March 2023, AHO emailed Woodside and acknowledged receipt of Woodside’s consultation email.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection Environment Plan Controls

Claim or Claim and its Response

AHO has acknowledged receipt of AHO has acknowledged receipt of Woodside’s consultation emails. Woodside will notify the AHO no less than four

Woodside’s consultation emails. . . . . . working weeks before operations commence, as
L . Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. referenced as PS 2.3.1 in this EP

No feedback, objections or claims Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be - " ' _

received despite follow up. assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management No additional measures or controls are required.

of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Australian Maritime Safety Authority (AMSA) — Marine Safety

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed AMSA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.5) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,
Consultation FAQ and shipping lanes map (Appendix F, reference 1.6).

e On 13 October 2022 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.66).

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed AMSA with an update on the proposed activity (reference 1.123) and provided an updated Consultation Information Sheet.
Woodside confirmed it would make available a shipping lane map as soon as possible.

e On 31 January 2023, AMSA emailed Woodside:
- AMSA requested information on how high in the water column the moorings actually are and whether they could obstruct shipping traffic.
- AMSA requested Woodside to confirm its current GIS data so that AMSA can map it and assess navigation safety.
- AMSA requested Woodside to send its updated Shipping Lane figures.
- AMSA provided details around notifications and contact details.
e On 10 February 2023, AMSA emailed Woodside and reiterated its 31 January 2023 request for additional information.
e On 15 February 2023, AMSA emailed Woodside and reiterated its 31 January 2023 request for additional information.
e On 16 February 2023, Woodside received a phone message from AMSA requesting digital data regarding the proposed activity.

e On 17 February 2023, Woodside had a phone conversation with AMSA to clarify the data required and was advised that AMSA would like the operational area polygons
in shapefile format for the proposed activity.

e On 17 February 2023, Woodside emailed AMSA the operational area polygons in shapefile format for the proposed activity.

e On 21 February 2023, AMSA emailed Woodside:
- AMSA provided a vessel traffic plot showing AlIS data and an updated vessel traffic plot for the Scarborough area of interest.
- AMSA reiterated its 31 January 2023 request for additional information.
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On 28 February 2023, Woodside emailed AMSA:

Woodside advised that the intention is that moorings for the Floating Production Unit (FPU) will be installed prior to FPU arrival within the Operational Area under
the Subsea EP, in water depths of approximately 900-1000m. Each of the 20 moorings legs will be composed of both wire and chain components and extend
approximately 1650m from the FPU, connected to a suction pile anchor. The suction piles are ~24 m high by ~8 m diameter, which will be buried with only the top
exposed above the seabed (i.e. once installed ~23 m will be buried, with ~ 1-2m remain protruding above the seabed).

Woodside noted that the Scarborough moorings depicted on AMSA'’s “Scabrorugh_joint_venture-2023.pdf’ are not a component of the Scarborough EPs which are
the subject of ongoing consultation. These appear to be metocean moorings that have since been recovered.

Woodside provided an updated shipping lane map.

On 3 March 2023, AMSA emailed Woodside:

AMSA requested clarification on the vessel traffic plots provided and how the Environment that May Be Affected (EMBA) areas will actually be affected by working
vessels, support craft and associated activities. AMSA commented that the EMBASs are quite large unique areas so AMSA is curious about the extent of vessel
traffic and activity within these areas and lines of traffic and charted shipping fairways.

On 8 March 2023, Woodside emailed AMSA (Appendix F, reference 1.203):

Woodside advised that the EMBA is the largest spatial extent where the Petroleum Activities Program could potentially have an environmental consequence (direct
or indirect impact). The broadest extent of the EMBA takes into consideration planned and unplanned activities, and for this Environment Plan (EP) is determined
by a highly unlikely release of marine diesel to the environment as a result of vessel collision. The EMBA does not represent the extent of predicted impact of the
highly unlikely marine diesel release. Rather, the EMBA represents the merged area of many possible paths a highly unlikely hydrocarbon release could travel
depending on the weather and ocean conditions at the time of the release. This means in the highly unlikely event a hydrocarbon release does occur, the entire
EMBA will not be affected and the specific and minimal part of the EMBA that is affected will only be known at the time of the release.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Environment Plan Controls

Claim Claim and its Response

AMSA has provided feedback and Woodside has addressed AMSA'’s requests and provided additional Woodside will notify AMSA’s JRCC at least 24—

requested further information relating information, including: 48 hours before operations commence, as

to: e providing the operational area polygons in shapefile format for the referenced as PS 2.5.1 in this EP.

e Moorings for the Floating proposed activity. Woodside will notify AHO no less than four
Production Unit (FPU) and e advised that the intention is that moorings for FPU will be installed prior working weeks before operations commence, as
whether they could obstruct to FPU arrival within the Operational Area under the Subsea EP, in water | "éférenced as a PS 2.3.1 in this EP.
shipping traffic. depths of approximately 900-1000m and provided additional information | Woodside considers the measures and controls

e GIS data on the moorings. in the EP are appropriate.

Clarification on how the EMBA will | e  Provided an updated shipping map.

affect vessel traffic. e Explained the EMBA for the proposed activity.
AMSA provided details around
notifications and contact details.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of ongoing
consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
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will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Australian Maritime Safety Authority (AMSA) — Marine Pollution

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed AMSA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.7) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 28 September 2021, Woodside emailed AMSA and provided the Oil Pollution First Strike Plan (Appendix F, reference 1.57).

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed AMSA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.122) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.161).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Environment Plan Controls
Claim Claim and its Response
No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Woodside has addressed oil pollution planning
received despite follow up. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be and response in Appendix D.
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of No additional measures or controls are required.
Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Department of Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and Water Agriculture (DCCEEW) / Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry (DAFF) —
Fisheries and Biosecurity (formerly DAWE)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
Historical Engagement
e On 17 December 2021, Woodside emailed DAWE:

- Woodside sought clarification around the Pygmy Blue Whale CMP, the Department’s Guideline and NOPSEMA'’s FAQ in relation to the definition of, and
Woodside’s interpretation of BIAs.

- Woodside requested clarification of its understanding of the documents on the DAWE website, (Blue Whale CMP) which state that “BlAs are not defined under the
EPBC Act, but they are areas that are particularly important for the conservation of protected species and where aggregations of individuals display biologically
important behaviour such as calving, foraging, resting or migration. BIAs have been identified using expert scientific knowledge about species’ distribution
abundance and behaviour”.
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- Woodside clarified that consequently, distribution in itself, is not a BIA (for blue whales); whereas areas where biologically important behaviour such as calving,
foraging, resting or migration clearly are BIAs.

On 20 December 2021, DAWE emailed Woodside:

- DAWE advised that the definition provided is the agreed working definition of BIAs and this interpretation is correct, BIAs are not defined or described under the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). They are however a geospatial tool used to inform regulatory decision-making given
the biologically critical behaviours that they represent.

- DAWE advised that the assumption is correct, that the entire distribution of the blue whale is not considered a BIA. The ‘distribution BIA’ for the blue whale, as
designated in the National Conservation Values Atlas (NCVA) does not constitute a BIA (that represents an area where biologically important behaviour is
displayed, such as foraging and migration for the blue whale). DAWE believe the distribution BIA was included in the NCVA following development of the
Conservation Management Plan for the Blue Whale (CMP) to flag the importance of their range.

- DAWE noted that the Blue Whale CMP states (on page 28) “it is not currently possible to define habitat critical to the survival of blue whales. Due to DAWE's
limited knowledge about the distribution and abundance of these subspecies, little is currently known about the location and characteristics of these habitats. To
date, the best information relates to biologically important areas where foraging occurs. These foraging areas can be considered important to the survival of blue
whales as they seasonally support highly productive ecosystem processes on which significant aggregations of whales rely.”

- DAWE advised that the Blue Whale CMP provides an indicative map of ‘Pygmy blue whale distribution around Australia’ which shows annual high use, known and
possible foraging areas. The Blue Whale CMP also provides an indicative map of known and likely migration routes. DAWE advised that these maps may be of
use.

Ensuring Sufficient Information and Sufficient Time

On 30 March 2022, Woodside emailed DCCEEW to ensure DCCEEW was aware NOPSEMA had requested correspondence between DCCEEW and Woodside which
must be complied with regarding blue whale distribution and BIAs. Woodside advised details of the correspondence would be included for NOPSEMA'’s assessment of
this EP.

On 30 March 2022, DCCEEW thanked Woodside for the advice and that DCCEEW had been in contact with NOPSEMA and were aware of this requirement.

On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed DCCEEW / DAFF - Fisheries advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.13) and provided a Consultation
Information Sheet, Consultation FAQ and fisheries map (Appendix F reference 1.14).

On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.71).

On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed DCCEEW / DAFF - Fisheries with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.124) and provided an updated
Consultation Information Sheet, fisheries maps and Commonwealth shipwrecks information.

On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (reference 1.177).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, | Environment Plan Controls

Claim Objection or Claim and its Response

In the course of preparing this and Woodside notes DCCEEW clarification around the Pygmy The Environment Plan demonstrates that the proposed activities
other Woodside EPs, DCCEEW has Blue Whale CMP, the Department’s Guideline and are outside the boundaries of a proclaimed Commonwealth Marine
provided clarification around the NOPSEMA’s FAQ in relation to the definition of BIAs. Park and identifies that there are no credible impacts to the values
Pygmy Blue Whale CMP, the of any Commonwealth Marine Parks as a result of planned
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Department’s Guideline and Woodside’s interpretation of the Pygmy Blue Whale advice
NOPSEMA’s FAQ in relation to the has been applied in the EP, see Section 4.6.3.

definition of, and Woodside’s Woodside has provided consultation information to CFA,
interpretation of BIAs. AFMA, DAFF — Fisheries ASBTIA, Tuna Australia, WAFIC
Whilst feedback has been received, and individual relevant licence holders.

there were no objections or claims.

Section 7.6).

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the
life of an EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be
received as part of ongoing consultation. Should feedback
be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see

activities (Section 4.8). While impacts to Commonwealth Marine
Parks are possible in the event of an unplanned hydrocarbon spill,
Woodside considers it adopts appropriate controls to prevent a
hydrocarbon spill and controls to respond in the highly unlikely
event of a hydrocarbon spill, as demonstrated in Section 6.8.2 and
Section 6.8.3.

The Environment Plan demonstrates that there are no known
underwater heritage sites or shipwrecks within the Petroleum
Activities Area and identifies that there are no credible impacts to
the values of any underwater heritage or shipwrecks as a result of
planned activities (Section 4.9.1). While impacts to underwater
heritage sites or shipwrecks are possible in the event of an
unplanned hydrocarbon spill, Woodside considers it adopts
appropriate controls to prevent a hydrocarbon spill and controls to
respond in the highly unlikely event of a hydrocarbon spill, as
demonstrated in Section 6.8.2 and Section 6.8.3.

Pygmy Blue Whale advice applied in the EP, see Section 4.6.3.
Woodside has assessed the relevancy of Commonwealth fisheries
issues in Section 4.9.2 of this EP.

Woodside will provide natifications to AFMA, DAFF — Fisheries,
DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery Licence Holders that
have the potential to be directly impacted by planned activities in
the Operational Area prior to the commencement and at the end of
the activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

Woodside has addressed maritime biosecurity issues in Section 6
of this EP based on previous offshore activities.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Department of Defence (DoD)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.
Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed DoD advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.9) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,

Consultation FAQ and defence map (Appendix F, reference 1.10).

e On 13 October 2022, DoD emailed Woodside:

- DoD advised that the activity area is located within the North Australia Exercise Area (NAXA) and restricted airspace and unexploded ordinance (UXO) may be
present on and in the sea floor within the NAXA. All activities in the area are conducted at Woodside's own risk.
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- DoD advised that the Commonwealth of Australia, represented by the Department of Defence, takes no responsibility for:
- Reporting the location and type of UXO that may be in the areas.
- ldentifying or removing any UXO from these areas.
- Any loss or damage suffered or incurred by Woodside Energy or any third party arising out of, or directly related to, UXO in the area.
- DoD require the following notifications:
- DoD - five weeks prior to the commencement of activities.
- Airservices Australia (if Notice to Airmen notification is required for activities in Restricted Airspace).
- AHO - three weeks prior to the commencement of activities.

e On 3 November 2022, Woodside emailed DoD:

- Woodside noted the contacts provided and the advice regarding risks and notification requirements. Woodside confirmed it will notify the Department of Defence at
least five weeks prior to the commencement of activities.

- Woodside advised it will confirm restricted air space status with the Department of Defence as part of its commencement of activity notification.
- Woodside advise that at its request, AHO will be notified four weeks prior to the start of activities.
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed DoD with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.125) and provided an updated Consultation Information

Sheet.

e On 20 February 2023, DoD emailed Woodside:
- DoD reiterated its previous advice provided.
- DoD provided Woodside with a figure outlining its restricted airspace and Defence Training Areas off the WA Coast.

e On 13 March 2023, Woodside emailed DoD and provided an updated defence zone map (Appendix F, reference 1.206).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

DoD has provided feedback relating to:

e the location of the activity in
proximity to the NAXA and the
potential presence of UXO.

e Notification requirements.

DoD has provided advice relating to:

e Details of its restricted airspace

and Defence Training Areas off
the WA Coast.

Woodside has reviewed the proposed activity and the location of the
NAXA and UXOs to understand the potential for UXOs to be within the
Operational Area. The Learmonth Air Weapons Range (AWR) practice
area is within the Consultation Area and approximately 20 km south of
the operational area and the location of any UXOs (known to occur)
are near Bessieres Island which is located 190 km from the
Operational Area. Based on the locations of the proposed activity and
potential UXOs it was determined that there is no credible risk from
UXOs for the proposed activity.

Woodside acknowledges the potential presence of UXOs and has
considered this in its risk assessment planning.

Woodside has addressed DoD’s expectations on
notifications — Defence, restricted air space and AHO
(PS 2.3.1and PS 2.7.1, Table 7-5). AHO have been
consulted on the activity and are included in
Woodside’s activity notification protocols. AHO will be
notified four weeks prior to the start of activities.

Woodside considers the measures and controls in the
EP are appropriate.
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Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development (DPIRD)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed DPIRD (Appendix F, reference 1.15) advising of the proposed activity and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,

Consultation FAQ and fisheries map.

e On 13 October 2022 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.75).

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed DPIRD with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.143) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet and state fisheries maps.

e On 17 February 2023, DPIRD emailed Woodside:
- DPIRD advised that as the activity is proposed for waters unlikely to influence fishing activities it has no further comments at this time.
e On 24 February 2023, Woodside emailed DPIRD:
- Woodside confirmed it has consulted state commercial fishery licence holders and recreational fishery licence holders that are active within the EMBA for the

proposed activity.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

DPIRD has provided feedback that the
activity is proposed for waters unlikely
to influence fishing activities and it has
no further comments at this time.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Woodside confirmed with DPIRD it has consulted state commercial
fishery licence holders and recreational fishery licence holders that are
active within the EMBA for the proposed activity. (See this
Consultation Report with Commonwealth and State Fisheries.)

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC,
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of State fisheries
issues in Section 4.9.2 of this EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF -
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.
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will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Department of Transport (DoT)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed DoT advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.17) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 28 September 2022, Woodside emailed DoT and provided a copy of the First Strike Plan (Appendix F, reference 1.56).
e On 24 October 2022, DoT emailed Woodside to advise that they had no queries and requested that Woodside provide them with a final accepted version when

available.

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed DoT with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.122) and provided an updated Consultation Information

Sheet.

e On 7 February 2023, DoT emailed Woodside to request that if there is any risk of a spill impacting State waters from any of the proposed activities, Woodside must

consult DoT (Marine Oil Pollution).

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside emailed DoT to confirm that if there is a risk of a spill impacting State waters, the Department of Transport (Marine Qil Pollution) will

be consulted.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

DoT has provided feedback relating to:

e The draft Oil Pollution First Strike
Plan and a request for a final
accepted version of the plan when
available.

e Consultation requirements in the
event of a spill impacting State
waters from any of the proposed
activities.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Woodside has confirmed that if there is a risk of a spill impacting State
waters, the Department of Transport (Marine Oil Pollution) will be
consulted. Woodside will send DoT a copy of the First Strike Plan once
accepted.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.

Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Woodside will provide DoT with a copy of the
accepted Oil Pollution First Strike Plan, as referenced
in the OSPRMA (Appendix D).

Woodside will consult DoT if there is a spill impacting
State water from the proposed activity, as referenced
in the OSPRMA (Appendix D).

No additional measures or controls are required.

Department of Planning, Lands and Heritage (DPLH)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.
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Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 1 February 2023, Woodside emailed DPLH advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.136) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
information on State waters shipwrecks information (Appendix F, reference 1.138).

(Appendix F, Reference 1.213).

On 17 February 2023, DPLH emailed Woodside to advise that a Heritage Officer will be in contact regarding this referral.
On 22 February 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.181).
On 28 February 2023, DPLH confirmed that it was still finalising comments, to be provided as soon as possible.
On 1 March 2023, Woodside responded and thanked DPLH for the update.
On 3 May 2023, Woodside sent an email to DPLH noting its previous advice that it was finalising comments on the proposed activities and requested any feedback

On 9 May 2023, Woodside sent an email to DPLH regarding this EP and followed up on feedback with respect to the proposed activities.

e On 9 May 2023, DPLH responded to advise no adverse heritage impacts to any place entered into the State Register of Heritage Places had been identified. It further
stated the Western Australian Museum is the delegated authority for management of Commonwealth historic shipwrecks and relics in Western Australia and should be
contacted for advice regarding any maritime archaeological impacts.

e On 9 May 2023, Woodside emailed to thank DPLH for confirmation regarding heritage impacts and that Woodside would contact the Western Australian Museum for
advice regarding any maritime archaeological impacts in the event that any impacts occurred.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

DPLH advised no adverse heritage
impacts to any place entered into the
State Register of Heritage Places had
been identified and that the Western
Australian Museum is the delegated
authority for management of
Commonwealth historic shipwrecks
and relics in Western Australia and
should be contacted for advice in the
event of any maritime archaeological
impacts.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Woodside confirmed it would contact the Western Australian Museum
for advice regarding any maritime archaeological impacts in the event
that any impacts occurred.

Woodside consulted the Western Australian Museum for the proposed
activities (see Consultation Report below).

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

The Environment Plan demonstrates that there are no
known underwater heritage sites or shipwrecks within
the Petroleum Activities Area and identifies that there
are no credible impacts to the values of any underwater
heritage or shipwrecks as a result of planned activities
(Section 4.9.1). While impacts to underwater heritage
sites or shipwrecks are possible in the event of an
unplanned hydrocarbon spill, Woodside considers it
adopts appropriate controls to prevent a hydrocarbon
spill and controls to respond in the highly unlikely event
of a hydrocarbon spill, as demonstrated in Section
6.8.2 and Section 6.8.3.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Commonwealth and WA State Government Departments or Agencies — Environment

Director of National Parks (DNP)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.
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Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed DNP advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.12) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ

On 13 October 2022 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.73).

On 2 December 2022, DNP emailed Woodside and noted that the planned activities do not overlap any Australian Marine Parks. Therefore, there are no authorisation
requirements from the DNP.

- DNP requested Woodside ensures that the EP:

. identifies and manages all impacts and risks on Australian marine park values (including ecosystem values) to an acceptable level and has
considered all options to avoid or reduce them to ALARP.

- clearly demonstrates that the activity will not be inconsistent with the management plan.

- DNP provided reference information on the North-west Marine Parks Management Plan 2018 Network. DNP confirm it does to require further notification of
progress made in relation to this activity unless details regarding the activity change and result in an overlap with or new impact to a marine park, or for emergency
responses.

- DNP provided instructions on emergency response notifications and advised that notifications should include:
titleholder details

time and location of the incident (including name of marine park likely to be affected)

proposed response arrangements as per the Oil Pollution Emergency Plan (e.g. dispersant, containment, etc.)
confirmation of providing access to relevant monitoring and evaluation reports when available; and

o contact details for the response coordinator.

On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed DNP with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.122) and provided an updated Consultation Information
Sheet.

On 22 February 2023, Woodside emailed DNP with a reminder that the consultation period is closing soon (Appendix F, Reference 1.161)
On 24 February 2023, DNP emailed Woodside:

- DNP advised they have no further comment or objections and claims on the proposed activity.

- DNP noted that comments on the proposed activity were previously provided to Woodside on 2 December 2022.

- DNP requested clarification on the operational area (OA). The Director of National Parks considers the OA to encompass operational activities such as line turns /
repositioning, equipment maintenance, deployment and recovery, crew change and resupply. These are offshore petroleum activities and Commonwealth
environment regulatory matters and, as such, should be included in the EP so relevant risks are assessed and effective mitigation applied.

On 8 March 2023, Woodside emailed DNP:

- Woodside acknowledged the comments already provided by DNP previously on each of the relevant EPs and that DNP has no further comment or objections and
claims.

- Woodside advised that copies of DNP’s previous responses have been received and have been addressed where relevant within each of the proposed EPs.
- Woodside advised that for the purposes of this EP, the following Operational Area will apply:

O O O O
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o For the gravimetry activities, the Operational Area encompasses a radius of 1000 m around location of the outermost concrete pads, in which gravimetry
preparation and survey activities will take place and will be managed under this EP. The 1000 m (radius) Operational Area around subsea installation
allows for the movement and positioning of vessels.

o For the subsea installation activities, the Operational Area encompasses a radius of 1500 m around location of subsea infrastructure, in which subsea
installation activities will take place and will be managed under this EP. The 1500 m (radii) Operational Area around subsea installation allows for the
movement and positioning of vessels.

o For the mooring pre-lay activities, the Operational Area encompasses a radius of 2000 m around future location of FPU, in which mooring pre-lay
activities will take place and will be managed under this EP. The 2000 m (radius) Operational Area around future FPU location allows for moorings to be
deployed and the movement and positioning of vessels.

e On 19 March 2023, Woodside emailed DNP seeking a copy of DNP’s feedback for the Scarborough Subsea EP on 2 December 2022.
e On 5 April 2023, DNP resent DNP’s email dated 2 December 2022.

e On 5 May 2023, Woodside thanked DNP in an email for resending DNP’s email of 2 December 2022. Woodside noted DNP’s confirmation that planned activities do
not overlap any Australian Marine Parks (AMPs); that there are no authorisation requirements from the DNP, and that there are no claims or objections at this time.
Woodside stated it would contact DNP if there were any changes to the activity in the future which could result in an overlap with or new impact to a marine park, or for

emergency responses.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

DNP has provided feedback, including:

e DNP noted that that the planned
activities do not overlap any
Australian Marine Parks.
Therefore, there are no
authorisation requirements from
the DNP.

e DNP requested Woodside ensures
that the EP:

- identifies and manages all
impacts and risks on
Australian marine park values
(including ecosystem values)
to an acceptable level and
has considered all options to
avoid or reduce them to
ALARP.

Woodside has addressed the DNP’s feedback, including:

e acknowledging the comments already provided by DNP previously
on each of the relevant EPs and that DNP has no further
comment or objections and claims.

e advised that copies of DNP’s previous responses have been
received and have been addressed where relevant within each of
the proposed EPs.

e provided additional information on the operational area.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

The Environment Plan demonstrates that the proposed
activities are outside the boundaries of a proclaimed
Commonwealth Marine Park and identifies that there
are no credible impacts to the values of any
Commonwealth Marine Parks as a result of planned
activities (Section 4.8). While impacts to
Commonwealth Marine Parks are possible in the event
of an unplanned hydrocarbon spill, Woodside considers
it adopts appropriate controls to prevent a hydrocarbon
spill and controls to respond in the highly unlikely event
of a hydrocarbon spill, as demonstrated in Section
6.8.2 and Section 6.8.3.

This EP demonstrates how Woodside will identify and
manage all impacts and risks on Australian marine park
values (including ecosystem values) to an ALARP and
acceptable level and that the activity is not inconsistent
with the management plan (Section 6.10).

Woodside will ensure DNP is made aware of any
incidences within a marine park for the activity, as per
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- clearly demonstrates that the
activity will not be inconsistent
with the management plan.

e provided instructions on
emergency response notifications.

e advised it had no further comment
or objections and claims on the
proposed activity.

e requested clarification on the
operational area.

the commitment in the Oil Pollution First Strike Plan
(Appendix H).

No additional measures or controls are required.

Department of Biodiversity, Conservation and Attractions (DBCA)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed DBCA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.20) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 6 October 2022, DBCA emailed Woodside advising that based on the documentation provided for review and other readily available information, DBCA has no
comments in relation to its responsibilities under the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 and Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016.

e On 31 October 2022, Woodside emailed DBCA and noted that it has no comments on the proposed activities.

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed DBCA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.122) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet.

e On 8 February 2023, DBCA emailed Woodside to advise that based on the documentation provided for review and other readily available information, DBCA has no
comments in relation to its responsibilities under the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 and Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

DBCA has advised it has no comments
on the proposed activity.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Woodside acknowledges that DBCA had no comment on the proposed
activities.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

The Environment Plan demonstrates that the proposed
activities are outside the boundaries of a proclaimed
State Marine Park and identifies that there are no
credible impacts to the values of any State Marine
Parks as a result of planned activities (Section 4.8).
While impacts to State Marine Parks are not expected
in the event of an unplanned hydrocarbon spill,
Woodside considers it adopts appropriate controls to
prevent a hydrocarbon spill and controls to respond in
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the highly unlikely event of a hydrocarbon spill, as
demonstrated in Section 6.8.2 and Section 6.8.3.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Commonwealth and State Government Departments or Agencies — Industry

Department of Industry, Science and Resources (DISR) (formerly DISER)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed DISER advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.11) and provided a consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.72).

On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed DISR with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.122) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet.

On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.161).

Summary of Feedback, Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Environment Plan Controls
Objection or Claim Claim and its Response
No feedback, objections or Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. No additional measures or controls are required.
claims received despite follow Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be
up. assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of
Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Department of Mines, Industry Regulation and Safety (DMIRS)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed DMIRS advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.16) and provided a consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.74).

On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed DMIRS with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.122) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet.

On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.161).
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Environment Plan Controls

Summary of Feedback, Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or
Objection or Claim Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
claims received despite follow Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be
up. assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of

Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside will provide natifications to DMIRS prior to
the commencement and at the end of the activity, as
referenced at Section 7.8.2.2 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Commonwealth Commercial fisheries and representative bodies

Western Deepwater Trawl Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed licence holders advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.48) and provided a Consultation Information
Sheet, Consultation FAQ and fisheries map.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.69).
e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed licence holders with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.139) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.171).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, CFA, ASBTIA, Tuna Australia and individual relevant licence
holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.
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North West Slope and Trawl Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.139) and provided an updated Consultation Information
Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.171).

Summary of Feedback, Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Environment Plan Controls
Objection or Claim Claim and its Response
No feedback, objections or Woodside has provided consultation information to AFMA, DAFF — Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
claims received despite follow Fisheries, CFA, ASBTIA, Tuna Australia and individual relevant licence Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
up. holders. EP.
Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6). impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.
No additional measures or controls are required.

Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.140) and provided an updated Consultation Information
Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.183).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside has provided consultation information to AFMA, DAFF — Woodside has assessed the relevancy of

received despite follow up. Fisheries, CFA, ASBTIA, Tuna Australia and individual relevant licence | Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
holders. EP.
Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —

EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
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will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6). impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Commonwealth Fisheries Association (CFA)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed CFA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.24) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,
Consultation FAQ and fisheries map

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.79).

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed CFA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.139) and provided an updated Consultation Information
Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.171).
e On 22 February 2023, CFA emailed Woodside:

- CFA advised that it is not resourced to give feedback on Woodside’s Environment Plan. CFA requested to direct enquiries to the associations that represent the
directly affected fisheries/fishers.

- CFA noted that the increasing volume of requests for consultation on EP from oil and gas and more recently windfarm proposals are beyond the capacity of most
associations. For this reason please be prepared to engage those associations on a fee for service basis.

e On 15 March 2023, Woodside emailed CFA:

- Woodside confirmed it has provided consultation information directly to fishery licence holders that it has assessed as ‘relevant persons’ for the proposed EP, as
well as to their fishery representative bodies.

- As per Woodside’s ongoing consultation approach, feedback continues to be assessed and responded to, as required, through the life of an EP.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

CFA has advised it is unable to provide | Woodside has addressed the CFA’s feedback, including confirming it Woodside has assessed the relevancy of

feedback and that Woodside should has provided consultation information directly to licence holders it has Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this

consult with fishery licence holders assessed as ‘relevant persons’ for the proposed EP as well as their EP.

directly. fishery representative bodies. Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —

Whilst feedback has been received, Woodside has provided consultation information to AFMA, DAFF — Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery

there were no objections or claims. Fisheries, CFA, ASBTIA, Tuna Australia and individual relevant licence | Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
holders. impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
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Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an prior to the commencement and at the end of the
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of | activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has No additional measures or controls are required.

been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Tuna Australia

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed Tuna Australia advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.30) and provided a Consultation Information
Sheet, FAQ and fisheries map.

On 22 September 2022, Tuna Australia emailed Woodside and provided Woodside with a service agreement template for a working relationship with Tuna Australia to
assist Woodside with consultation with its sector when developing submissions.

On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed Tuna Australia with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.139) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet and fisheries map.

On 15 March 2023, Woodside emailed Tuna Australia:

Woodside advised that the level of feedback provided by an organisation, if any, is at the person or organisation’s discretion.

Woodside advised it would be happy to meet with Tuna Australia to provide an overview of the proposed activities, how Woodside develops its EPs and the
extensive controls Woodside has in place to reduce impacts to as low as reasonable practical (ALARP) and acceptable level. Woodside advised that the aim is to
provide an efficient and simple way to obtain feedback and to assist in an understanding of Woodside’s activities.

Woodside advised that as per Woodside’s ongoing consultation approach, feedback continues to be assessed and responded to, as required, through the life of an
EP.

On 15 March 2023, Tuna Australia emailed Woodside and attached what it described as ‘an industry position statement for engaging with energy companies seeking
consultation advice from stakeholders on environmental plans and project proposals’. This included:

An overview of Tuna Australia’s functions, interests and activities as well as the organisation’s company objectives.
The geographic areas that Tuna Australia represents by membership Statutory Fishing Rights.

A recommendation that project proponents also engage with the Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna Industry Association for any proposals in the Southern Bluefin
Tuna fishing area.

The position that Tuna Australia considers itself a ‘relevant person’ consistent with NOPSEMA guidelines.

A request that Tuna Australia be contacted when any proposed activity has the potential to impact vessel navigation, fishing activities, and/or the conservation of
fish resources consistent with the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2006.

A request for a map from proponents of the proposed activity to determine if its member interests may be affected on a case-by-case basis.
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- Arequest that where potential effects exist, there is a need for a service agreement. Tuna Australia advised it can no longer coordinate consultation with offshore
energy activities on behalf of Tuna Australia’s members without a service agreement in place. Tuna Australia requests proponents execute Tuna Australia’s
services agreement and provide information in a written succinct manner including estimated boundaries for extent of planned activity impacts (i.e. artificial light,
noise, discharges etc) as well as activities within the operational area. This advice will be distributed to members and non-members holding SFRs in the Eastern
(114 concession holders) and Western (61 concession holders) Tuna and Billfish Fisheries for comment. Information provided would be relevant to tuna and billfish
fisheries in the area that may affect vessel navigation, fishing activities, and/or the conservation of fish resources based on the planned aspects of the activity, and
proposed control measures to manage impacts.

- Tuna Australia noted that it wishes to engage constructively with project proponents for all situations where there is potential for conflict with vessel navigation,
access to fishing area and/or gear, and the biology of target fish and baitfish. Advice provided can change annually due to the dynamic nature of its fisheries.

- Tuna Australia encouraged companies requiring advice from its sector to enter into a consultation services agreement with Tuna Australia to support their
applications. Noting that Tuna Australia may be able to provide information on vessel navigation, fishing activities and/or the conservation of fish resources that
may be affected that is not publicly available and will be an important input to environmental impact and risk assessment processes.

e On 17 May 2023, Woodside emailed Tuna Australia thanking it for its position statement and:
- Noted the level of feedback provided by an organisation, if any, is at the person or organisation’s discretion.
- Woodside stated it does not have an expectation that organisations provide a report or engage a consultant for consultation or provide feedback on their behalf.
- Woodside stated it is open to suggestions from Tuna Australia as to ways to improve efficiency and simplicity for feedback so that the process is manageable.

- Woodside reiterated it would be happy to meet with Tuna Australia to provide an overview of our proposed activities, how we develop our environment plans and
the extensive controls we have in place to reduce impacts to as low as reasonably practical (ALARP) and acceptable level.
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

Tuna Australia has responded
providing a position statement that
outlines a request for how it would like
to be consulted on EP activities.

The position statement requests that
where there is the potential for the
proposed activity to impact Tuna
Australia’s functions, interests or
activities or that of its members, there
is a need for a service agreement to be
executed.

The fishery management area for the Western Tuna and Billfish
Fishery, which Tuna Australia represents, overlaps both the
Operational Area and EMBA. However, there is considered to be no
potential for interaction within these areas as:

e No fishing effort has occurred within or nearby to the Operational
Area, with the nearest fishing effort occurring ~60 km away.

e Fishery Status Report 2022 indicates current fishing effort is
concentrated between Carnarvon and Albany, and occurred within
the EMBA in the last five years (2016-2021) (Patterson et al.,
2022).

However, given the distance from the Operational Area (>60 km)
where this event may occur, the type of hydrocarbon (with up to 35%
evaporating within the first 24 hours) and duration of exposure, no
significant impact from a marine diesel spill is predicted.

Woodside acknowledges previous feedback received from Tuna

Australia with respect to separate EPs. Woodside confirms that it

conducts impact and risk assessments for its activities to identify and

manage environmental impacts and risks, which includes potential

interaction with recreational and commercial fishers.

To manage potential interactions, Woodside has the following controls

in place with regard to the PAP of the Subsea EP:

e Vessels adhere to regulatory requirements for navigational safety.

e Notification to AHO of activities and movements to allow
generation of navigation warnings (Maritime Safety Information
Notifications (MSIN) and Notice to Mariners (NTM) (including
AUSCOAST warnings where relevant)).

e Establishment of temporary exclusion zones by relevant vessels
which are communicated to marine users.

e Vessels comply with regulatory requirements for the prevention of

vessel collisions and safety and emergency arrangements.
Woodside also notes the following in relation to the points raised in
Tuna Australia’s feedback:

e Routine marine vessel discharges will be managed in accordance
with legislative and regulatory requirements (e.g. marine orders)

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside has adopted the following controls to manage
potential interactions with commercial fisheries:

e PS2.1.1- vessels will comply with the Navigation
Act and Marine Order 21

e PS 2.3.1 - notifications to AHS to allow generation
of navigation warnings and Notice to Mariners

e PS 2.2.1- establishment of temporary exclusion
zones

e PS23.1-AFMA, DAFF - Fisheries, DPIRD,
WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery Licence Holders
that have the potential to be directly impacted by
planned activities in the Operational Area prior to
the commencement and at the end of the activity

Woodside has also adopted the following controls to
manage the points raised in Tuna Australia’s Feedback

e PS7.1.1and7.2.1 vessels will comply with Marine
orders 95 and 96

e PS 7.4.1 chemicals will be approved through the
Woodside chemical assessment process

e PS1.2.1infrastructure will be placed in the planned
locations

e PS 3.1.1 vessel will comply with EPBC Regulations
2000 - Part 8 Division 8.1

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on Tuna Australia’s
functions, interests or activities.

No additional measures or controls are required.

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific
written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008

Revision: 1

Page 170 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

e Chemicals will be selected with the lowest practicable
environmental impacts and risks subject to technical constraints.
Pre-commissioning procedures developed and followed so that
appropriate chemical concentrations are maintained.

e Seabed disturbance will managed by ensuring infrastructure is
placed on the seabed within the predefined design footprint using
positioning technology to limit seabed disturbance. Further, ROV
inspection will be undertaken post-installation to confirm
installation aids have been removed.

e Acoustic emissions from vessels in field will be managed by
complying with regulatory requirements (e.g. EPBC Regulations
2000 - Part 8 Division 8.1).

Woodside has provided consultation information to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, CFA, ASBTIA, Tuna Australia and individual relevant licence
holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).
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State Commercial fisheries and representative bodies

Marine Aquarium Managed Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.144) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.169).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
received despite follow up. and individual relevant licence holders. Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this

. . . . . EP.
Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an . ) ) e
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery

Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6). Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area

prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Mackerel Managed Fishery (Area 2 and 3)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.142) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.167).
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide naotifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

West Coast Deep Sea Crustacean Managed Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 3 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.142) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.167).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.
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Specimen Shell Managed Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 6 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.154) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.186).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Onslow Prawn Managed Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 6 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.154) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.186).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.
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Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Nickol Bay Prawn Managed Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 6 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.154) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.186).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Western Australian Sea Cucumber Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 6 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.154) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries map.
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e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.186).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Gascoyne Demersal Scalefish Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 6 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.154) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.186).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
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will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its prior to the commencement and at the end of the
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6). activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Pilbara Trawl Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.141) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.184).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
received despite follow up. and individual relevant licence holders. Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an . ) ) L
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery

Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6). Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area

prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Pilbara Trap Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.141) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.184).
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide naotifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Pilbara Line Fishery

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed licence holders on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.149) and provided an updated Consultation Information

Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.166).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC
and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery
Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.
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Western Australian Fishing Industry Council (WAFIC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed WAFIC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.25) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,

Consultation FAQ and fisheries map.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.83).
e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed WAFIC with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.144) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet and fisheries map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.163).

e On 5 May 2023, Woodside had a phone call with WAFIC to follow up on a number of EPs, including the activities proposed under this EP, and to request any further
feedback. Woodside committed to providing WAFIC with a consolidated email outlining all the EPs Woodside is currently consulting WAFIC on for ease of feedback.

e On 5 May 2023, Woodside sent an email to WAFIC providing the status of feedback on a number of EPs, including the activities proposed under this EP. Woodside
advised it would soon be submitting the EP for assessment and requested any feedback.

e On 19 May 2023, Woodside had a phone call with WAFIC to follow up on a number of EPs, including the activities proposed under this EP and to request any feedback

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
or Claim and its Response

WAFIC requested a consolidated email
outlining the status of a number of EPs
including the activities proposed under
this EP.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Woodside provided WAFIC with the status of feedback on a number of | Woodside has assessed the relevancy of

EPs, including this EP, and advised it would be submitting the EP for Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2 of this
assessment and requested any feedback. EP.

Woodside has provided consultation information to DPIRD, WAFIC Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA, DAFF —
and individual relevant licence holders. Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and relevant Fishery

Licence Holders that have the potential to be directly
impacted by planned activities in the Operational Area
prior to the commencement and at the end of the
activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on WAFIC'’s functions,
interests or activities.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).
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Recreational marine users and representative bodies

Karratha Recreational Marine Users

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed Karratha Recreational Marine Users on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.145) and provided a Consultation
Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.185).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside has provided consultation information to Recfishwest, No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. Marine Tourism Association of WA, WA Game Fishing Association and
individual recreational marine users.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Exmouth Recreational Marine Users

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed Exmouth Recreational Marine Users on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.146) and provided a Consultation
Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.164).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside has provided consultation information to Recfishwest, No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. Marine Tourism Association of WA, WA Game Fishing Association and
individual recreational marine users.
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Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Pilbara / Kimberley Recreational Marine Users

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed Pilbara / Kimberley Recreational Marine Users on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.151) and provided a
Consultation Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.187).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside has provided consultation information to Recfishwest, No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. Marine Tourism Association of WA, WA Game Fishing Association and
individual recreational marine users.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Gascoyne Recreational Marine Users

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 6 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to Gascoyne Recreational Marine Users on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.150) and provided a
Consultation Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up letter (Appendix F, reference 1.168).
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to Recfishwest,
Marine Tourism Association of WA, WA Game Fishing Association and
individual recreational marine users.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

No additional measures or controls are required.

Recfishwest

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed Recfishwest advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.18) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet
and Consultation FAQ (Appendix F, reference 1.46).

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.81).
e On 18 October 2022, Recfishwest emailed Woodside:
- Recfishwest advised that recreational fishing is likely to be more infrequent in the proposed area and that Recfishwest does not object to the proposed activities.
- Recfishwest requested to be kept informed on the progress of the project.
e On 31 October 2022, Woodside emailed Recfishwest and noted Recfishwest had no objections and confirmed they would keep Recfishwest informed of project

updates.

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Recfishwest with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.126) and provided a Consultation Information

Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.172).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

Recfishwest has provided feedback
and advised that:

e Fishing is likely to be more
infrequent in the proposed area

Woodside has responded to Recfishwest’s feedback and has
confirmed it will keep Recfishwest updated on project updates.
Woodside has provided consultation information to Recfishwest,
Marine Tourism Association of WA, WA Game Fishing Association and
individual recreational marine users.

Woodside has consulted Recfishwest in the course of
preparing this EP. Woodside has assessed the claims or
objections raised by Recfishwest. An additional measure
was put in place. Woodside will provide notifications to

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific
written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008

Revision: 1

Page 182 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

an_d that Recfishwest does_ not Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an Recfishw_es_t prior to the commencement gnd at the end
object to the proposed activities EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of of the activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.
Recfishwest also requested to be kept | ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has Woodside considers the measures and controls
info_rmed on the progress of the b(_een accgpted, it will be assessed and, Where_ qppropriate, Woodside described within this EP address the potential impact
project. will a_pply its Management of Change and Revision process (see from the proposed activities on Recfishwest’s functions,
Section 7.6). interests or activities.

Marine Tourism Association of WA

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed Marine Tourism WA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.22) and provided a Consultation Information
Sheet and Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.82).

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Marine Tourism WA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.126) and provided a Consultation
Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.172).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside has provided consultation information to Recfishwest, No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. Marine Tourism Association of WA, WA Game Fishing Association and
individual recreational marine users.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

WA Game Fishing Association (WAGFA)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed WAGFA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.19) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.
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e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.207).
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed WAGFA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.126) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.172).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside has provided consultation information to Recfishwest, No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. Marine Tourism Association of WA, WA Game Fishing Association and
individual recreational marine users.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Titleholders and Operators

Chevron Australia / Osaka Gas Gorgon, Tokyo Gas Gorgon, JERA Gorgon

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.8.1 and below.

Summary of consultation provided and responses:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed Chevron Australia advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.47) and provided a Consultation Information
Sheet, Consultation FAQ and neighbouring Titleholder map.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.75).

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Chevron Australia with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.118) and provided a Consultation
Information Sheet. Woodside requested that Chevron forward the consultation information to Chevron’s Joint Venture partners Osaka Gas Gorgon, Tokyo Gas Gorgon
and JERA Gorgon for feedback.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.173).
e On 22 March 2023, Chevron emailed Woodside:
- Chevron advised it was actively reviewing a list of 10 of Woodside’s EP submissions.
- Chevron advised the current forecast is for the list to be completed by mid-April at the latest, although it has prioritised a list of five EPs to be completed sooner.

- Chevron requested for Woodside to advise if there is a particular EP that is of higher urgency so that it can prioritise its review accordingly. Once this initial backlog
is clear Chevron anticipates being in a position to respond within 30 days.
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Chevron requested to assist in its review of the potential effect on its interests and activities, could Woodside please provide GIS shape files for the EPs listed
(including this proposed activity).

On 29 March 2023, Chevron emailed Woodside:

Chevron advised it had reviewed five of Woodside’'s EPs that were submitted to Chevron and have captured initial feedback on each.
On the proposed activity Chevron provided a comment that no impact has been identified.

Chevron raised a general comment that noted if the work plan is executed during the cyclone season, Woodside is to provide cyclone anchor configuration, as well
as mooring design, site specific geophysical and geotechnical data, anchor analysis, risk mitigations to inform Chevron Australia of the potential risks to its assets
within the affected leases.

On 3 April 2023, Woodside emailed Chevron:

Woodside provided GIS shapefiles for a list of 10 Woodside EPs, including this proposed activity.
Woodside advised it would respond to Chevron’s feedback dated 29 March 2023 separately.

On 6 April 2023, Woodside emailed Chevron:

Woodside re-attached the GIS shapefiles provided on 3 April 2023.

Woodside noted Chevon’s feedback that no impact is identified from the proposed updated activities under the Scarborough WA-61-L & WA-62-L Subsea
Infrastructure Installation EP.

Woodside advised the only Scarborough activity that may involve mooring is the drilling and completions scope which has an option in the Scarborough Drilling and
Completions Environment Plan (D&C EP) for a moored MODU. This is contingent — base case is the use of DP MODU. The D&C operational area is ~123 km from
the any of Chevron’s assets (Janzs) and therefore there are no credible risks to Chevron assets.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls

Claim or Claim and its Response

Chevron has provided feedback on the | Woodside has provided GIS shapefiles and a response relating to its Woodside has consulted Chevron in the course of

proposed activity noting: question regarding cyclone anchoring and advised of mooring preparing this EP. Woodside has assessed the claims or

e No impact identified. activities relating to a separate Scarborough EP as the proposed objections raised by Chevron. No additional measures or
activity under this EP does not involve mooring. controls have been put in place.

Chevron has requested: Woodsid iders th d trol

i i i i i oodside considers the measures and controls
e GIS shapefiles for the proposed Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an " Orisiaet oL
activity. P prop EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of | described within this EP address the pot’entlal Impact

ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has from the proposed activities on Chevron’s functions,

If the work plan is executed during
the cyclone season, Woodside is
to provide cyclone anchor
configuration, as well as mooring
design, site specific geophysical
and geotechnical data, anchor
analysis, risk mitigations to inform
Chevron Australia of the potential

been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside | interests or activities.
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).
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risks to its assets within the
affected leases.

Exxon Mobil Australia

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Exxon Mobil Australia on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.127) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.174).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.

received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Finder Energy

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Finder Energy on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.127) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.174).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.

received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific
written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 186 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

KUFPEC

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed KUFPEC on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.127) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet, Consultation
FAQ and neighbouring Titleholder map.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.174).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Western Gas

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed Western Gas advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.47) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,
Consultation FAQ and neighbouring Titleholder map.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.71).

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Western Gas with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.127) and provided a Consultation Information
Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.174).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
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will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Shell Australia

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Shell Australia with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.127) and provided a Consultation Information
Sheet.

e On 7 February 2023, Shell emailed Woodside and advised that it does not have any feedback on the EPs that were included in Woodside’s correspondence.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

Shell has responded and advised it Woodside notes Shell’s advice that it has no feedback on the Woodside considers the measures and controls

has no feedback on the proposed proposed activity. described within this EP address the potential impact
ivity. . . . . . fi h iviti hells’ functions,

aCtI_Vlty ) Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an i:l?g?etst?s %rrog;is\;eitciieictwmes on Shells’ functions

Whilst feedback has been received, EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of " ' _

there were no objections of claims. ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has No additional measures or controls are required.

been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Santos

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Santos on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.127) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.174).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures and controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
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will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Eni Australia

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Eni Australia on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.128) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.179).

e On 22 February 2023, Eni Australia emailed Woodside to advise it has no comments and that it requested to remain updated on the proposed activity.

o

On 23 February 2023, Woodside emailed Eni Australia and confirmed it will provide Eni Australia with commencement and cessation of activity notifications relating to
the proposed activity.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

Eni Australia has provided feedback Woodside notes Eni Australia’s feedback that it has no comment on Woodside has consulted Eni Australia in the course of
that it has no comment on the the proposed activity. preparing this EP. Woodside has assessed the claims or
proposed activity. objections raised by Eni Australia. An additional

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an measure was put in place. Woodside will notify Eni

Eni Australia has requested to remain | £p_\woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of

undated on the proposed activity. . : . Australia prior to the commencement and at the end of
p _ prop .y ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has the activity, as referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.
Whilst feedback has been received, been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside ) )
there were no objections or claims. will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see Woodside considers the measures and controls
Section 7.6). described within this EP address the potential impact

from the proposed activities on Eni Australia’s functions,
interests or activities.

OMV Australia / Sapura OMV Upstream (WA)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed OMV Australia / Sapura OMV Upstream (WA) on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.127) and provided a
Consultation Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.174).
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls

Claim or Claim and its Response
No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it

will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

JX Nippon Oil & Gas Exploration Corporation

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed JX Nippon Oil & Gas Exploration Corporation on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.128) and provided a
Consultation Information Sheet.

On 22 February 2023, Woodside emailed JX Nippon Oil & Gas Exploration Corporation via its website to obtain more up to date contact details for providing the EP
Consultation Information (Appendix F, reference 1.179).

On 23 February 2023, Woodside sent a letter to JX Nippon Oil & Gas Exploration Corporation advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.193).
Woodside also sent an email advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.194).

On 24 February 2023, JX Nippon Oil & Gas Exploration Corporation emailed Woodside to confirm the location and topic of the activity so as to obtain the correct contact
to provide feedback.

On 24 February 2023, Woodside emailed JX Nippon Oil & Gas Exploration Corporation to advise on the location of the specific proposed activity. Woodside resent the
consultation information.

On 24 February 2023 JX Nippon Oil & Gas Exploration Corporation emailed Woodside and copied in the appropriate contact for reviewing the consultation information.
On 28 February 2023, Woodside emailed JX Nippon Oil & Gas Exploration Corporation to advise it has updated its stakeholder distribution list.
On 10 March 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.204).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls

Claim or Claim and its Response
No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it

will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).
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BP Developments Australia (BP)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed BP on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.128) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.179).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Carnarvon Energy

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Carnarvon Energy on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.128) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.179).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).
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PE Wheatstone (PEW)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed PEW on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.128) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.179).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it

will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Kyushu Electric Wheatstone (KEW)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed KEW on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.128) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.179).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.

received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).
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Fugro Exploration

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Fugro Exploration on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.128) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.179).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it

will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

INPEX

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 13 March 2023, Woodside emailed INPEX on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.205) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 3 May 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.212)

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it

will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).
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Lightmark Enterprises

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed Lightmark Enterprises on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.208) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.180).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

National Energy Resource Australia (NERA) Collaborative Seismic Environment Plan Project (CSEP)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 11 November 2022, Woodside emailed NERA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.102) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
Woodside noted to NERA:

- That the Subsea EP had not yet been submitted to NOPSEMA.
- That the proposed activity is planned to be undertaken within a subset of the activity area for the Scarborough Seismic Survey and may be of interest to NERA.

- That the EP falls under the primary environmental approval of the Scarborough Offshore Project Proposal (OPP) and will be conducted in line with relevant
requirements of the OPP. The OPP includes a detailed description of activities and an assessment of impacts; with controls to develop acceptability criteria. It was
accepted by NOPSEMA in March 2020 after an extensive public consultation process.

- NERA would be kept informed of any future relevant consultation regarding the activity.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.175).

e On 24 February 2023, NERA email Woodside:
- NERA confirmed the CSEP has no comments on the proposed activity and it has no planned activities for 2023.
- NERA requested it would like to be kept up to date as to when these activities occur.

e On 28 February 2023, Woodside emailed and confirmed they will provide NERA with commencement and cessation of activity notifications relating to the proposed
activities.
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e On 1 May 2023, NERA emailed Woodside on a separate project advising the Collaborative Seismic EP had been withdrawn and will no longer go ahead. NERA
requested that the CSEP be removed from relevant person consultation.

e On 2 May 2023, Woodside emailed NERA to confirm that Woodside will remove the CSEP from its relative person consultation for future EPs.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

NERA has provided feedback and
advised it has no comments on the
proposed activity.

NERA initially requested to be kept
updated with the proposed activity then
later advised the CSEP was no longer
going ahead and that it can be
removed from consultation.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Woodside addressed NERA'’s feedback including confirming it would
provide commencement and cessation notifications. However, after
NERA later advised the CSEP was no longer proceeding and that the
notification is no longer required, Woodside confirmed it would remove
the CSEP from its relative person consultation for future EPs.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on NERA's functions,
interests or activities.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Peak Industry Representative bodies

Australian Petroleum Production and Exploration Association (APPEA)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed APPEA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.31) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.77).
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed APPEA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.122) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.161).
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls

Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.

received despite follow up.

EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Traditional Custodians

Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation (NAC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 23 September 2022, Woodside emailed NAC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.53) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ inviting feedback. On 12 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.60).

On 6 January 2023, Woodside left a voicemail with NAC advising Woodside is seeking to consult on Scarborough projects and requesting call back.

On 17 January 2023, Woodside left a voicemail with NAC following up and reiterating that Woodside is seeking to consult on Scarborough projects and requesting call
back to discuss NAC'’s preferred method of consultation.

On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed NAC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.110) and provided a simplified Consultation Information Sheet
(including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet. Woodside made clear it was prepared to consult in
the manner and location preferred by NAC and resource the meeting appropriately. Woodside requested that the information be forwarded to NAC members as
required.

On 26 January 2023, Woodside and NAC representatives met to discuss the proposed activity in more detail.
On 3 February 2023, Woodside and NAC representatives met in Roebourne to discuss how best to consult on the proposed activity.

On 17 February 2023, Woodside spoke with NAC representatives to discuss the proposed activity and to plan further engagement on a range of Woodside EPs. NAC
representatives stated there would be opportunity at the NAC March Board meeting for further engagement.

On 24 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email on a range of Woodside EPs, including the proposed activity and following on from the 17 February 2023
meeting (Appendix F, reference 1.198). Woodside noted it is seeking NAC'’s feedback as soon as possible on the proposed activity. Woodside made clear it was
prepared to consult in the manner and location preferred by NAC and resource the meeting appropriately.

On 24 February 2023, NAC emailed Woodside to acknowledge receipt of Woodside’s emails and that it was yet to attend to the emails and would do so following the
w/c 27 February 2023.
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e On 9 March 2023, Woodside emailed NAC and left a phone message to follow up on the email received 24 February 2023:

- Woodside advised it was seeking opportunity for Woodside to present to the NAC board with an EP overview and to ascertain whether there had been any
progress in securing a preferred day and timeslot.

e On 9 March 2023, NAC emailed Woodside to advise that the contact at NAC was not available to meet on 30 March 2023.
e On 9 March 2023, Woodside emailed NAC:

- Woodside noted that during a previous meeting, NAC had advised its next board meeting would be held on 29 and 30 March and that Woodside would be
potentially assigned time on the agenda to present to the NAC Board on either one of those days.

- Woodside advised that this is an important opportunity to ensure that NAC Board have the opportunity to provide feedback on the EPs and whether they have
interests in the environment that may be affected (EMBA).

- Woodside welcomed the suggestion of alternative days/times or ways it can provide an overview to NAC the Board.

e On 10 March 2023, NAC emailed Woodside to advise that NAC’s March Board Meeting was full with overspills from January and February and at this stage will need to
leave the environmental plan consultation until the April meeting.

e On 14 March 2023, Woodside emailed NAC to request the dates for the April board meeting and to confirm what time Woodside might be allocated to present at NAC’s
earliest convenience.

e On 14 March 2023, NAC emailed Woodside to advise that the Board meeting is tentatively set for 29th April but this needed to be confirmed with the NAC Board before
a commitment on time or date could be given.

e Between 12-17 April 2023, NAC and Woodside exchanged emails with Woodside seeking confirmation of the April board date and whether Woodside would have time
on the agenda.

e On 17 April 2023, Woodside emailed NAC noting there had been no confirmation of an April meeting and sought advice on whether NAC had feedback in relation to the
proposed activities. The email explained Woodside’s plan to submit the EP and that Woodside was seeking pre-submission feedback, noting that feedback could be
provided for the life of the EP. Woodside sought an email supporting the approach and also looked forward to meeting in future.

On 20 April 2023, NAC emailed Woodside acknowledging receipt of the materials and asked questions of an unrelated EP.
On 21 April 2023, NAC advised there was no time for Woodside on the April agenda but time would be set aside for May, with a tentative date of 17 May 2023.
On April 21, Woodside thanked NAC for their response.

On 28 April 2023, Woodside emailed NAC advising that the next step is for the EP to be submitted but no feedback has been received to date. Stated that before
Woodside submits, Woodside seeks to understand whether there are any issues or concerns with the proposed activities that need to be reflected in the EP.

On 10 May 2023, NAC replied to Woodside stating that they are supportive of submission of the EP and look forward to ongoing consultation.

On 12 May 2023, NAC emailed Woodside to notify that Woodside had been allocated a one hour window in the NAC Board Meeting on 17 May

e On 17 May 2023, Woodside presented to the NAC Board of Directors in Karratha:

- Woodside opened the meeting with introductions

- Woodside thanked the Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation (NAC) for inviting Woodside Energy to speak with them and provided Acknowledgement of Country
- Woodside talked through agenda and reasons for consultation

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific
written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 197 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

Woodside introduced the regulations we need to comply with and the role of NOPSEMA. Explained that many of our activities could impact Ngarluma country in the
highly unlikely event of an oil spill, and some activities like Scarborough could have a more direct impact

Woodside referred to an example EMBA and described how it is comprised of many replicates of a single spill
Woodside explained that we are consulting with many people up and down the coastline including multiple Aboriginal Corporations
Woodside proposed what consultation outcomes it would like to meet with NAC, including understanding
= How the activities could impact cultural values, functions, interests or activities
= Whether protecting the environment is enough to protect these things
=  What NAC’s concerns are about the proposed activities and what NAC thinks we should do about it
= |f there’s anything NAC would like included in EPs
Woodside noted that feedback will be welcomed throughout the life of all Environment Plans
Woodside provided a high level overview of the Scarborough project
NAC asked when these activities are proposed to happen, Woodside responded later this year pending government approvals

Woodside described the Scarborough subsea installation activities, including gravimetry, flowline, umbilical and structure installation. Equipment will be left with
chemically treated water inside, no hydrocarbons will be introduced at this stage

Woodside asked if there was any further feedback or questions about these activities, none were received

Woodside described the planned and unplanned environmental impacts and risks of the activities described in the meeting and proposed controls, in accordance
with the Information Sheets

Woodside asked whether there are any questions on the environmental risks and impacts, none were received

Woodside noted that any questions or considerations can be directed through Shanine, or the Quarterly Heritage Meetings which NAC has a standing invite to.
This is also an opportunity to discuss job opportunities and other matters

Woodside left hard copies of Information Sheets and Plain Language Summaries for each discussed activity with NAC attendees.

Quarterly Heritage Meetings:

Woodside convenes a quarterly meeting of Traditional Custodian representatives from the Representative Aboriginal Corporations involved in historical native title claims
over the Burrup Peninsula, including NAC. Individual attendees are nominated by their representative Aboriginal Corporations. These meetings are summarised separately
in this table.

NAC did not nominate attendees to quarterly meetings in 2021 or the first half of 2022 but were provided with copies of the slides used which included overviews of the
Scarborough Project.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls

Claim or Claim and its Response

NAC has not provided objections or Consultation with NAC has not identified any other groups or Woodside considers the measures and controls
claims in response to the information individuals relevant to communally held functions, activities or described within this EP address the potential impact
provided since consultation interests. from the proposed activities on NAC'’s functions,
commenced in October 2022. NAC interests or activities.
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has confirmed receipt of materials on No material issues or concerns related to the proposed activity were Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls
more than one occasion, and there has | raised during consultation to date. Woodside invited further feedback have been identified.

been ample opportunity for two-way in accordance with Woodside’s approach to ongoing consultation (see

dialogue. As of 10 May 2023, NAC Section 7.6).

stated they support the submission of
the EP and look forward to ongoing
consultation.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted

) ) (including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be
During face-to-face engagement with assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its

the NAC board did not provide any Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).
objections, claims or feedback on the

proposed activity.

Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation (MAC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
Historical Engagement

e Woodside has been consulting with MAC on the Scarborough project area generally since 2018, including over the area for which this EP relates. Below is evidence of
the ongoing consultation.

- 12 June 2018 - Meeting: Woodside provided a briefing on a number of projects including Scarborough.
- 11 September 2018 - Meeting: Woodside provided a briefing on Scarborough’s approvals pathway, schedule and proposed engagement approach.
- 12 December 2018 - Meeting: Woodside provided a briefing on Scarborough’s construction footprint and future engagement.

e On 25 August 2020, Woodside CEO and MAC Board met in person at the MAC office on Murujuga about a number of issues including high-level summary of Scarborough
project. MAC members expressed a positive opinion of Woodside and a desire to work together in partnership to achieve future ambitions.

e On 8 October 2020 Woodside requested that MAC conduct an ethnographic survey to identify heritage values known to exist in the nearshore or offshore footprints of the
Scarborough project or surrounding seascape.

e From 20-22 October 2020 members of MAC'’s Circle of Elders participated in an on-country ethnographic survey with both male and female heritage consultants, consistent
with industry standard practice. The heritage consultants were selected by MAC, who also coordinated the survey and guided the consultations. The resulting report is
owned by MAC and was approved by the Circle of Elders prior to being provided to Woodside. This survey included the entire Scarborough Project development area,
including the Operational Area for this EP. This survey was undertaken at a landscape level. Due to the distance of the Operational Area from onshore and coastal areas
where the participants are known to hold rights and interests it was not practical to limit the scope of this assessment to a defined boundary. Additionally, in areas of open
water beyond the Ancient Landscape that would have been occupied by ancestral people, the relevant values are not expected to have clearly defined or discrete
distributions. Therefore, participants were provided with a map of the Scarborough development and asked to identify any values in the surrounding landscape. Consistent
with the understanding that cultural values cannot be extrapolated over long distances offshore beyond any native title claims, determinations or ILUAs, no cultural values
were identified in the Operational Area or EMBA (McDonald and Phillips 2021). Recommendations of the report related to onshore, nearshore islands and the Ancient
Landscape outside the Operational Area of this EP.
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On 10 March 2021 Woodside provided an overview of the Scarborough project to MAC’s CEO. No feedback was received on the proposed activity.

On 19 and 20 May 2021 Woodside provided an overview of the Scarborough project to MAC'’s Circle of Elders. No feedback was received on the proposed activity.
On 22 June 2021, MAC provided a report (McDonald and Phillips 2021) on the ethnographic survey to Woodside with the following recommendations:

- That further ethnographic survey (“Phase II") is conducted

- That bathymetric mapping and other information is provided to MAC

- That MAC and Woodside continue to consult on heritage management

- That an onshore heritage site, outside the Operational Area, be registered by MAC

- The report did not identify any sites within the Operational Area or EMBA.

On 7 July 2021 a meeting was held with a presentation and discussion about submerged heritage assessments completed to date and mitigations proposed.

On 13 July 2021 and 20 July 2021 Woodside met with MAC to discuss the scope of the Phase Il survey. Woodside re-committed support for this work on the condition
that MAC considered it necessary.

On 11 November 2021 —-MAC provided Woodside a presentation/position about intangible heritage values.
On 15 December 2021 -Woodside met with MAC Board and Circle of Elders to provide a project overview.
On 9 January 2022 Woodside sent a letter to MAC clarifying roles, composition, funding and milestones around the Heritage Management Committee.

On 2 February 2022, Woodside proposed to MAC the establishment of a Heritage Management Committee (HMC) whose role would be to consider the necessary
mitigation measures required to address any new heritage information arising following certain milestones related to the Scarborough Project and advise Woodside where
any additional mitigation measures are recommended and of any other actions MAC or Woodside should consider.

On 25 February 2022 an all day meeting was held between MAC and Woodside on heritage management and on 28 February 2022 an email of action items from meeting
held on 25 February was sent to MAC.

On 27 April 2022, Woodside presented to the MAC Board on the Scarborough projects. MAC Board raised concerns about the appropriateness of the Phase Il ethnographic
survey.

In a follow up to the 27 April 2022 meeting, on 18 May 2022, Woodside provided a letter to MAC requesting advice as to whether the Phase |l survey was still supported
by MAC.

On 15 June 2022 Woodside held a meeting with MAC to discuss the scope, purpose and composition of the Heritage Management Committee (HMC). MAC committed
to providing feedback on the HMC in writing.

On 28 June 2022 MAC provided a letter to Woodside reconfirming their commitment to carry out the Phase 1l survey.

- Woodside remains committed to supporting MAC to conduct the Phase Il works at the earliest date convenient to MAC and their preferred consultant but will also
respect any decision by MAC not to proceed.

- Woodside believes it has taken all reasonable steps to progress this work and is committed to support this additional ethnographic survey work to be undertaken,
subject to MAC undertaking the works.

- Available bathymetric and other geophysical data is depicted in UWA 2021 and was provided to MAC on 18 May 2021 after the survey but prior to receiving
McDonald and Phillips 2021.

On 20 September 2022 Woodside sent an email to MAC seeking permission to share ethnographic survey results with NOPSEMA.
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Ensuring Sufficient Information and Sufficient Time

On 23 September 2022, Woodside emailed MAC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.50) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ (Appendix F. 1.51)

On 28 September, Woodside phoned MAC as a follow up to seek permission to share ethnographic survey results with NOPSEMA.

On 5 October 2022, Woodside emailed MAC seeking feedback on Heritage Management Committee.

On 7 October 2022 MAC provided a response to the HMC proposed by Woodside on 2 February 2022, including a number or suggested changes:
- That recommendations of the HMC need not be unanimous,

- That the HMC include MAC staff in addition to MAC Board, executive and Circle of Elders,

- That developments in regards to the World Heritage listing of the Murujuga Cultural Landscape not trigger any meeting of the HMC, and

- Regarding the funding structure of the HMC.

On 11 October 2022, Woodside emailed MAC seeking permission to share ethnographic survey results with NOPSEMA.

On 12 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow-up email (Appendix F, reference 1.50) regarding proposed activity.

On 18 October 2022, Woodside emails MAC seeking permission to share ethnographic survey results with NOPSEMA.

On 3 November 2022, Woodside placed a phone call with MAC regarding the Scarborough Ethnographic Survey (McDonald and Phillips 2021).

On 14 November 2022, MAC provided correspondence (marked private & confidential) in response to Woodside’s phone call on 3 November 2022. The correspondence
did not provide any new information relating to impacts and risks for the proposed activity.

On 9 January 2023, Woodside responded to MAC’s feedback on the HMC proposal, agreeing to most proposed changes and seeking clarity on some administrative
matters.

On 19 January 2023 Woodside re-provided a copy of all heritage reports for the Scarborough project to MAC. This has not been provided in Sensitive Information as it
contains information which MAC has not authorised Woodside to share with NOPSEMA.

On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed MAC advising of the proposed activity and provided a simplified Consultation Information Sheet (including a link to the detailed
information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet. Woodside also outlined:

- In preparation for this work, Woodside has undertaken an assessment to identify potential impacts and risks to the marine environment arising from both planned
and unplanned activities. Mitigation and management measures have been developed for each of the risks identified and will be outlined in the Environmental Plan
(EP).

- Woodside is seeking to understand the nature of the interests that Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation (MAC) and its members may have in the ‘Environment that May
Be Affected’ (EMBA) by this activity. The EMBA is the total area over which unplanned events could have environmental impacts, as set out in the Summary
Information sheet that was attached.

- Woodside advised that it understands that it will be attending the MAC board meeting on 24 January 2023 to discuss this and information relating to a separate
Woodside activity.

- Woodside advised it would be pleased to speak with MAC members in addition to the MAC Board / office holders.
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e On 25 January 2023, Woodside presented to the MAC Board on the status of the proposed activity. The meeting included the following topics relating to the proposed
activity and the broader Scarborough Project:

- EMBA map explained and left with MAC for information

- Plain English fact sheets provided (Appendix F, reference 1.107 and 1.108)
- MAC reiterated role of Board v Circle of Elders in consultation processes.

- Local content outcomes continue to be a priority for MAC and its members.

e Woodside was scheduled to meet with MAC on 16 February, but due to last minute unavailability of the MAC consultant, the meeting was postponed until 20 February
2023. While awaiting the postponed meeting, Woodside proceeded to meet with MAC’s CEO to discuss the project including the proposed activity. No feedback was

received.

e On 20 February 2023, Woodside presented to the MAC CEO and consultant to discuss the project including the proposed activity. The meeting focused on scope and
results of an ethnographic survey conducted in 2020, in context of the proposed activity and the broader Scarborough Project.

e On 24 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email on a range of Woodside EPs, including the proposed activity and following on from the 20 February 2023
meeting (Appendix F, reference 1.209). Woodside noted it is seeking MAC’s feedback as soon as possible on the proposed activity.

e On 7 March 2023, Woodside spoke with MAC to follow up on the material provided and sought meetings with the Board and Circle of Elders if required.
e On 30 March 2023, Woodside spoke with MAC and followed up on the material provided.
e On 3 April 2023, MAC emailed Woodside asking for a list of outstanding issues that Woodside would like to progress

e Onb5 April 2023, Woodside responded to MAC via email attaching a letter with a list of open topics, which included the request for feedback on the proposed activity.
Woodside requested advice from MAC on:

- How the activity could impact cultural values

- If MAC proposes anything to be included in the EP prior to submission
- If MAC would like a meeting to discuss the activity

- Whether MAC does not intend to provide advice prior to EP submission.

e On 12 April 2023, Woodside spoke with MAC regarding a number of topics including feedback on the proposed activity. MAC responded that their Board of Directors
are meeting soon and that Woodside can expect a forward plan on EP consultation.

Ongoing Relationship Building

e As of May 15 2023, Woodside was still awaiting feedback from MAC.
e  Woodside will continue to pursue an ongoing two-way relationship with MAC focused on future opportunities to work together.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

MAC have provided significant
valuable input into the management of
known and potential heritage values in

Woodside will continue to consult with MAC on all relevant aspects of
this EP prior to and during the execution of activities.

Woodside recognises that whales and other species of
totemic importance need to be protected, including their
populations and migration patterns (Section 4.9.1.5). As
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the broader Scarborough Project Woodside continues to engage with MAC on the Scarborough project assessed in Section 6, Woodside considers that when
footprint. generally, and has committed to ongoing engagement with MAC Board | the impacts and risks to marine species, including
As a result of the Board meeting on 25 and Elders. potential totemic species, have been reduced to ALARP

and an acceptable level in offshore areas, the potential
impacts and risks to cultural values associated with
coastal Indigenous connection with, or traditional uses of
marine species and associated ecosystems in nearshore
coastal waters are also reduced to ALARP and an

January 2023, no objection or
feedback was received on the
proposed activity. The MAC Board
noted the need for ongoing
consultation with the Board and Circle

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted
(including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

of Elders. acceptable level.

As a result of the CEO meetings on 16 Woodside and MAC have established the HMC.

and 20 February 2023, no objection or Recommendations of the HMC will be implemented
feedback was received on the where they (independently or in conjunction with other
proposed activity. actions) lower the risk of impacts to heritage to ALARP.

New heritage information, where applicable to this
proposed activity, will be addressed as part of ongoing
consultation (Table 7.2).

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on MAC's functions,
interests or activities.

Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls
have been identified.

Wirrawandi Aboriginal Corporation (WAC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 23 September 2022, Woodside emailed WAC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.55) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 12 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow-up email (Appendix F, reference 1.62).

e On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed WAC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.115) and provided a simplified Consultation Information Sheet
(including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet. The email requested information on the interests that
WAC and its members may have within the EMBA, information on how WAC would like to engage, and requested that WAC provide information to members as required.

e On 27 January 2023 Woodside placed a phone call and emailed WAC to follow up on the information provided (Appendix F, reference 1.130):

- Woodside noted the upcoming opportunity to meet with WAC on 21 February while it was in Karratha and would send a proposed time to meet to discuss the
information Woodside has provided on a number of Woodside activities and EMBAs including this proposed activity.
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- Woodside requested it would like to gain an understanding on the best way to progress if the WAC Board wish to have further discussions in relation to this
information and also on how they prefer Woodside to engage for any future information shares.

e On 21 February 2023, Woodside spoke with WAC to discuss a consultation meeting.

e On 24 February 2023, Woodside sent an email on a range of Woodside EPs, including the proposed activity following on from the 21 February 2023 meeting (Appendix
F, reference 1.197). Woodside noted it is seeking WAC’s feedback as soon as possible on the proposed activity.

Woodside also requested confirmation of the opportunity to meet with the WAC Board when they are next due to meet in Perth in March.
e On 24 February 2023, WAC emailed Woodside:

- WAC acknowledged receiving the EP information and the meeting with proposed for the Elders and Directors in March 2023, but that the meeting is still yet to be
finalised.

- Further details and associated costs will be discussed once the meeting has been confirmed, in discussion with Woodside.
e On 7 March 2023, WAC emailed Woodside to advise a draft agenda had been set and Woodside had been allotted Thursday 23 March 2023 for presentation.
e On 7 March 2023, Woodside emailed WAC welcoming the opportunity and advised it was looking forward to receiving further information in relation to timing and location.
e On 8 March 2023, Woodside phoned WAC and agreed to proceed with the meeting.

e On 9 March 2023, Robe River Kuruma Aboriginal Corporation (RRKAC) emailed Woodside (and copied in CEO of WAC) advising that it has discussed the proposed
activity with the Robe River Kuruma Heritage Advisory Committee and they have recommended that the interests of Robe River Kuruma people are best served through
the joint Heritage Advisory Committee that is required under Yaburara Mardudhunera and Kuruma Marthudunera Indigenous Land Use Agreement. RRKAC also
suggested that WAC is required to facilitate this Committee and noted there is an emerging need to deal with other proponent matters, so there is an opportunity to link
the engagement from a meeting efficiency perspective. Since the separate meeting with WAC had already been arranged, Woodside decided to proceed with both
meetings.

e On 15 March 2023, Woodside emailed WAC to follow up on details relating to the meeting of the WAC Board and Elders on 23 March 2023 in Perth.
e On 15 March 2023, WAC emailed Woodside:

- WAC advised that the 23 March 2023 meeting has been scheduled and arranged.

- WAC advised that as discussed previously the intention is to present to WAC Directors and Elders on information requires WAC feedback.
e On 16 March 2023, WAC emailed Woodside confirming room booking for meeting and requested confirmation of attendees.

e On 17 March 2023, Woodside emailed WAC advising there would be relevant representation at the meeting to provide EP information as requested and that the broader
community activity for awareness would be covered.

e On 17 March 2023, Woodside emailed WAC to advise 7 representatives from Woodside would be attending the meeting.
e On 23 March 2023, Woodside presented to a meeting of the WAC Board and Elders in Perth:

¢ Woodside described the Environment Plan framework, referring to the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act (Environment) Regulations, NOPSEMA'’s
role as regulator and general contents of Environment Plans.

e Woodside encouraged WAC to raise anything which they feel is missing in the information provided during the meeting, or any issues or concerns.

e Woodside displayed a map of activities open for feedback to be discussed in the meeting and provided a list of other upcoming activities which will be open for consultation
in 2023.
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e Woodside provided an overview of the broader Scarborough Project and overview of activities.

e WAC asked a number of questions relevant to the broader Scarborough Project but not this petroleum activity.

¢ Woodside described the subsea infrastructure installation proposed activities, including describing the equipment to be installed.
¢ Woodside described the proposed installation of gravimetry structures.

e WAC asked whether any gravimetry structures will be lost or buried over field life, Woodside responded that this is possible but not planned to happen. The location of
each is precisely known from installation and surveys.

e Woodside described planned and unplanned environmental risks and impacts in accordance with tables provided in the Information Sheets for the activities, emphasising
that unplanned risks are not expected to occur and are unlikely.

e The EMBA for each proposed Scarborough activity was displayed, and the individual worst case loss of containment scenarios identified, noting that they are all diesel
fuel releases which would only be caused by vessel collisions.

e WAC asked how the EMBA influences consultation, Woodside responded that the EMBA has always been understood but it is now being used to identify people who may
have an interest in the activity.

e Woodside noted this concluded the Scarborough section of the meeting and called for any further questions or feedback., and called for any further questions or feedback.
None were received.

e WAC stated that this kind of information sharing is important, and that Woodside’s time is appreciated. WAC asked whether this type of information is broadly available to
the community, Woodside responded that there are a number of open community sessions available in the region where it could be discussed [referring to ongoing
quarterly heritage update meetings that WAC are invited to.

e WAC indicated that since they are engaging with a number of energy industry operators they will consider the information provided and discuss internally before any
further response.

e Woodside provided personal contact details for further feedback. Woodside provided NOPSEMA contact details, should WAC desire to provide feedback directly to the
regulator.

e On 3 May 2023, Woodside emailed a letter to WAC regarding the meeting with the joint Robe River Kuruma and Wirrawandi Joint Heritage Advisory Committee (HAC) on
31 March:

¢ Woodside thanked the HAC for the meeting, their careful consideration of the matters and feedback provided

¢ Woodside acknowledged that the RRKAC have interests in the EMBA and noted that we want to ensure impacts are as minimal as reasonably practicable.
¢ A high level overview of presented topics was provided.

e Woodside provided responses to questions noted from the meeting that were not related to the proposed activity.

¢ Woodside notified that the feedback and the letter will be included in Environment Plans that will be submitted to NOPSEMA.

e On 3 May 2023, Woodside emailed a letter to WAC regarding the meeting with WAC Directors and Elders on 23 March:

e Woodside thanked WAC for the meeting and their careful consideration of the matters

e Woodside acknowledged that WAC has interests in the EMBA and noted that we want to ensure impacts are as minimal as reasonably practicable

¢ A high-level overview of presented topics was provided.
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e Woodside provided responses to questions noted from the meeting that were not related to the proposed activity. Woodside notified that the feedback and the letter will
be included in Environment Plans that will be submitted to NOPSEMA.

Quarterly Heritage Meetings:

e Woodside convenes a quarterly meeting of Traditional Custodian representatives from the Representative Aboriginal Corporations involved in historical native title
claims over the Burrup Peninsula, including WAC. Individual attendees are nominated by their representative Aboriginal Corporations. These meetings are summarised

separately in this table.

e Copies of slides are made available to representative Aboriginal Corporations for the general awareness of members who were not able to attend individual meetings.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

During face-to-face engagement with
the WAC board and directors and
circle of elders, WAC requested further
information on topics related to this
proposed activity which was
responded to during the meeting:

e Potential for gravimetry structures
to be lost during field life

e The relevance of the EMBA to
consultation

WAC expressed a desire for ongoing
engagement and partnership.

WAC raised feedback and request for
further information on the Scarborough
project more broadly which will be
provided as part of ongoing
engagement..

Woodside has continued to engage WAC on the proposed activity. No
material issues or concerns related to the proposed activity were raised
during consultation to date. Woodside invited further feedback in
accordance with Woodside’s approach to ongoing consultation (see
Section 7.6).

WAC as had a reasonable opportunity to participate in consultation.

Consultation with WAC has not identified any other groups or individuals
relevant to communally held functions, activities or interests.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted (including
any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and
Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on WAC’s functions,
interests or activities.

Based on the engagement to date, no additional
controls have been identified.

Yinggarda Aboriginal Corporation (YAC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
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YMAC is the Native Title Representative Body (NTRB) for the Yamatji and Pilbara regions. NTRBs exist to provide assistance to native title claimants and holders in regards
to their native title rights. No native title has been recognised over the Project Area, however YMAC is identified in the North West Marine Parks Network Management Plan
as the contact for identifying cultural values in nearby Australian Marine Parks.

On 7 July 2022, Woodside met with YMAC to request advice on the appropriate cultural authorities for the Scarborough project area, including but not limited to the
scope of this EP and nearby marine parks.

- Woodside described the Scarborough Project and its footprint and gave an overview of indigenous parties consulted.

- Woodside noted that YMAC was identified in the North West Marine Parks Network Management Plan as the contact for identifying cultural values in nearby
Australian Marine Parks. Woodside sought to understand if the cultural values of the nearby Gascoyne Marine Park may extend into the offshore Scarborough
project areas.

- Woodside requested advice on how best (in addition to work completed) to identify any cultural values in the Marine Parks and in the broader project footprint.

YMAC requested Woodside provide the relevant detailed information relating to the location and extent of the project.

On 19 July 2022, YMAC responded to Woodside and stated the area Woodside has identified requires correspondence directed to Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation
(MAC) and Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation (NAC).

No reference was made at that stage about consulting with YAC.

On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed YAC via the representative body Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal Corporation (YMAC) advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F,
reference 1.116) and provided a simplified Consultation Information Sheet (including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a
summary overview fact sheet. The email requested information on the interests that YAC and its members may have within the EMBA, information on how YAC would
like to engage, and requested that YAC provide information to members as required.

On 22 January 2023, YAC/YMAC emailed Woodside to advise it will make contact with Woodside once the consultation material has been reviewed.

On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email on a range of Woodside EPs, including the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.165). Woodside noted it
is seeking YAC’s feedback as soon as possible on the proposed activity. Woodside stated that it would be grateful to meet with YAC at the earliest convenience at
location of YAC's preference, providing budget and resources.

On 24 February 2023, Woodside followed up with YAC/YMAC via phone call. YAC/YMAC advised it will send an email on 24 February to discuss an invitation for
Woodside to meet with YAC.

On 20 March 2023, Woodside emailed YMAC to follow up the discussed invitation for a face-to-face meeting with its Board of Directors and offering a phone discussion
if YAC had any questions on the activities in the meantime.

On 23 March 2023, YMAC responded and proposed a meeting on 3 May 2023 in Carnarvon or online and provided an estimated of its proposed costs. The invitation
was accepted and arrangements made for a pre-meeting with YMAC to coordinate details.

On 23 March 2023, Woodside responded by email confirming 3 May date for a meeting in Carnarvon, stating that preference is to meet face to face to help develop
relationship.

On 24 March 2023, the YMAC lawyer emailed to arrange a pre-meet conversation on 31 April 2023.
On 24 March 2023, Woodside emailed to confirm the pre-meet conversation.

On 27 March 2023 the YMAC lawyer emailed Woodside to confirm meeting details.

On 30 March 2023, the YMAC lawyer emailed to cancel the pre-meet conversation
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e On 27 April 2023, Woodside emailed the YMAC lawyer to confirm timing and location for the face-to-face meeting on 3 May but the email bounced back requesting
correspondence be forwarded to an alternate contact in YMAC.

On 27 April 2023, Woodside forwarded the email seeking to confirm time and location for the planned meeting to the alternate contact in YMAC.

e On 27 April 2023, YMAC confirmed by email and phone call that they no long represent Yinggara Aboriginal Corporation and that the meeting on 3 May had been
cancelled. Gumala Aboriginal Corporation is now representing YAC and YMAC is in the process of hand over, including correspondence with Woodside. On 28 April

2023, Woodside attempted to call Gumula Aboriginal Corporation and left a voicemail to establish connection.

e On 28 April, Woodside emailed Gumula Aboriginal Corporation to establish contact and inform them of the prior context. Woodside stated that it is still interested in
meeting with the YAC board if they are interested.

e On 8 May, Woodside phoned Gumula Aboriginal Corporation to follow up the email, explaining that it is seeking to consult Yinggarda on the proposed activity and how
the meeting had been cancelled. Gumula Aboriginal Corporation indicated that the email address previously contacted was correct and indicated that it would call back.

No return call was received.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

In consultation in the course of
preparing the EP since January 2023,
YAC has not provided feedback,
objections or claims in response to the
information provided.

YAC invited Woodside to discuss the
proposed activity with its Board of
Directors, which has since been
cancelled due to change of support
services.

YAC has had a reasonable opportunity to participate in consultation

Consultation with YAC has not identified any other groups or
individuals relevant to communally held functions, activities or
interests.

No material issues or concerns related to the proposed activity were
raised during consultation to date. Woodside invited further feedback
in accordance with Woodside’s approach to ongoing consultation (see
Section 7.6).

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted
(including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls
have been identified.

Yindjibarndi Aboriginal Corporation

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed Yindjibarndi advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.117) and provided a simplified Consultation Information
Sheet (including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside's website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet. The email requested information on the
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interests that Yindjibarndi and its members may have within the EMBA, information on how Yindjibarndi would like to engage, and requested that Yindjibarndi provide
information to members as required.

e On 24 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email on a range of Woodside EPs, including the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.198).
e On 26 February 2023, Yindjibarndi emailed Woodside. Yindjibarndi advised that it will not be providing any comment on the proposed activity and noted it respected the
traditional owners whose land and sea lies adjacent to, and within the precinct of, the projects, and will leave any comment and advice to be provided by them.
e On 28 February 2023, Woodside emailed Yindjibarndi to thank them and noted the response.
Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response
Yindjibarndi has provided a response Yinjibarndi Aboriginal Corporation has informed Woodside that it does Woodside considers the measures and controls
and advised that it will not be providing | not intend to provide feedback. described within this EP address the potential impact
any comment on the proposed activity. | woodside agrees with Yinjibarndi’s position that traditional owners from the proposed activities on YAC'’s functions,
Yinjibarndi expressed that they would | whose land and sea are adjacent to or within the precent of the projects | INterests or activities.
prefer that traditional owner groups should be able to provide comment. Based on the engagement to date, no additional
with land and sea adjacent to and . . . . . controls have been identified.
e . Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
within the precent of the projects > X -
; Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted (including
provide comment. : - N
any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and
Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Buurabalayji Thalanyji Aboriginal Corporation (BTAC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
Historic Engagement

Prior to sending out the Consultation Information Sheets, Woodside spoke to BTAC on January 4 to discuss the best way forward to consult with BTAC. On 10 January
2023, Woodside emailed BTAC stating it would be very grateful for the opportunity to meet with BTAC in the second half of February as discussed, or sooner if possible.
Woodside also offered to cover the reasonable costs of consultations.

Specifically, in relation to this EP, Woodside stated they would like to discuss:

Thalanyji’s expectations for consultation - how can Woodside and Thalanyji best work together
Thalanyji’s aspirations and plans - how can Woodside support Thalanyji regarding potential employment and contracting opportunities

Environmental planning consultations about Woodside’s Scarborough Project with gas fields planned to be located offshore, approximately 380km northwest of
Karratha.
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In addition:

Woodside advised it would like to and is required to consult with BTAC about the nature of any interests BTAC have in the “environment that may be affected” (EMBA)
by this work, and any concerns BTAC may have about potential environmental impacts, so these concerns can be addressed through the environmental planning and
approvals process.

Woodside provided further information about government guidelines for these consultations and provided a link to https://consultation.nopsema.gov.au/environment-
division/consultation-guideline/.

Woodside advised it would reach out in the next week with consultation information sheets.

Woodside stated in the 10 January email that it would like to arrange a meeting between senior Woodside staff and BTAC’s Board if BTAC felt that was appropriate and
it would await guidance from BTAC.

Ensuring Sufficient Information and Sufficient Time

On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed BTAC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.120) and provided a simplified Consultation Information Sheet
(including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet. The email requested information on the interests
that BTAC and its members may have within the EMBA, information on how BTAC would like to engage, and requested that BTAC provide information to members as
required.

On 23 January 2023, Woodside emailed BTAC with the consultation information noting it had previously sent an email to an incorrect email address (Appendix F,
reference 1.121).

On 24 January 2023, BTAC emailed Woodside acknowledging it had received the information.
On 27 January 2023, Woodside placed a phone call and emailed BTAC to follow up on the information provided (Appendix F, reference 1.133).
On 20 February 2023, BTAC provided a letter to Woodside in relation to consultation on the broader Scarborough activities, including this proposed activity:

BTAC referred to the advertisements placed by Woodside regarding the proposed activity which sought feedback from persons or organisations who may hold
interests in the EMBA by the activities.

BTAC advised it was seeking the opportunity to engage with Woodside and NOPSEMA on the activity.

BTAC advised it seeks support from Woodside to enable BTAC to define and articulate its values on Sea Country in a manner that could be more clearly
understood by the offshore sector, government, and the community. This would enable BTAC and Woodside to collaborate to develop effective management plans
that can provide adequate protection to sea country values.

BTAC advised the information in the consultation fact sheets is very general. BTAC seeks support from Woodside to obtain technical support to review the
information and provide BTAC and its members with feedback on the project risks to Sea Country and help BTAC contemplate the potential management controls
that could be developed to protects its values and interests.

BTAC requested that emergency response capability is developed and locally provided to be able to respond to potential activities/actions that may cause an
impact in the EMBA. BTAC encouraged Woodside and industry to build capacity and capability in BTAC’s ranger program so that it could participate in response
planning and management activities.
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- BTAC noted that ongoing consultation with BTAC will be imperative and likely continuous given recent changes to consultation requirements and this will continue
to be a burden on the organisation. BTAC requested that Woodside enter into a consultation or engagement framework to ensure BTAC can be properly resourced
financially and intellectually to participate in the consultation and management planning processes for the activities.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside emailed BTAC:
- Woodside thanked BTAC for its 20 February 2023 correspondence regarding consultations about the Scarborough project.

- Woodside advised it will respond to this correspondence in the coming days and would be most grateful for the opportunity to meet with BTAC to discuss the
matters raised in its letter and Woodside's relationship more broadly.

e On 13 March Woodside contacted BTAC via phone to discuss the correspondence on 20 February 2023.
e On 17 March 2023, Woodside emailed a letter to BTAC:
- Woodside thanked BTAC for its feedback and it looks forward to working with BTAC.
- Woodside advised it acknowledges and respects that BTAC on behalf of the Thalanyji People (Thalanyji) has interests in the EMBA by the Scarborough Activities
and wants to ensure these values and interests are protected.
- Woodside advised it also acknowledges that through BTAC'’s correspondence, BTAC has proposed several important risk mitigation and management measures.
- Woodside agreed that the principles BTAC have outlined are important. To paraphrase, these principles are that:
- Woodside and BTAC work in a structured way and on an ongoing basis to learn about, articulate and understand each other’s values, aspirations and work,
particularly to ensure BTAC understands how Woodside’s activities may impact on Thalanyji’s values and interests.

- Arising from this consultation, Woodside and BTAC will continue to identify environmental risks and design and implement monitoring and management responses
to these risks on an ongoing basis. This includes building on Woodside’s knowledge base to understand Thalanyiji’s values and interests. Woodside understands
this work will also improve BTAC's capability and capacity to identify risks and address monitoring and management arrangements, including through BTAC'’s
ranger program.

- BTAC has requested that Woodside provides BTAC with the resources that are necessary to undertake this work, including through the provision of information
and Woodside personnel to provide briefings, and independent expert anthropological and environmental management advice to BTAC.

- Woodside advised that in response to the provision of independent expert environmental management advice to BTAC, Woodside would be pleased to provide the
resources necessary for BTAC to obtain and retain this advice on the basis that such advice is provided by an experienced and reputable oil and gas environmental
management expert who is independent of Woodside, and who has the capacity to undertake this work to meet consultation schedules.

- Woodside suggested a range of organisations for BTAC’s consideration who are not working for Woodside.
- Woodside also advised it would also be pleased to support BTAC to acquire anthropological advice.

- Woodside advised that it respects that BTAC has assessed the likelihood of unplanned events and impacts as possible, Woodside has assessed the likelihood of a
major unplanned hydrocarbon release event as highly unlikely. By way of example the Scarborough Activities EMBA’s are premised on an unmitigated diesel spill
arising from the collision of large vessels, the piercing of fuel tank(s) from that collision causing all the fuel tank to leak out, and no control measures being enacted.
Woodside has been operating for over 35 years and has never caused an unplanned event like this, however Woodside must plan for and consult about such
events.

- Woodside advised that Woodside’s target is to ship the first cargo of LNG from the Scarborough project in 2026, and to enable that:
- Drilling and completions work is planned to occur anytime within a five-year window commencing in the second half of 2023, pending approvals.
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- Seabed installation and trunkline installation activities in Commonwealth waters are expected to commence in around late 2023, pending approvals.

- Subsea infrastructure installation activities are planned to commence in the second half of 2023, pending approvals, with activities occurring in
multiple campaigns and estimated to be completed within about 18 months.

- Seismic activities are planned to start in the first half of 2023, pending approvals, and will take place over a period of between 55 and 70 days.
- Links to relevant consultation information sheets to the above activities were also provided to BTAC for the second time (first sent on 23 January).

- Woodside noted that considering the above schedule, there is time for BTAC and Woodside to work together in the short, medium and longer term to identify,
develop and refine management responses to environmental risk.

- Woodside advised that with reference to the timeframes as described above, environmental protection and management associated with these activities is subject
to an adaptive management approach. This means that consultation between Woodside and BTAC about environmental risk and management responses is
ongoing, and changes can be made to improve environmental protection and management practices over time, including in the associated Environment Plans
(EPs). Woodside proposed the following next steps:

- Woodside formalises the matters outlined in its correspondence by including in each of the Environment Plans statements along the following lines:

- BTAC for and on behalf of Thalanyji has interests and values in the EMBAS and is concerned about the possible impact on these interests and
values, including to Sea Country, arising from Woodside’s proposed activities.

- BTAC, with support from Woodside and through the provision of independent expertise, will on an ongoing basis:

- convey to Woodside the nature of Thalanyji’s interests and values, noting that BTAC would like to conduct work to articulate those values in a manner
that Woodside understands.

- provide information to Woodside about how those interests and values intersect with the EMBAs and how that should be managed.

- Woodside will engage in ongoing consultation with BTAC for the purposes of ongoing monitoring, management and emergency response associated
with environmental risk.

- Woodside and BTAC will work under an adaptive management approach as the understanding of each other’s values and interests, activities, needs
and aspirations grow during the course of ongoing consultation. This means that Woodside’s Environment Plans may be updated from time to time so
they accurately reflect environmental risk as they relate to BTAC’s interests and values, and the management measures that Woodside and BTAC will
put in place to avoid and otherwise mitigate and manage environmental risk.

- BTAC can at any time can make direct representations to the National Offshore Petroleum Safety and Environmental Management Authority
(NOPSEMA) about the nature of BTAC'’s interests and how they may be affected by Woodside’s activities.

- Woodside proposed if BTAC considers it appropriate, that the principles discussed in its correspondence (this letter and BTAC’s correspondence of 20 February
2023) apply to the various decommissioning and drilling EPs that Woodside has notified BTAC about. This will ensure these arrangements are formalised into
regulatory processes and documentation. As per Woodside’s ongoing consultation approach, feedback continues to be assessed through the life of the EPs.

- Woodside advised BTAC that its letter of 20 February 2023 and this response will be included in the EP. Woodside requested that if their feedback is sensitive,
please inform Woodside, and it will make this known to NOPSEMA upon submission of the Environment Plans to ensure this information remains confidential to
NOPSEMA.

e On 30 March 2023, Woodside spoke with BTAC to follow up on correspondence described above. BTAC indicated that they desire a consultation agreement and intend
to provide correspondence accordingly.
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e On 17 April 2023, Woodside spoke with BTAC by telephone. The BTAC representative stated that they were aware that there were archaeological sites identified on
nearshore islands and a cultural obligation to care for the environmental values of sea country. The BTAC representative stated there was in principle agreement to
submission of current EPs while continuing to negotiate the collaboration agreement for support for rangers and support for recording of cultural values.

e On 18 April 2023, BTAC emailed a response regarding Woodside’s Scarborough activities:
- BTAC agreed that subject to formalising arrangements, BTAC agrees in principle for Woodside to include the statements described in our letter dated 17 March.
- BTAC proposed that a Collaboration Agreement would be an appropriate mechanism to provide ongoing feedback to Woodside regarding its activities.

- BTAC invited Woodside to a board meeting to discuss Scarborough activities and other short, medium and longer term activities, discuss BTAC’s strategic plan and
details of a collaboration agreement.

e On 19 April 2023, Woodside emailed to accept an invitation from BTAC to attend their forthcoming board meeting and requesting half a day of the board’s time,
preferably before the first week of May.

e On 27 April 2023, Woodside followed up in relation to BTAC’s proposed collaboration agreement and sought confirmation that BTAC agrees to Woodside submitting the
Scarborough EPs, moving from pre-submission consultation to ongoing consultation.

Ongoing Relationship Building

e Asof May 15 2023, Woodside was still awaiting confirmation on when the BTAC Board was meeting and if they could attend.

e There had been no response to the 27 April 2023 correspondence seeking confirmation that BTAC agrees to Woodside submitting the Scarborough EPs, moving from
pre-submission consultation to ongoing consultation.

- Woodside will continue to pursue an ongoing two-way relationship with BTAC including the development of a Collaboration Agreement focused on future
opportunities to work together.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

Woodside commenced consultation Woodside has been in a two-way dialogue with BTAC since 4 January | Woodside considers the measures and controls descried
with BTAC on 4 January 2023. 2023. within this EP address the potential impact from the
Through consultation relevant to the Consultation with BTAC has not identified any other groups or proposed activities on BTAC's functions, interests or
activity, BTAC has: individuals relevant to communally held functions, activities or interests | activities.
e Stated that their interests include | No material issues or concerns related to the proposed activity were Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls
archaeological sites identified on raised during consultation to date. Woodside invited further feedback | have been identified.
nearshore islands in accordance with Woodside’s approach to ongoing two-way

consultation (see Section 7.6). This will be facilitated via the
Collaboration Agreement that Woodside and BTAC are committed to
working towards.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted
(including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be

e  State a cultural obligation to care
for the environmental values of
sea country.

e Requested Woodside supports
BTAC in obtaining technical
advice relating to the proposed
activity which was sent to BTAC.
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Expressed desire to be involved in | assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its

local emergency response Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).
capability

Woodside has responded to these
items accordingly and engaged in
a two-way dialogue with BTAC
about working together in the
future.

Robe River Kuruma Aboriginal Corporation (RRKAC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed RRKAC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.119) and provided a simplified Consultation Information
Sheet (including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside's website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet. The email requested information on the
interests that RRKAC and its members may have within the EMBA, information on how RRKAC would like to engage, and requested that RRKAC provide information to
members as required.

On 31 January 2023, Woodside met virtually with a RRKAC representative to discuss the proposed activity and ways forward for consultation:
- RRKAC advised during the virtual meeting that the activity would need to be considered by their Heritage Advisory Committee scheduled for late February 2023.

On 24 February 2023 Woodside emailed RRKAC to follow up on the information provided (Appendix F, reference 1.201) and the proposed February 2023 meeting.
Woodside noted it is seeking RRKAC's feedback as soon as possible on the proposed activity.

On 9 March 2023, RRKAC emailed Woodside (and copied in CEO of Wirrawandi Aboriginal Corporation (WAC)):

- RRKAC advised it has discussed the proposed activity with the Robe River Kuruma Heritage Advisory Committee and they have recommended that the interests of
Robe River Kuruma people are best served through the joint Heritage Advisory Committee that is required under Yaburara Mardudhunera and Kuruma
Marthudunera Indigenous Land Use Agreement.

- RRKAC also suggested that WAC is required to facilitate this Committee and noted there is an emerging need to deal with other proponent matters, so there is an
opportunity to link the engagement from a meeting efficiency perspective.

Between 15-17 March 2023, Woodside exchanged email correspondence with RRKAC (and WAC) and in relation to establishing a meeting with the joint Heritage
Advisory Committee (HAC). The meeting was confirmed for 31 March 2023.

On 15 March 2023, Woodside emailed RRKAC to ask when date of joint HAC would occur and how Woodside can support it.
On 15 March 2023, RRKAC emailed Woodside emailed regarding contacts for the proposed meeting.
On 15 March 2023, Woodside emailed RRKAC to advise who from Woodside would lead the process.

On 15 March 2023, RRKAC emailed Woodside to advise the joint HAC meeting was scheduled tentatively for 31 March 2023 but that this would depend on WAC'’s
availability but that the RRKAC representatives are able to attend.

On 31 March 2023, Woodside met with the Robe River Kuruma and Wirrawandi Joint Heritage Advisory Committee (HAC) in Karratha:
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Woodside described the Environment Plan framework, referring to the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act (Environment) Regulations,
NOPSEMA'’s role as regulator and general contents of Environment Plans.

Woodside encouraged HAC to raise anything which they feel is missing in the information provided during the meeting, or any issues or concerns.

Woodside displayed a map of activities open for feedback to be discussed in the meeting and provided a list of other upcoming activities which will be open for
consultation in 2023.

Woodside provided an overview of the broader Scarborough Project and overview of activities.

HAC asked what would happen if something happens to subsea pipelines in operation. Woodside responded that dry gas would be released, and a portion would
be dissolved into the water before reaching surface depending on water depth, and gas reaching the surface could be a safety risk or contribute to greenhouse gas
in the atmosphere.

HAC asked a number of questions related to the broader Scarborough project but not this proposed petroleum activity.
Woodside described the subsea infrastructure installation proposed activities. Flowlines link up and collect the gas, bringing it back to the floating production facility.

Woodside described the proposed installation of gravimetry structures. Approximately 200 of these are placed from a vessel. Woodside played a video showing
subsea infrastructure and gravimetry installation.

Woodside described planned and unplanned environmental risks and impacts in accordance with tables provided in the Information Sheets for the activities,
emphasising that unplanned risks are not expected to occur and are unlikely.

The EMBA for each proposed Scarborough activity was displayed, and the individual worst case loss of containment scenarios identified, noting that they are all
diesel fuel releases which would only be caused by vessel collisions.

HAC asked what response Woodside would implement for a diesel spill. Woodside responded that response arrangements are checked by NOPSEMA and since
diesel rapidly evaporates and disperses response is mainly monitoring.

Woodside noted this concluded the Scarborough section of the meeting, and called for any further questions or feedback. None were received.
Woodside provided personal contact details for further feedback.
Woodside provided NOPSEMA contact details, should the HAC desire to provide feedback directly to the regulator.

On 3 May 2023, Woodside emailed a letter to RRKAC:

Woodside thanked the HAC for the meeting, their careful consideration of the matters and feedback provided.

Woodside acknowledged that the RRKAC have interests in the EMBA and noted that we want to ensure impacts are as minimal as reasonably practicable.
A high level overview of presented topics was provided.

Woodside provided responses to questions noted from the meeting that were not related to the proposed activity.

Woodside notified that the feedback and the letter will be included in Environment Plans that will be submitted to NOPSEMA.

Woodside provided responses to questions noted from the meeting that were not related to the proposed activity.

Woodside notified that the feedback and the letter will be included in Environment Plans that will be submitted to NOPSEMA.
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

During face-to-face engagement, the
HAC requested further information on
topics related to this proposed activity
which was responded to during the
meeting:

Potential risk associated with loss
of containment from subsea
pipelines

Spill response arrangements

The HAC expressed a desire for
ongoing engagement and
partnership.

The HAC raised feedback and
request for further information on
the Scarborough project more
broadly which will be provided as
part of ongoing engagement.

Woodside continues to engage RRKAC in relation to the proposed
activity.

No material issues or concerns related to the proposed activity were
raised during consultation to date. Woodside invited further feedback
in accordance with Woodside’s approach to ongoing consultation (see
Section 7.6).

RRKAC has had a reasonable opportunity to participate in consultation

Consultation with RRKAC has not identified any other groups or
individuals relevant to communally held functions, activities or interests

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted
(including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside considers the measures and controls descried
within this EP address the potential impact from the
proposed activities on RRKAC'’s functions, interests or
activities.

Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls
have been identified.

Nganhurra Thanardi Garrbu Aboriginal Corporation (NTGAC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

YMAC is the Native Title Representative Body (NTRB) for the Yamatji and Pilbara regions. NTRBs exist to provide assistance to native title claimants and holders in regards
to their native title rights. No native title has been recognised over the Project Area, however YMAC is identified in the North West Marine Parks Network Management Plan
as the contact for identifying cultural values in nearby Australian Marine Parks.

On 7 July 2022, Woodside met with YMAC to request advice on the appropriate cultural authorities for the Scarborough project area, including but not limited to the
scope of this EP and nearby marine parks.

On 6 January 2023, Woodside phoned NTGAC via the representative body Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal Corporation (YMAC) for the purpose of introduction and to explain
that Woodside will be sending information concerning EPs.

On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed NTGAC via the representative body YMAC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.111) and provided a
simplified Consultation Information Sheet (including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet.
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e On 27 January 2023 Woodside phoned and emailed NTGAC/YMAC to follow up on the information provided. Woodside requested if NTGAC required anything further
ahead of a planned meeting with Woodside on 16 February 2023.

e On 1 February 2023, NTGAC/YMAC phoned Woodside to confirm the planned meeting for 16 Feb. It was arranged to hold a subsequent phone discussion between key
representatives on 10 February to discuss scope for the consultation meeting. Woodside said that it is anticipating feedback from the group on the proposed activity at
this consultation meeting and asked for any specific families or individuals that Woodside should be engaging with to be invited. NTGAC/YMAC responded that
consultation with NTGAC as the representative body is appropriate.

e On 10 February 2023, Woodside phone NTGAC and described the proposed scope of the consultation meeting planned for 16 February.
e On 16 February 2023, Woodside presented to a meeting of the NTGAC/YMAC Board:

Woodside described the Environment Plan framework, referring to the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act (Environment) Regulations,
NOPSEMA's role as regulator and general contents of Environment Plans.

Woodside encouraged NTGAC to raise anything which they feel is missing in the information provided during the meeting.

Woodside displayed a map of activities open for feedback to be discussed in the meeting and provided a list of other upcoming activities which will be open for
consultation in 2023.

Woodside provided an overview of the broader Scarborough Project and overview of activities.

YMAC asked whether there could be any impact from taking gas from Scarborough on other fields

Woodside confirmed there would be no impact as the Scarborough fields are not connected with any other fields.

Woodside provided an overview of the proposed activity and a summary of both planned and unplanned impacts and associated controls.
Woodside described the subsea infrastructure installation proposed activities, including equipment to be installed.

Woodside described the proposed installation of gravimetry structures.

Woodside noted that decommissioning and the ability to remove equipment has been part of the design process across the Scarborough Project

Woodside described planned and unplanned environmental risks and impacts in accordance with tables provided in the Information Sheets for the activities,
emphasising that unplanned risks are not expected to occur and are unlikely. It was noted that at a high level the categories of risks and impacts are similar to
decommissioning previously discussed

Woodside explained that there is significantly more seabed disturbance associated with Scarborough activities than decommissioning, such as dredging and
infrastructure installation, and that over a number of years Woodside has been undertaking modelling and research to understand impacts like dredge plumes. This
also incorporates real monitoring observations from previous activities.

NTGAC asked if Woodside could explain impacts on whales from noise.

Woodside replied that there has been modelling work done and applied to understanding of thresholds for hearing and behavioural impacts. It shows that there will
be no lasting effect on whales, however there could be short term hearing impacts. Measures have been taken like removing driven piling from the activities to
reduce noise impacts.

Woodside further explained that there are not expected to be many turtles, dugongs or humpbacks offshore but there could be pygmy blue whales.
YMAC asked how Woodside will monitor for whales.
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- Woodside explained that it will have dedicated marine fauna observers and systems which can listen for whale song on some vessels. Presence of whales can
postpone activities. Woodside noted that noise impacts are time bound and that whale tagging and behaviour monitoring shows they are migrating and unlikely to
stay around for hours, reducing the likelihood of impact from noise

- The EMBA for each proposed Scarborough activity was displayed, and the individual worst case loss of containment scenarios identified, noting that they are all
diesel fuel releases which would only be caused by vessel collisions.

- Woodside noted this concluded the Scarborough section of the meeting, and called for any further questions or feedback. None were received.

- Woodside stated that there is significant work and consultation coming up, and it hope to spend more time with NTGAC to understand expectations and desire of
how Woodside can work with NTGAC

- YMAC expressed that they are being inundated with requests for consultation from oil and gas operators, and are working internally on processes and priorities for

consultation

- Woodside welcomed the transparency and discussion on capacity

- NTGAC expressed that consulting on these activities is not viewed as wasting time, but consultation which gives nothing back to the community is not a priority.
They are interested in partnership programs and on-country engagements.

- Woodside stated that while all the big companies will have deadlines and need to get feedback to meet legal requirements, WE desires it to be a jointly held
process and that NTGAC desires any support or assistance please request it.

- Woodside provided personal contact details for further feedback
- Woodside provided NOPSEMA contact details, should NTGAC desire to provide feedback directly to the regulator.
e On 21 February 2023, NTGAC/YMAC emailed Woodside to seek clarification of the attendee names at the 16 February 2023 Board meeting.

e On 21 February 2023, Woodside emailed NTGAC/YMAC the attendee names at the 16 February 2023 Board meeting and provided a copy of the presentation pack.
Woodside followed up on request for any further feedback on the proposed activity.

e On 22 February 2023 NTGAC/YMAC emailed Woodside to thank Woodside for sending the relevant information.

e Between 20-23 February 2023, YMAC and Woodside exchanged emails about additional resourcing so NTGAC could obtain independent expertise on a different
activity but not for the proposed activities in this EP.

e On 22 March 2023, Woodside followed up with NTGAC/YMAC on any feedback on the proposed activities.
e On 28 March 2023, YMAC followed up with Woodside on a Woodside action arising from the 16 February meeting to supply photos and diagrams in relation to the

different activity.

e On 31 March 2023, Woodside followed up with the relevant photos and diagrams, noting contact details and welcoming any further feedback. Woodside thanked
NTGAC for their work to date and requested that NTGAC reach out for any assistance.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

During face-to-face engagement, the
NTGAC requested further information
on topics related to this proposed

Woodside continues to engage NTGAC via YMAC in relation to
feedback following the 16 February 2023 Board meeting.

Woodside considers the measures and controls descried
within this EP address the potential impact from the

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific
written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008

Revision: 1

Page 218 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

activity which was responded to during | No material issues or concerns related to the proposed activity were proposed activities on NTGAC'’s functions, interests or
the meeting: raised during consultation to date. Woodside invited further feedback activities.
e Potential impacts of noise on in accordance with Woodside’s approach to ongoing consultation (see | pased on the engagement to date, no additional controls
whales Section 7.6). have been identified.
e Whale monitoring arrangements NTGAC has had a reasonable opportunity to participate in
. consultation.
e The NTGAC expressed a desire . . . "
for ongoing engagement and _Cons_ultatlon with NTGAC has not identified any other_ groups or
partnership. individuals relevant to communally held functions, activities or interests
e No further feedback has been Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
provided. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted

(including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Malgana Aboriginal Corporation

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed Malgana advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.112) and provided a simplified Consultation Information
Sheet (including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet. The email requested information on the
interests that Malgana and its members may have within the EMBA, information on how Malgana would like to engage, and requested that Malgana provide information
to members as required.

On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed Malgana with the consultation information to an alternative contact noting it had previously received a bounce back.
On 1 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email to Malgana (Appendix F, Reference 1.134).

On 6 February 2023, the Malgana CEO emailed Woodside to advise they were discussing the consultation information with the Malgana Board at the next meeting.
On 10 February 2023, Woodside emailed Malgana to request any feedback from its Board of Directors.

On 21 February 2023, Woodside followed up with Malgana via email to request any feedback from its Board of Directors.

On 22 February 2023, Malgana emailed Woodside regarding scheduling an opportunity for Woodside to present at an upcoming Malgana Board Meeting.

On 7 March 2023, Malgana emailed Woodside:

- Malgana provided proposed dates (3-4 April 2023) for a meeting.
- Malgana requested if one or two hours is requested for Woodside’s presentation and discussion.

On 9 March 2023, Woodside emailed Malgana:
- Woodside confirmed the proposed meeting dates and logistics.
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- Woodside requested a half day to present on the EPs on which it is seeking feedback.
e Between 19 March and 23 March 2023, emails were exchanged to coordinate the meeting between Woodside and Malgana representatives

e On 4 April 2023, Woodside met with Malgana Aboriginal Corporation (Malgana) representatives in Perth.

o Woodside described the Environment Plan framework, referring to the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act (Environment) Regulations,
NOPSEMA's role as regulator and general contents of Environment Plans.

- Malgana asked what arrangements are in place for earthquake tremors, Woodside responded that facilities and equipment are designed to withstand seismic
activity which could be expected

o Woodside encouraged Malgana to raise anything they feel is missing in the information provided during the meeting, or any issues or concerns.

- Malgana stated that the Shark Bay environment is unique and has the largest living organism in the world. It also contains stromatolites and microbial mats which
are among the oldest living organisms in the world. Stochastic modelling of the worst-case credible spill scenario for the petroleum activity indicates that these
receptors would not be contacted.

o Woodside displayed a map of activities open for feedback to be discussed in the meeting and provided a list of other upcoming activities which will be open for
consultation in 2023.

- Malgana expressed that they are very interested in genuine relationship and partnership building with long term structure. Woodside responded that we are very
open to this and look forward to working together.

o Woodside described how EMBAs are prepared and their relevance to consultation

- Malgana stated that they believe there are flaws in modelling related to Shark Bay hydrodynamics. Woodside responded that nearshore processes may not be very
accurate in the model, but we plan for spill response in Shark Bay regardless.

o Woodside provided an overview of the broader Scarborough Project and overview of activities.
Woodside described the subsea infrastructure installation proposed activities. Flowlines link up and collect the gas, bringing it back to the floating production facility

- Woodside described the proposed installation of gravimetry structures. Approximately 200 of these are placed from a vessel. Woodside played a video showing
subsea infrastructure and gravimetry installation

- Woodside described planned and unplanned environmental risks and impacts in accordance with tables provided in the Information Sheets for the activities,
emphasising that unplanned risks are not expected to occur and are unlikely.

- The EMBA for each proposed Scarborough activity was displayed, and the individual worst case loss of containment scenarios identified, noting that they are all
diesel fuel releases which would only be caused by vessel collisions.

- Woodside noted this concluded the Scarborough section of the meeting, and called for any further questions or feedback. None were received.
- Woodside provided personal contact details for further feedback
- Woodside provided NOPSEMA contact details, should Malgana desire to provide feedback directly to the regulator.
e On 20 April 2023, Malgana Aboriginal Corporation emailed Woodside:
- Malgana thanked Woodside for the consultation meeting, noting that the Board enjoyed the informative and detailed information provided
- Malgana thanked Woodside for its proactive response to ensure Malgana country is sufficiently protected and ready in case of unplanned events
- Malgana noted discussion points from the meeting:
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= Agreement that an ongoing partnership should be formed
=  Emphasised the sensitivity and importance of Shark Bay culturally and environmentally
= Indicated concerns regarding hydrodynamic modelling and reflection of flow into the bay
= Discussion on how feedback helps Woodside improve Environment Plans
- Malgana requested:
= Woodside to clarify how hydrodynamics of Shark Bay are resolved in modelling
=  Provision of Malgana rangers with training and equipment for incident response
= A Shark Bay response team with emergency response plans and exercises
= A communication strategy for emergencies
= Information on how Woodside can support Malgana rangers and people
= Atimeframe for a follow up meeting to discuss these points
=  Guidance on the format of desired feedback.
e On 18 May 2023, Woodside emailed Malgana:
- Woodside thanked Malgana for the consultation meeting and its correspondence of 20 April, and their careful consideration of the matters presented
- Woodside acknowledged that Malgana have interests in the EMBA and noted that we want to ensure impacts are as minimal as reasonably practicable.
- Ahigh level overview of presented topics was provided.
- Woodside provided responses to the requests made in Malgana correspondence of 20 April:

- Woodside’s hydrocarbon spill modelling is provided by specialist consultants using global best practice techniques and software. Woodside has requested further
information from the consultants on how Shark Bay hydrodynamics are resolved in the model and will communicate to Malgana once received

- Woodside is investigating options for Indigenous Ranger hydrocarbon spill response training and capability. Woodside intends to work on this collaboratively with
spill response agencies, Traditional Owners and industry

- Existing emergency response arrangements that help protect the environment would trigger notification of Traditional Owners and other relevant stakeholders
based on the spill’s trajectory at the time of the spill

- Woodside proposed another meeting to discuss opportunities for rangers and Indigenous people, noting that Woodside will contact Malgana by phone to arrange
details

- Woodside is able to receive feedback in any format of Malgana’s choice. Woodside offered to provide resources to Malgana to obtain expert advice on proposed
activities for which Malgana is a relevant person, beyond that which has already ben received in the course of preparing the EP. A suggested list of experienced
and reputable industry environmental consultants was provided.

- Woodside notified that the feedback and the letter will be included in Environment Plans that will be submitted to NOPSEMA.
- Woodside provided responses to questions noted from the meeting that were not related to the proposed activity.
Woodside notified that the feedback and the letter will be included in Environment Plans that will be submitted to NOPSEMA.
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

During face-to-face engagement,
Malgana requested further information
on topics related to this proposed
activity which was responded to during
the meeting:

e Ability for infrastructure to
withstand seismic activity

e Spill response arrangements

Malgana Aboriginal Corporation
indicated that they have particular
interest in sea grasses, stromatolites
and microbial mats.

The Malgana Aboriginal Corporation
expressed a desire for ongoing
engagement and partnership.

The Malgana Aboriginal Corporation
raised feedback and request for further
information on the Scarborough project
more broadly which will be provided as
part of ongoing engagement.

Malgana Aboriginal Corporation has had reasonable opportunity to
engage in consultation

Environmental sensitivities that Malgana Aboriginal Corporation
noted as having particular interest within Shark Bay are not predicted
to be impacted by the worst-case credible scenario, as shown in
Figure 4-14 and Table 6-17.

Consultation has not identified any other groups or individuals relevant
to communally held functions, activities or interests

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted
(including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside considers the measures and controls descried
within this EP address the potential impact from the
proposed activities on Malgana Aboriginal Corporation
functions, interests or activities.

Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls
have been identified

Nanda Aboriginal Corporation

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

YMAC is the Native Title Representative Body (NTRB) for the Yamatji and Pilbara regions. NTRBs exist to provide assistance to native title claimants and holders in regards
to their native title rights. No native title has been recognised over the Project Area, however YMAC is identified in the North West Marine Parks Network Management Plan
as the contact for identifying cultural values in nearby Australian Marine Parks.

e On 7 July 2022, Woodside met with YMAC to request advice on the appropriate cultural authorities for the Scarborough project area, including but not limited to the
scope of this EP and nearby marine parks.

e On 20 January 2023, Woodside emailed Nanda via the representative body Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal Corporation (YMAC) advising of the proposed activity (Appendix
F, reference 1.113) and provided a simplified Consultation Information Sheet (including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a
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summary overview fact sheet. The email requested information on the interests that Nanda and its members may have within the EMBA, information on how Nanda
would like to engage, and requested that Nanda provide information to members as required.

- On 1 February 2023, Woodside emailed Nanda /YMAC to follow up on the information provided (Appendix F, reference 1.131). Woodside advised it would like to
be able to speak with the relevant representative to ensure that Nanda are receiving the relevant information and seek an understanding of whether it would like to
discuss any of the information in more detail.

e On 3 February 2023, Nanda/YMAC emailed Woodside:
- Nanda noted that it currently considers itself a ‘relevant person’, and would welcome consultation with Woodside.

- Nanda noted the information sheets provided by Woodside and that the activities are not described in any detail and are also of a highly technical nature. The
activities, and their impacts, are not familiar to the Nanda Board.

- Nanda advised that in order to ensure Nanda Aboriginal Corporation is fully informed, and able to engage in meaningful consultation, the Nanda Board proposes
the following:

- Woodside attend a half-day (or full day, if that is Woodside’s preference), workshop with Nanda to explain to the Nanda Board the proposed activities
and the EP process; and

- if, after the presentation Nanda Aboriginal Corporation still considers itself a relevant person, provide funds to Nanda Aboriginal Corporation:

= to engage an expert(s) (such as environmental scientist and/or marine scientist) to advise the Nanda Board about the impact of the proposed
activities; and

= draft an appropriate response for Woodside to include in the EP.
o Nanda proposed that as next steps it prepares can prepare a budget and look to arrange a date for Woodside to meet with the Board.
o Nanda noted that this initial meeting does not in itself constitute ‘consultation’ on the EP as contemplated by the Guide or other applicable law.
e On 10 February 2023, Woodside emailed Nanda/YMAC:

o Woodside advised that welcomes the opportunity to meet with Nanda to establish a relationship and requested an estimate and Nanda’s preferred meeting date(s)
at its earliest convenience.

o Woodside advised it would be pleased to meet at a location that is suitable to Nanda and in funding this meeting would seek to receive some initial feedback from
Nanda about their views of the proposed activities.

o Woodside advised it consider requests to fund independent experts on a case-by-case basis. We note an expert would need to be agreed by Nanda and Woodside
and be an expert in oil and gas environmental management in the marine context.

o Woodside noted it plans to send Nanda consultation information on a further three EPs shortly for Nanda’s consideration and there will be more scheduled over the
course of the year. Woodside will be sending separate emails for each of these EPs.

o Woodside requested that in anticipation of Woodside and Nanda meeting, if there is an opportunity for Woodside to meet with YMAC / Nanda representatives prior
to the meeting, so that Woodside can best prepare, it would be most grateful for that opportunity.

e On 7 March 2023, Nanda/YMAC emailed Woodside to advise it would revert back shortly with a cost estimate and proposed dates.
e On 13 March, Woodside spoke with Nanda/YMAC legal representatives about consultation meeting coordination.
e On 17 March 2023, Woodside emailed Nanda/YMAC following up for a date, cost estimate and logistical details for a meeting.
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- Woodside requested on whether a date and budget has been confirmed for a meeting with Nanda and to notify it of additional EPs for consideration by the Nanda

Board.

e On 23 March 2023, Nanda/YMAC responded inviting Woodside to meeting the Board of Directors on 19 April in Geraldton.
e On 23 March 2023, Woodside emailed Nanda/YMAC accepting the invitation and requesting confirmation of location.

e On 29 March 2023, Nanda/YMAC emailed regarding budget details regarding the meeting.

e On 19 April 2023, Woodside met with directors and other representatives from Nanda Aboriginal Corporation in Geraldton:

o

o

Woodside provided background on Woodside and explained the geographical location of the proposed activity relevant to Nanda.

Woodside described the Environment Plan framework, referring to the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act (Environment) Regulations,
NOPSEMA's role as regulator and general contents of Environment Plans.

Nanda asked whether Woodside has ever had an oil spill. Woodside said that we have had small spills but nothing that had lasting impact, and while worst
case spills will be discussed today we have not had anything close to this scale happen before.

Nanda asked whether everything we put in the water will be removed, Woodside responded that this is correct except for instances where removing it
would cause worse environmental damage such as buried anchors.

Nanda asked whether our activities are resistant to cyclones, Woodside responded that while some of our assets would continue operating the execution
activities such as seabed intervention and pipelay would be moved away and made safe.

Nanda asked about control measures to avoid impacts to migratory whales, Woodside described control measures intended to be in place for the activity.

Nanda asked for detail on oil spill response particularly shoreline impact, Woodside described hydrocarbon spill preparedness, emergency planning and
the various response techniques.

Woodside provided an overview of the broader Scarborough Project and overview of activities.
Woodside described the proposed seabed installation activities, using visual aids and a video:

» Nanda asked about decommissioning concrete gravimetry structures, Woodside responded that the law is base case removal of everything and
the gravimetry structures are designed to be removed at the end of their useful life

= Woodside described the planned and unplanned risks/impacts and discussed the EMBA for the activity:

= Nanda asked about greenhouse emission reduction activities, Woodside responded that for this activity it is mainly to do with minimising vessel
fuel and using more efficient vessels.

= Woodside noted this concluded the Scarborough section of the meeting and called for any further questions or feedback. None were received.

= Woodside provided personal contact details for further feedback.

e On 18 May 2023, Woodside emailed Nanda:

o

@)

Woodside thanked Nanda for the consultation meeting and their careful consideration of the matters presented

Woodside acknowledged and respects that Nanda have interests in the EMBA and noted that we want to ensure impacts are as minimal as reasonably
practicable.

A high level overview of presented topics was provided.

This document is protected by copyright. No part of this document may be reproduced, adapted, transmitted, or stored in any form by any process (electronic or otherwise) without the specific
written consent of Woodside. All rights are reserved.

Controlled Ref No: SAOOO6AH0000008 Revision: 1 Page 224 of 467

Uncontrolled when printed. Refer to electronic version for most up to date information.




WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation Environment Plan

o Inresponse to a question raised at the meeting, Woodside confirmed it makes the final report re findings of its water quality monitoring program related to
the Scarborough Seabed Intervention and Trunkline Installation publicly available.

o Woodside notified that the feedback and the letter will be included in Environment Plans that will be submitted to NOPSEMA.
o Woodside provided responses to questions noted from the meeting that were not related to the proposed activity.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

During face-to-face engagement,
Nanda requested further information
on topics related to this proposed
activity which was responded to during
the meeting:

Decommissioning
Hydrocarbon spill response,
potential shoreline impact and
emergency planning

Impacts to whales

Spill response arrangements.

Woodside continues to engage Nanda in relation to feedback following
the 19 April 2023 Board meeting.

No material issues or concerns related to the proposed activity were
raised during consultation to date. Woodside invited further feedback
in accordance with Woodside’s approach to ongoing consultation.

Interests that Nanda raised in the consultation meeting, namely
decommissioning, hydrocarbon spill risk and preparedness and
impacts to whales are valid environmental aspects.

Consultation has not identified any other groups or individuals relevant
to communally held functions, activities or interests

Nanda has had a reasonable opportunity to participate in consultation

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted
(including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be
assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Interests that Nanda raised in the consultation meeting,
namely decommissioning, hydrocarbon spill risk and
preparedness and impacts to whales and are adequately
addressed and managed to ALARP in the EP.

Woodside considers the measures and controls descried
within this EP address the potential impact from the
proposed activities on Nanda’s functions, interests or
activities.

Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls
have been identified.

Ngarluma Yindjibarndi Foundation Limited (NYFL)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 23 September 2022, Woodside emailed NYFL advising of the proposed activity and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and Consultation FAQ (Appendix F,

reference 1.52).

On 26 September 2022, NYFL emailed Woodside and stated NYFL would like to understand more about the proposed activities and mitigations.

On 27 September 2022, Woodside emailed and phoned NYFL seeking a time to meet. Woodside suggested it could then look to respond in detail in early October to
give NYFL enough time to respond if there are further concerns.
On 4 October 2022, NYFL emailed Woodside:
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o NYFL thanked Woodside for taking the time to talk through ways in which complex information such as that which relates to EPs can be appropriately
communicated to NYFL and its TO board and members.

o NYFL advised that as discussed, at present the language and communication approach in EPs, such as that sent to NYFL on 23 September 2022, is not
appropriate for NYFL. As such NYFL cannot confidently say it is OK with the activity.

o NYFL also thanked Woodside for communicating to the business that NYFL is a ‘relevant person’ for activity that relates to potential and existing offshore activity
for the areas and project discussed.

e On 20 March 2023, Woodside emailed NYFL about the activity providing further information (Appendix F, reference 1.210), and provided a simplified Consultation
Information Sheet (including a link to the detailed information sheet on Woodside’s website) as well as a summary overview fact sheet.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

In consultation in the course of Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an Woodside considers the measures and controls
preparing the EP since September EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted described within this EP address the potential impact
2022, NYFL has not provided (including any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be from the proposed activities on NYFL'’s functions,
feedback, objections or claims in assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its interests or activities.

response to the information provided Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6). Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls

have been identified.

Woodside Heritage Quarterly Meetings

Woodside convenes a quarterly meeting of Traditional Custodian representatives from the Representative Aboriginal Corporations involved in historical native title claims
over the Burrup Peninsula, including NAC and WAC. Individual attendees are nominated by their representative Aboriginal Corporations.
Copies of slides are made available to representative Aboriginal Corporations for the general awareness of members who were not able to attend individual meetings.

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 19 March 2021 an overview of the Scarborough project was provided to attendees along with an overview of the pipeline licence schedule.
On 10 June 2021 an overview of the Scarborough project was provided to attendees along with a schedule for project activities.

On 20 September 2021 an overview of the Scarborough project was provided to attendees along with a schedule for project activities.

On 13 December 2021 an overview of the Scarborough project was provided to attendees along with a summary of consultation conducted.
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e On 28 March 2022 an overview of the Scarborough project was provided to attendees targeting correction of misinformation in the community about the project

footprint.

On 17 June 2022 an overview of the Scarborough project was provided to attendees. Attendees were advised on the status of the EP.

e On 25 October 2022 an overview of the Scarborough project was provided along with summaries of the scope, content and expected timeframes for four EPs including

this EP

e On 21 March 2021 an overview of heritage works undertaken for the Scarborough Project was provided.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback,
Objection or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

Across all meetings of the Woodside
Heritage Quarterly Meetings there has
been a general interest in how this
project interacts with other proposed
developments by Woodside and
others.

Participants generally had an
awareness of the planned project
through other sources (particularly
through ethnographic survey
participation).

Participants have not made any
response relating to activities in
Commonwealth waters.

Woodside continues to engage participants on a quarterly
basis and through direct consultation where applicable.
Copies of slides are made available to representative
Aboriginal Corporations for the general awareness of
members who were not able to attend individual meetings.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the
life of an EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted (including any relevant new information on
cultural values), it will be assessed and, where appropriate,
Woodside will apply its Management of Change and
Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls have

been identified.

Native Title Representative Bodies

Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal Corporation (YMAC)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

Historical Engagement
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YMAC is the Native Title Representative Body (NTRB) for the Yamatji and Pilbara regions. NTRBs exist to provide assistance to native title claimants and holders in regards
to their native title rights. No native title has been recognised over the Project Area, however YMAC is identified in the North West Marine Parks Network Management Plan
as the contact for identifying cultural values in nearby Australian Marine Parks.

On 7 July 2022, Woodside met with YMAC to request advice on the appropriate cultural authorities for the Scarborough project area, including but not limited to the
scope of this EP and nearby marine parks.
Woodside described the Scarborough Project and its footprint and gave an overview of indigenous parties consulted.

Woodside noted that YMAC was identified in the North West Marine Parks Network Management Plan as the contact for identifying cultural values in nearby Australian
Marine Parks. Woodside sought to understand if the cultural values of the nearby Gascoyne Marine Park may extend into the offshore Scarborough project areas.

Woodside requested advice on how best (in addition to work completed) to identify any cultural values in the Marine Parks and in the broader project footprint.
YMAC requested Woodside provide the relevant detailed information relating to the location and extent of the project.

Ensuring Sufficient Information and Sufficient Time

On 8 July 2022, Woodside emailed YMAC providing the requested information including a link to the factsheet relevant to this EP.

- Woodside advised it would like to establish a process to cross check its understanding of cultural and spiritual values associated with proposed offshore
development and surrounding areas. Woodside again noted that YMAC had been listed as the Native Title Representative body in the North West Marine Parks
Network Management Plan for nearby Australian Marine Parks, and would therefore like to confirm cultural values of these marine parks don’t extend into
Woodside’s areas of interest.

- Woodside provided an extract from a related Scarborough EP which detailed further context and Woodside’s current understanding of cultural and spiritual values
associated with proposed offshore development and surrounding areas.

On 19 July 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email to YMAC on the subject of the 8 July 2022 email.

On 19 July 2022, YMAC responded to Woodside:

- Z(MA()Z stated the area Woodside has identified requires correspondence directed to Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation (MAC) and Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation
NAC).

- The extent to which each corporation has interests specifically over the area of this EP was not advised, but both have been involved in assessments of cultural
values as detailed below. YMAC does not act for either corporation.

On 13 March 2023, Woodside emailed YMAC as to whether YMAC considers itself a ‘relevant person’ under subregulation 11 A (1) of the Environment Regulations for
the purposes of consultation on EPs and, if so, whether that relevance is limited to a facilitation function in its capacity as a representative of Traditional Owner
groups/corporations that overlap or adjacent to the environment that may be affected (EMBA) of a particular activity.

On 20 March 2023, YMAC replied to confirm that in its view it is a ‘relevant person’ under subregulation 11 A (1) of the Environment Regulations for the purposes of
consultation on EPs only in relation to its facilitation and coordination function as a Native Title Representative Body under applicable federal legislation. YMAC does
not intend to provide substantive comment on the content of EPs.

On 20 March 2023, Woodside emailed YMAC to thank it for its reply and to advise that that this assessment would be included in Woodside’s EPs.

On 20 March 2023, YMAC emailed Woodside confirming that it is appropriate to use the assessment in the EPs.
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback,
Objection or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

YMAC has advised that the most
appropriate stakeholders for the
Scarborough project generally are
Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation and
Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation who
are not represented by YMAC.

YMAC has provided feedback that in
its view it is a ‘relevant person’ under
subregulation 11 A (1) of the
Environment Regulations for the
purposes of consultation on EPs only
in relation to its facilitation and
coordination function as a Native Title
Representative Body under applicable
federal legislation, and does not intend
to provide substantive comment on the
content of EPs.

YMAC is the Native Title Representative Body for the
Yamatji and Pilbara regions of Western Australia. As such,
they are not a Prescribed or Registered Native Title Body
Corporate representing the cultural rights of a Traditional
Custodian Community but exist to assist native title
claimants and holders.

YMAC is identified in the North-west Marine Parks Network
Management Plan 2018 (DNP, 2018) as the Native Title
Representative Body, noting no marine parks overlap the
Operational Area.

Woodside has approached YMAC to confirm the best
approach to confirm additional cultural values (if any) within
the Operational Area.

Woodside has consulted with YMAC in relation to its
facilitation and coordination function as a Native Title
Representative Body under applicable federal legislation,
and it has responded that it does not intend to provide
substantive comment on the content of EPs

YMAC has had reasonable opportunity to participate in
consultation.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the
life of an EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted (including any relevant new information on
cultural values), it will be assessed and, where appropriate,
Woodside will apply its Management of Change and
Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside considers the measures and controls described within
this EP address the potential impact from the proposed activities on
YMAC's functions, interests or activities.

Based on the engagement to date, no additional controls have
been identified.

Historical cultural heritage groups or organisations

Western Australian Museum (WAM)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.
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Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 1 February 2023, Woodside emailed WAM advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.137) and provided an updated Consultation Information Sheet
and State Shipwrecks information (Appendix F, reference 1.138).

On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.182).
On 3 March 2023, WAM emailed Woodside:

WAM advised it had reviewed the documents relating to the proposed activity.

WAM advised that its feedback should be reviewed in conjunction with the Commonwealth Government’s ‘Underwater Cultural Heritage (UCH) Guidance for
Offshore Developments’ regarding UCH assessments, the potential for finding as yet unlocated UCH and proponents’ legal responsibilities and Duty of Care
requirements. (https://www.dcceew.gov.au/parks-heritage/heritage/publications/underwater-heritage-guidance-offshore)

WAM advised that while a list of known, located UCH sites in the broader has been assessed and provided in relation to the Environment that May Be Affected
(EMBA), of more direct concern for direct impact is the potential for as yet unlocated UCH to exist in the extensive areas of seabed to be impacted by trenching,
borrow ground dredging, spoil grounds and other seabed interventions such as anchoring etc.

WAM advised that apart from mention of an ethnographic survey for Indigenous UCH, there is no indication that any other desktop or physical assessment for UCH
has been undertaken in any of the seabed areas to be impacted, that is required to make a UCH Impact Assessment.

WAM recommended that a UCH survey is carried out by a qualified and experienced maritime archaeologist(s). This may initially be a desktop survey based on
existing data, if the resolution and coverage is sufficient. Further physical investigation may be required to ensure any seabed impact areas do not contain UCH
that could be impacted.

WAM recommended that all project managers, vessel, plant and ROV operators should be advised of the potential to encounter visible or buried UCH, and of their
statutory reporting requirements under both the Commonwealth Underwater Cultural Heritage Act 2018 (Australian and Commonwealth waters, including State
waters for historic shipwrecks), and Maritime Archaeology Act 1973 (State waters) to report any discoveries of UCH to the WA Museum.

WAM recommended there should be procedures in place should any UCH be discovered in the course of the works.

WAM recommended that the documents should be updated to include ‘Impact to Underwater Cultural Heritage’ as a Potential Impact/ Risk as a result of seabed
disturbance, with corresponding Risk Mitigation and Management Measures.

On 20 March 2023, Woodside emailed WAM:

Woodside referred to WAM’s correspondence dated 3 March 2023 and noted that WAM’s input has provided Woodside with an understanding of WAM'’s interest
and concerns in relation to the proposed activity.

Woodside provided a detailed attachment of responses to the points raised in WAM’s correspondence on 3 March 2023.

Woodside reiterated its updated Consultation Information Sheet for the Subsea EP provides additional background on the proposed activities, including summaries
of potential key impacts and risks, and associated management measures. Woodside provided a link to the fact sheet on the Woodside website.

Woodside advised it welcomes continued feedback from stakeholders in relation to its activities and ongoing operations.

Woodside provided a response to specific points raised by WAM in their correspondence dated 3 March 2023 as follows:

The seabed bathymetry and other characteristics have been identified and characterised through various geophysical and environmental surveys over the past 13
years (refer to the Scarborough OPP). It is intended that further surveys will be carried out prior to commencement of infrastructure installation, during scope
execution and after the activities are complete (these are described and risk assessed in the EP).
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- The Subsea EP activity areas (permits WA-61-L and WA-62-L) have been the subject of dedicated seabed surveys in 2005 and 2018, which included acquisition of
coincident high resolution multibeam bathymetry, side scan sonar and sub-bottom profiler data. The development area was also subject to multi-AUV (Autonomous
Underwater Vehicle) high resolution survey in 2018. This geophysical data maps the seabed in detail including natural features and UCH and has been fully
analysed and interpreted by specialist geophysicists.

- Given the extensive surveys that have been carried out within permit areas WA-61-L and WA-62-L, planned pre-installation surveys as described in the EP and low
likelihood of UCH presence in the Operational Area(s), a dedicated UCH survey by a qualified maritime archaeologist is not required.

- The likelihood of encountering unlocated UCH in this area is considered remote.

- UCH as it applies to the Scarborough Project has been determined to be most relevant to the nearshore activities, and as such is not addressed with a
performance standard or management actions in the Subsea EP.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

WAM has provided feedback,
objections and claims relating to:

The potential for unlocated UCH to
exist in the areas of seabed to be
impacted by the proposed
activities.

Additional desktop and
assessment survey work required
to support UCH Impact
Assessment.

Statutory reporting and procedural
requirements relating to the
discoveries of UCH.

Consultation / EP documentation
updates to include potential
impacts/risks, and corresponding
mitigation and management
measures, on UCH from the
proposed activities.

WAM’s feedback has been assessed on merit as it applies to this EP
and a summary of responses has been provided to address specific
claims and objections raised on the proposed activity, where
appropriate.

Given the extensive surveys that have been carried out within permit
areas WA-61-L and WA-62-L, planned pre-installation surveys as
described in the EP and low likelihood of UCH presence in the
Operational Area(s), a dedicated UCH survey by a qualified maritime
archaeologist is not required.

The likelihood of encountering unlocated UCH in this area is
considered remote.

UCH as it applies to the Scarborough Project has been determined to
be most relevant to the nearshore activities, and as such is not
addressed with a performance standard or management actions in the
Subsea EP.

The activities within the Subsea EP do not include trenching, borrow
ground dredging or the use of spoil grounds, so these activities do not
pose any risk to UCH.

Woodside responded to the DPLH’s recommendation to notify WAM in
the event of a maritime archaeological incident.

No amendments have been made to the EP in relation to any of the
feedback, objections or claims raised. Woodside has provided
responses to feedback received as shown above.

The EP demonstrates that there are no known
underwater heritage sites, including shipwrecks, within
the Petroleum Activities Area and identifies that there
are no credible impacts to the values of any underwater
heritage, including shipwrecks, as a result of planned
activities (Section 4.9.1). Any underwater heritage sites,
including shipwrecks, within the EMBA would be located
on the seabed,; in the event of an unplanned
hydrocarbon spill there would be no impacts to these
sites.

Woodside has consulted WAM in the course of
preparing this EP. Woodside has assessed the claims or
objections raised by WAM. No additional measures or
controls have been put in place.

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on WAM'’s functions,
interests or activities.
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Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Local government and community representative groups or organisations

Karratha Community Liaison Group (KCLG)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside presented to the KCLG (Appendix F, reference 1.26).
- Woodside provided an overview of the proposed activity (including displaying a map of the Operational Area) and advised of activity timeframes and consultation

feedback dates.

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed the KCLG advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.27) and included copy of the presentation pack, a
Consultation Information Sheet and Consultation FAQ.

e On 12 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.61).
e On 27 January 2023, Woodside emailed the KCLG advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.129) and provided an updated Consultation Information

Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.176).
e On 24 February 2023, the Pilbara Port Authority responded and noted that as the activity occurs outside of the Port waters it has no comments.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback was received from the
KCLG with the exception of the Pilbara
Port Authority, which advised it had no
comments on the proposed activity.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Woodside notes that no feedback was received from the KCLG with
the exception of the Pilbara Port Authority, which advised it had no
comments on the proposed activities.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has

No additional measures or controls are required.
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been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Exmouth Community Reference Group (ECRG)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 7 April 2022, Woodside presented to the ECRG (Appendix F, reference 1.211)

Woodside provided an overview and update on the Scarborough Project, which included reference to the proposed activities for this EP.

e On 17 November 2022, Woodside presented to the ECRG (Appendix F, reference 1.103)

Woodside provided consultation information on related petroleum activities for the Scarborough Project, which included reference to the proposed activities for this EP.
e On 1 February 2023, Woodside emailed the ECRG advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.135) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.178).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it

will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Other non-government groups or organisations

Conservation Council of WA (CCWA)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022 Woodside emailed CCWA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.33) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.198).
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e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed CCWA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.157) and provided an updated Consultation
Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.190).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. EP. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it
will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its
Management of Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Greenpeace (GAP)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

Historical Engagement

e On 1 June 2022, Woodside met with GAP representatives to discuss Woodside’s broader business, including the Scarborough development.

Ensuring Sufficient Information and Sufficient Time

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed GAP advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.41) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022 Woodside sent a follow-up email (Appendix F, reference 1.91).
e On 21 October 2022, GAP emailed Woodside requesting more time to finalise its feedback.

e On 26 October 2022, GAP emailed Woodside and provided a letter containing feedback on the proposed activity. The letter contained feedback, claims and objections
relating to the proposed activity.

- Relevant person status and consultation process
- Provision of documents supporting the OPP.

- Additional information required relating to description of the titleholder, EP process, description of activity, description of the existing environment, description of
stakeholder consultation, environmental risk assessment, performance outcomes, standards and measurement criteria and implementation strategy.

- GAP requested a list of third-party documents that were referenced in the Scarborough Offshore Project Proposal but do not appear to be publicly available and
that GAP believe may be relevant to the activities outlined in the Information Sheet.
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Indirect Impacts of GHG emissions
No new information was received requiring additional specific mitigation measures or controls.

e On 20 March 2023, Woodside emailed GAP and attached a detailed table of responses to address specific claims and objections in 26 October 2022 correspondence
regarding the proposed activity, where appropriate:

Woodside will comply with the requirements set out in Reg 11A of the Environment Regulations in relation to the consultation process for this EP.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation with stakeholders throughout the life of an EP. Feedback and comments received continue to be assessed and
responded to, as required, through the life of an EP, including during EP assessment and throughout the duration of the accepted EP, in accordance with the
intended outcome of consultation.

The Offshore Project Proposal (OPP) is informed and supported by an extensive list of literature and studies, with many publicly available. The relevant information
from the reports is presented within the OPP to support the relevant impact and risk evaluation.

Woodside confirms concerns related to carbon and the impact on climate change from Scarborough gas are not relevant to the Scarborough Subsea EP.
Woodside confirms the Subsea EP assesses both direct and indirect impacts and risks associated with the PAP, having regard to the nature and scale of the
proposed PAP. The extraction of Scarborough gas for onshore processing is not within the scope of the activity described in the Subsea EP. Therefore, indirect
impacts and risks arising from the onshore processing of Scarborough gas are not considered indirect impacts/risks of the PAP for the Subsea EP but may be
evaluated in Scarborough EPs as appropriate. GHG emissions associated with the subsea activity (i.e., fuel combustion from project vessels) are considered in the
EP which will be made publicly available once submitted and accepted by NOPSEMA.

Woodside also attached the updated Consultation Information Sheet.

e On 3 April 2023, GAP emailed Woodside:

GAP reiterated its feedback, objections and claims from 26 October 2022 relating to:
= Relevant person status and consultation process
= Adapting the consultation process to Greenpeace’s needs
= Form of information and additional information requested
=  GAP requested a copy of the EP once it has been drafted.

On 16 May 2023, Woodside emailed GAP to address specific claims and objections contained in its 3 April 2022 correspondence regarding the proposed activity, where

appropriate:

The purpose of the Consultation Information Sheet is to initiate feedback from persons or organisations who are interested in Woodside’s activities. This initial
feedback is then used to inform the drafting of Woodside’s environment plans and relevant controls. The Consultation Information Sheet provides information in
relation to the activity, planned and unplanned risks and relevant measures and controls.

The process for preparing the Subsea EP and related consultation on Woodside’s activities is an iterative one. Woodside acknowledges consultation with GAP on
this proposed activity will be ongoing.

Once the Subsea EP has been submitted to NOPSEMA and enters the assessment phase, it will be made publicly available on NOPSEMA'’s website. GAP will
then have the opportunity to review the entire Subsea EP. Following publication of the Subsea EP, feedback is welcomed and received across the life of the EP,
including while it is being prepared, while it is under assessment as well as after acceptance.

Woodside continues to invite GAP to provide feedback to allow Woodside to consider the potential impacts and risks of the Subsea EP activities on its functions,
interests and activities and what Woodside can do to mitigate those impacts.
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

GAP has responded and provided
feedback, objections and claims
relating to:

e Relevant person status and
consultation process

e Indirect Impacts of GHG
emissions

GAP requested further information:

e Additional information required
relating to description of the
titleholder, EP process, description
of activity, description of the
existing environment, description
of stakeholder consultation,
environmental risk assessment,
performance outcomes, standards
and measurement criteria and
implementation strategy.

o  GAP requested a list of third-party
documents that were referenced in
the Scarborough Offshore Project
Proposal but do not appear to be
publicly available and that GAP
believe may be relevant to the
activities outlined in the
Information Sheet.

e GAP requested a copy of the EP
once it has been drafted.

Woodside assessed the feedback on merit as it applies to this EP and a
summary of responses has been provided to address specific claims and
objections raised on the proposed activity, where appropriate.

Woodside considers information in the EP including summaries of
modelling and studies relating to the PAP to be sufficient to address
feedback, objection and claims received as well as requests for
additional information.

No amendments have been made to the EP in relation to any of the
feedback, objections or claims raised. Woodside has provided responses
to feedback received as shown above.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will
apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see Section
7.6).

Woodside has consulted GAP in the course of
preparing this EP. Woodside has assessed the claims
or objections raised by GAP. No additional measures
or controls have been put in place.

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on GAP’s functions,
interests or activities.

Australian Conservation Foundation (ACF)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.
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Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed ACF advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.29) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

On 27 September 2022, ACF / EDO responded via email on a related proposed activity and advised it would like to meet with Woodside to discuss the proposed
activity. The ACF / EDO requested most recently submitted version of the environment plan.

On 29 September 2022 Woodside responded to ACF offering a meeting on 10 October 2022.
- Woodside advised it would brief ACF on the Scarborough Project and associated activities.

- In the meeting Woodside will also confirm information already provided on topics raised by ACF in correspondence and during consultation (relating to other
proposed activities). Woodside encouraged ACF to discuss issues ACF has in relation to the environment plans with regard to ACF’s functions, interests and
activities.

- Inthe email from EDO, copies of the most recently submitted EPs were requested. It was suggested those might assist ACF to prepare for the meeting and might
assist ACF to assess possible consequences of the proposed activity on its functions, interests and activities. Given the amount of correspondence received from
ACF, ACF’s public campaign and current court proceedings regarding the Scarborough Project initiated by ACF, it appeared that that ACF is already adequately
well prepared to outline its functions, interests and activities regarding Woodside’s activities.

- Woodside confirmed ACF has already been provided with the Offshore Project Proposal (OPP) for the Scarborough Project (public comment period 5 July - 30
August 2019) as well as full versions of each of the relevant EPs and summary information on each of the activities proposed under each of the relevant EPs.
Woodside also confirmed the nature of each of the proposed activities (seismic, drilling and completions, seabed intervention and trunkline installation activities), as
well as the location and description of these activities as set out in each of the EPs and summary information documents has not changed and remains the same in
the recently submitted versions of the EPs.

- Woodside advised that additional information on various topics has also been provided to ACF in the course of consultation on the EPs and, where that has been
incorporated in updated versions of the EPs, that has been made clear to ACF.

On 5 October 2022 ACF responded and provided its availability to meet via video conference.
On 6 October 2022, Woodside emailed ACF details pertaining to the meeting and confirming the meeting date of 11 October 2022.

On 11 October 2022, Woodside provided a briefing to ACF via video conference on the proposed activity as well as other Scarborough Project activities and their
associated EPs. The briefing covered:

- Scarborough project overview
- Description of specific proposed activities (including this proposed activity) along with a map of the OA.

On 11 October 2022, Woodside emailed ACF to thank them for the meeting. At ACF’s request, Woodside resent the consultation information it provided to ACF on 21
September 2022 and followed up with the request for feedback.

On 20 March 2023, Woodside emailed ACF:
- Woodside thanked ACF for its discussion on 11 October 2022 on each of the activities proposed under its Scarborough Environment Plans (EPSs).
- Woodside noted ACF’s input provided us with an understanding of ACF’s interest and concerns in relation to the relevant Scarborough EPs.

- Woodside attached an updated Consultation Information Sheet and advised that revisions of all Woodside’s EPs (including the Subsea EP) will be available on the
NOPSEMA website once submitted and accepted.
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Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

ACF has requested a full copy of
recently submitted EPs (relating to
other Scarborough activities) for its
review in addition to the consultation
information provided.

ACF has met with Woodside and
provided additional consultation
information on the broader
Scarborough activities, including this
proposed activity.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

At the time of meeting with ACF on 11 October 2022, Woodside had
not yet submitted the draft EP for this proposed activity to NOPSEMA
as it was in the process of developing the EP as well as consulting
with ACF on a number of other Scarborough activities. Woodside has
advised that revisions of all Woodside’s EPs (including the Subsea
EP) will be available on the NOPSEMA website once submitted and
accepted.

Additional information on various topics has been provided to ACF in
the course of consultation on this EP.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on ACF’s functions,
interests or activities.

No additional measures or controls are required.

The Wilderness Society (TWS)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed TWS advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.35) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 6 October 2022, Woodside provided a briefing to TWS on the proposed activities and the broader Scarborough Project. The briefing covered:

Scarborough project overview

Description of specific proposed activities (including this proposed activity) along with a map of the OA.
e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow-up email (Appendix F, reference 1.88).
e On 17 October 2022 Woodside emailed TWS:

- Woodside attached a meeting summary which included responses to address specific claims and objections raised on the proposed activity, where appropriate.
The following topics were covered relevant to the broader Scarborough activities, including this proposed activity:

- The decision to consult The Wilderness Society with regard to Woodside’s proposed activities for the purpose of understanding how Woodside may mitigate any
adverse impacts its activities may have on The Wilderness Society’s functions, interests and activities;
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- The work undertaken to understand marine fauna populations and their migration patterns in relation to Woodside’s proposed activities and the controls in place to
mitigate any potential impacts, including, but not limited to, acoustic surveillance and marine fauna observers;

In response to questions raised by The Wilderness Society during the meeting regarding perceived environmental impacts, Woodside confirmed that:

- Asignificant number of scientific studies and findings informed the Scarborough OPP and subsequent EPs, including Woodside-supported studies undertaken by
the Australian Institute of Marine Science and The University of Western Australia;

- Scientific studies and modelling were also used to inform the impact assessment in relevant EPs which demonstrate the activities (i.e., seismic acquisition) will be
performed in a manner that prevents injury to whales, and minimises the potential for biologically significant behavioural disturbance;

- Continuous consideration of cumulative impacts for the proposed activities under each EP, as was previously considered for the OPP; and
- The Scarborough pipeline and subsea infrastructure is designed to be removed from the seabed, which would be the subject of a future decommissioning EP and

approval.

- Regarding The Wilderness Society’s queries in relation to Woodside’s engagement with Traditional Owners on the relevant EPs, Woodside confirmed it has
undertaken extensive engagement with the relevant Traditional Owners and Traditional Owner representative groups with respect to the proposed activities.
Woodside confirmed this engagement included archaeological and ethnographic surveys, which have informed the Scarborough EPs.

- Inrelation to The Wilderness Society’s query regarding zooplankton and any potential impacts from the proposed activities on the broader food chain, Woodside
confirmed scientific studies and modelling have been used to assess and ensure an ALARP and acceptable approach to activities.

- Woodside noted that no new concerns or queries have been raised by The Wilderness Society directly to Woodside that have not already been addressed by
Woodside in each of the EPs discussed.

e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed TWS with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.159) and provided an updated Consultation Information

Sheet

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow-up email (Appendix F, reference 1.192).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

Woodside has received feedback from
TWS during the course of consultation
on a range of Woodside EPs covering
the broader Scarborough activities.

Feedback was predominantly related
to impacts from seismic activities, but
broader feedback, objections or claims
relating to the proposed activity
included:

Mitigation of adverse impacts

Woodside’s activities may have on
TWS'’ functions, interests and activities

Woodside assessed the feedback on merit as it applies to this EP and
a summary of responses has been provided to address specific claims
and objections raised on the proposed activity, where appropriate.

Woodside has outlined its existing processes relating to the topics
raised by TWS during consultation.

No amendments have been made to the EP in relation to any of the
feedback, objections or claims raised. Woodside has provided
responses to feedback received as shown above.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside

Woodside has consulted TWS in the course of preparing
this EP. Woodside has assessed the claims or
objections raised by TWS. No additional measures or
controls have been put in place.

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on TWS's functions,
interests or activities.
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Work undertaken to understand marine | will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
fauna populations and their migration Section 7.6).
patterns

Positioning of infrastructure
Supported scientific studies
Cumulative impacts
Decommissioning

Engagement with Traditional
Owners

Impacts to Zooplankton

Say No to Scarborough Gas (SNTSG)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed SNTSG advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.36) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

On 4 October 2022, Woodside emailed SNTSG confirming its availability to meet on 10 October 2022 regarding a number of Scarborough activities.
On 5 October 2022, SNTSG emailed Woodside advising it was unavailable to meet on 10 October 2022 and requested to meet on 13 October 2022.
On 6 October 2022 Woodside emailed SNTSG confirming its availability to meet on 13 October 2022.

On 11 October 2022 SNTSG emailed Woodside in response to other Scarborough EP consultation and referenced that its main focus of the scheduled meeting on 13
October 2022 was to discuss a separate specific proposed Woodside activity.

- SNTSG noted that more information about all of the EPs will be valued but SNTSG will require more time after the meeting to give feedback and go through a
thorough consultation process.

On 11 October 2022 Woodside emailed SNTSG:

- Woodside confirmed the purpose of the meeting is to provide context and an overview on the upcoming activities for the Scarborough Project to allow for feedback
and information to be provided as relevant.

- Woodside advised will discuss a number of Scarborough EPs.

- Woodside encouraged Say No to Scarborough Gas to share any interests, claims or concerns it has in relation to these EPs to inform Woodside of appropriate
measures we may take to mitigate any adverse impacts Woodside’s activities may have.

On 12 October 2022, Woodside followed-up on the 21 September 2022 email (Appendix F, reference 1.63).

On 12 October 2022 SNTSG emailed Woodside and advised it will endeavour to give as much feedback as possible on the day and as soon it can after the 13 October
2022 meeting.
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On 13 October 2022, Woodside provided a briefing to SNTSG on the proposed activities and the broader Scarborough Project. The briefing covered:

Scarborough project overview

Description of specific proposed activities (including this proposed activity) along with a map of the OA.

During the meeting SNTSG noted it will provide Woodside, early in the week commencing Monday, 17 October 2022, with a summary of concerns it has in relation to
the relevant EPs.

On 14 October 2022 Woodside emailed SNTSG:
- Woodside acknowledged the EPs discussed during the meeting and noted the date of week commencing 17 October 2022 for SNTSG to provide feedback.
- Atthe request of SNTSG, Woodside attached consultation information on a related Scarborough EP.

- Woodside encouraged SNTSG to visit the Consultation Activities page of the Woodside Energy website, where all Consultation Information Sheets can be located,
and to sign up to the mailing list on the Consultation Activities page, enabling it to receive notifications when new Information Sheets are released

On 16 November 2022, SNTSG emailed Woodside and included a letter: The letter contained a number of claims/objections relating to the proposed activity covering
the following topics:

- Community consultation

- EPs are not consistent with existing conservation plans or ecological principles

- Independence of participants in Environmental Risk and Impact Identification workshop
- Emissions

- Lighting

- Ecosystem impacts

On 20 March 2023, Woodside emailed SNTSG and included responses to address specific claims and objections raised during the 13 October 2022 meeting, and the
16 November 2023 correspondence regarding the proposed activity, where appropriate:

- Woodside advised consultation requirements set out in Reg 11A of the Environment Regulations have been complied with in relation to the consultation process for
the EPs Woodside detailed during its consultation meeting with SNTSG on 13 October 2022. Woodside’s consultation process has continued to evolve based on
ongoing Regulator feedback. Where feedback is received which informs Woodside of measures that it may take to mitigate the potential adverse environmental
impacts from the Petroleum Activities Program (PAP), Woodside incorporates this feedback into its EP, and where appropriate, it will introduce additional controls
to ensure risks are managed to ALARP and an acceptable level.

- Woodside advised EPs are published initially on NOPSEMA'’s website and may change whilst under assessment prior to the final EP being accepted. Following the
initial public comment period, an additional round of stakeholder Consultation Information Sheets and advertisements in local publications were issued during the
development of the EP.

- Woodside confirmed it has undertaken extensive engagement with the relevant Traditional Owners and Traditional Owner representative groups with respect to
proposed activities. Woodside confirms this engagement included archaeological and ethnographic surveys, which have informed the Scarborough EPs.

- Woodside confirmed it has not undertaken any of the activities which are the subject of environment approvals which are currently under assessment.

- The PAP is carried out in a manner consistent with the principles of ecologically sustainable development (ESD) (as defined in Section 3A of the Commonwealth
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act)).
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- The Subsea EP provides an assessment of the relevant activities against the Blue Whale Conservation Management Plan, including relevant Environmental

Performance Objectives (EPOS).

- The participants at the Environmental Risk and Impact Identification workshop were from a multi-disciplinary background, including external environmental
consultants supporting the EP development, with extensive experience and understanding across all topics highlighted. The participants’ breadth of knowledge,
training and experience was sufficient to reasonably assure that the hazards that may arise in connection with the petroleum activity in this EP were identified.

- Woodside confirmed concerns related to carbon and the impact on climate change from Scarborough gas are not relevant to the Scarborough Subsea EP.
Woodside confirmed the Subsea EP assesses both direct and indirect impacts and risks associated with the PAP, having regard to the nature and scale of the
proposed PAP. The extraction of Scarborough gas for onshore processing is not within the scope of the activity described in the Subsea EP. Therefore, indirect
impacts and risks arising from the onshore processing of Scarborough gas are not considered indirect impacts/risks of the PAP for the Subsea EP but may be
evaluated in Scarborough EPs as appropriate. GHG emissions associated with the subsea activity (i.e., fuel combustion from project vessels) are considered in the

EP.

- Woodside confirmed the Subsea EP (Recovery Plan and Threat Abatement Plan Assessment) sets out the assessment that Woodside has undertaken to
demonstrate that the PAP is not inconsistent with any relevant recovery plans or threat abatement plans. This includes a list of the objectives and (where relevant)
the action areas of these plans, and also describes whether these objectives / action areas are applicable to government, the Titleholder, and/or the PAP.

- Woodside confirmed Routine Light Emissions associated with external lighting on Project Vessels from the subsea activity have been considered in the Subsea EP.
For the purpose of preparing the Subsea EP, receptors that have important habitat within a 20 km radius of the Operational Area were considered for the impact
assessment, based on recommendations of the National Light Pollution Guidelines for Wildlife Including Marine Turtles, Seabirds and Migratory Shorebirds
(NLPG). The impact assessment determined that light emissions from project vessels will not result in an impact greater than a localised and temporary
disturbance to marine fauna in the vicinity of the Operational Area, with no lasting effect to any species.

- Woodside confirmed the Subsea EP will provide a risk/impact assessment to all relevant ecological parameters.

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

Following a briefing with Woodside,
SNTSG has provided feedback,
objections and claims relating to:

e Community consultation

e EPs are not consistent with
existing conservation plans or
ecological principles

e Independence of participants in
Environmental Risk and Impact
Identification workshop

e Emissions
e Lighting
e  Ecosystem impacts

Woodside assessed the feedback on merit as it applies to this EP and
a summary of responses has been provided to address specific claims
and objections raised on the proposed activity, where appropriate.

Woodside has provided specific information from the EP to address
feedback, objections and claims, as well as Woodside’s consultation
approach and methodology to identify relevant persons (see Section
5.7), noting the draft EP was not publicly available at the time of the
meeting with SNTSG.

No amendments have been made to the EP in relation to any of the
feedback, objections or claims raised. Woodside has provided
responses to feedback received as shown above.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has

Woodside has consulted SNTSG in the course of
preparing this EP. Woodside has assessed the claims or
objections raised by SNTSG. No additional measures or
controls have been put in place.

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact
from the proposed activities on SNTSG’s functions,
interests or activities.
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been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

350 Australia (350A)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022 Woodside emailed 350A advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.43) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

On 13 October 2022 Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.90).

On 24 October 2022, 350A emailed Woodside to advise it had not yet had an opportunity to review the information and asked for an extension on the feedback date.
On 24 October 2022, Woodside emailed 350A to advise that the feedback period for 350A had been extended to COB 28 October 2022.

On 29 November 2022, Woodside emailed 350A to acknowledge that Woodside did not receive feedback by the extended deadline to assist informing the preparation
of its environment plan. However, Woodside confirmed that it remains open to receiving feedback during the life of the project.

e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed 350A with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.155) and provided an updated Consultation Information
Sheet

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, Reference 1.188).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or | Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection | Environment Plan Controls
Claim or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims At 350A’s request, Woodside provided additional time for feedback. No | No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. feedback has been received.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Australian Marine Conservation Society (AMCS)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.
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Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed AMCS advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.32) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.92).
e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed AMCS with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.156) and provided an updated Consultation

Information Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.189).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of
ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

No additional measures or controls are required.

Sea Shepherd Australia (SSA)

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in

Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed SSA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.38) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.94).
e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed SSA with an update on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.158) and provided an updated Consultation Information

Sheet.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.191).

Summary of Feedback, Objection or
Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection
or Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an
EP. Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of

No additional measures or controls are required.
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ongoing consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has
been accepted, it will be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside
will apply its Management of Change and Revision process (see
Section 7.6).

Other

I 2 d/or, I 2nd/or Save Our Songlines

Woodside considers it has discharged its obligations under regulation 11A by providing consultation materials and conducting various forms of engagement as set out in
Section 5.7.1 and below.

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
Historical Engagement
2018 — September 2022

Woodside has engaged with the Ngarluma and Mardudhunera communities on the Scarborough project since 2018 through their repre sentative organisations including
Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation, Yaburara and Coastal Mardudhunera Aboriginal Corporation, Wirrawandi Aboriginal Corporation and Ngarluma Aboriginal Corporation.
During these two-way discussions, in the three years leading up to until November 2021, Woodside was not made aware of any specific concerns of

I (Mardudhunera Traditional Owners) and [ (Ngarluma Traditional Owner) around the Scarborough Project. The first time Woodside became aware of
these concerns was via a number of public statements on Save Our Songlines websites and social media (November 2021).

After seeing the concerns, Woodside has met or attempted to meet with individuals involved in Save Our Songlines to discuss the Scarborough project area in other
capacities on numerous occasions, including:

e On 15 December 2021, a meeting was held with MAC Board and Circle of Elders, including i} to provide a project overview of Scarborough and Pluto Train 2
projects at the MAC office in Dampier.

e On 3 March 2022, a meeting was held with the |Jlili] family. including an extended invitation to |Jjjilij to provide project and activity updates relating to
Scarborough and Pluto Train 2 at Woodside office in Roebourne.

e During the week of 14 March 2022, a meeting was held with the JJjii] family (led by EENEG0 U )) to rrovide project and activity updates
relating to Scarborough and Pluto Train 2 at Karratha.

e On 23 March 2022, Woodside received an email from i on behalf of - B 2" I \'hich contained an open letter signed by several
Traditional Custodians requesting a halt to progress on the Scarborough Project.

An online meeting with |- T 2" B \/2s arranged for 24 March 2022 but did not proceed due to technical issues.
e On 24 March 2022, Woodside emailed | M 2nd Save Our Songlines relating to an attempted virtual meeting on 24 March 2022.
- Woodside noted that despite its representatives being online and waiting for 35 minutes, the meeting did not proceed due to technical issues.

- Woodside advised that it remained keen to understand Traditional Custodian concerns, including those matters that N - I 2nd Save Our Songlines
have set out in, and that Woodside remained available to meet.

e On 24 March 2022, - Il 2nd Save Our Songlines emailed Woodside to advise that:
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- They were waiting to join the virtual meeting but there was no response.
- They were disappointed at this outcome and hoped to have a more formal meeting in times to come.

- Emails exchanged later that day extended the offer to hold further meetings. By this stage, there had been four attempts by Woodside to meet and discuss these
issues with N 2 d I This is in addition to the previous three years of consultation with Traditional Owner representative groups of which R
and I \vere members.

e On 6 June 2022, some seven months after Save Our Songlines had launched its public campaign on social media, | I 2nd Save Our Songlines
emailed Woodside and attached a letter regarding consultation regarding NOPSEMA assessment of Scarborough offshore gas field development. The letter
summarised the following claims and objections relating to the broader Scarborough activities as follows:

We assert our rights to be consulted as ‘relevant persons’ in relation to cultural heritage impacts of the Scarborough gas development according to the Offshore
Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage (Environment) Regulations 2009

1. Given the lack of previous assessment of cultural heritage impacts and the significant uncertainties regarding these impacts a precautionary approach must be
taken according to the ESD Principles in Section 3A of the EPBC Act.

2. Direct and indirect impacts on cultural heritage must be assessed now, and for all stages of the Scarborough development according to Section 527E of the
Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act and the EPBC Act Indirect Consequences Policy.

3. In order to comply with requirements to consult under the regulations, disclosure of certain information is required from Woodside.

4. Woodside’s own policy, the UNDRIP and other frameworks require that Traditional Owners are provided with the right of free, prior and informed consent regarding
any cultural heritage impacts.

5. The Murujuga Aboriginal Corporation does not represent the interests of Traditional Owners seeking to protect cultural heritage and Woodside’s limited consultation
with MAC does not satisfy the requirement for free, prior and informed consent for cultural heritage impacts, or the requirements of ‘relevant person’ consultation
according to the above regulations.

Included with the correspondence was an open letter signed by several Traditional Custodians requesting (among other things) that further investment on project
on Murujuga be withheld and that any further investments decisions on the Scarborough Project be paused. The letter was titled ‘Open letter from Traditional
Owners and Custodians of Murujuga concerning the proposed Woodside Scarborough gas development’

Throughout July and August 2022, Ngarluma and Yindjibarndi Foundation Ltd (NYFL) offered to engage | 2o I 2nd to facilitate a series of up to three
meetings between Woodside and | 2 o I to discuss Scarborough and Pluto Train 2 project and activities. Woodside pursued this opportunity, including

outlining payment for I 2" I 's time, but it did not progress, due to lack of responses from | 2" I

Ensuring Sufficient Information and Sufficient Time

e On 23 September 2022 Woodside emailed N - I 2nd Save Our Songlines advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.54) and provided a
Consultation Information Sheet and Consultation FAQ.

e On 26 September 2022, I - I 2nd Save Our Songlines emailed a letter to NOPSEMA regarding other related Scarborough EPs:
- I B 2nd Save Our Songlines raised several claims relating to Woodside’s consultation requirements under the Regulations.

- B B 2nd Save Our Songlines raised that they have functions interests and activities within the EMBAs of the Scarborough EPs (including this EP)
which might be directly affected by the proposed activity.
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- I B 2nd Save Our Songlines requested NOPSEMA to refrain from accepting the Scarborough EPs (not this EP) until Woodside had properly
complied with Reg 11A in relation to its functions, interests and activities.

On 29 September 2022, Woodside emailed |l - B 2nd Save Our Songlines:
- Woodside requested a meeting to share information in relation to the Scarborough Gas Project. Woodside requested to hold this meeting prior to 10 October 2022.

- Woodside advised it welcomed the opportunity to meet to discuss the matters raised in the letters of 6 June 2022 and 29 September 2022, to share information in
relation to the Scarborough Gas Project and demonstrate how items raised in the correspondence have been addressed in the relevant environment plans.

- Woodside proposed that the meeting would be attended by subject matter experts and project personnel as required to answer any questions.
On 6 October 2022, Woodside followed up with | I 2nd Save Our Songlines via email and phone / voicemail.

On 7 October 2022, I - M 2nd Save Our Songlines responded to Woodside via phone to arrange a suitable date and time.

On 7 October 2022, Woodside and il I 2nd Save Our Songlines discussed arrangements via phone to meet on 11 October 2022.

On 7 October 2022, I I 21d Save Our Songlines contacted Woodside via phone to advise that a colleague would be in touch to set up the meeting. Jjij
I B 2nd Save Our Songlines could not confirm if the 11 October 2022 meeting was proceeding as planned.

On 10 October 2022, Woodside emailed N I 2nd Save Our Songlines noting it had not received any further contact confirmation of the 11 October
2022 consultation meeting. Woodside advised it was still ready and available to proceed with a meeting.

On 11 October 2022, Woodside sent personnel to Karratha in preparation for the meeting and followed up with N I 2nd Save Our Songlines via phone
and SMS.

On 11 October, I B 2nd Save Our Songlines advised Woodside via SMS that it was awaiting confirmation from its lawyers regarding the proposed
meeting.

- Woodside did not receive further contact and this meeting did not proceed.

On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed up via email with |- I 2nd Save Our Songlines regarding any feedback on the information provided on 23
September 2022 relating specifically to the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.100).

Woodside received correspondence from - I 2nd Save Our Songlines via NOPSEMA which was directed to Woodside and dated 8 November 2022:
- The correspondence acknowledged Woodside’s invitation to meet to discuss the Scarborough Environment Plans and proposed some alternative meeting dates.
- The correspondence referenced prior correspondence between Woodside and I I 2nd Save Our Songlines

- The correspondence referenced a number of other related Scarborough Gas Project Environment Plans

On 22 November 2022, Woodside emailed - IEE 2d Save Our Songlines:

- Woodside acknowledged the letter addressed to Woodside on 8 November 2022 that was passed on via NOPSEMA.

- Woodside confirmed its availability to meet on Tuesday 29 November 2022.

On 24 November 2022, I I 2nd Save Our Songlines provided correspondence to Woodside regarding the proposed meeting date. The The
correspondence sought to clarify the intended scope and purpose of the meeting before setting a date. In particular | NN - I 2nd Save Our Songlines
sought confirmation on the following items:

- Acknowledgement of relevant person status
- Provision of necessary information
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- Purpose of meeting

On 2 December 2022, Woodside emailed N B 2nd Save Our Songlines and included responses to address the items raised on 24 November 2022,

where appropriate (Appendix F, reference 1.104). Woodside reiterated its availability to meet and provided an option for any date in December 2022.

- Woodside reiterated that it is open to continue consulting, receiving feedback and discussing concerns in relation to Woodside’s Scarborough Environment Plans
(EPs). Consultation is ongoing and feedback will continue to be accepted throughout the life of the EP, including while it is being prepared, while it is under
assessment as well as after acceptance, while the EP remains in force.

- Woodside confirmed its arrangements to meet and consult that have been ongoing since November 2021, and it remains open to continue consulting in relation to
the Scarborough EPs.

- Woodside advised it is available to meet with |l I 2nd Save Our Songlines on any date in December 2022 in Karratha. Woodside requested
confirmation of availability to meet by 9 December 2022.

- Woodside provided a link to the Consultation Information Sheet, which has been available on Woodside’s website since September 2022, invited comments on the
proposed activities to be provided before 21 October 2022. This EP is in development, and we are seeking your feedback to assist in its preparation.

- Woodside noted there has been ample time and information available to inform feedback on our proposed Scarborough EPs. Woodside requested il - I
and Save Our Songlines provide feedback no later than at the proposed meeting in December 2022.

- Woodsides noted the letter dated 24 November 2022 makes reference to arrangements which would enable | - I 2nd Save Our Songlines to share
relevant information such as matters that are restricted to women or men only. Woodside requested for | I I 2nd Save Our Songlines to confirm
what arrangements are required to enable you to share this information by 9 December 2022.

Despite Woodside being available to meet any time in December and the date of December 9 being suggested, there was no response from N I 2nd
Save Our Songlines so a meeting could not proceed.

On 4 January 2023, Woodside emailed | N B 2nd Save Our Songlines to follow-up on its meeting, request (Appendix F, reference 1.105). Woodside
reiterated its availability to meet and provided an option for any date in January 2023.

On 13 January 2023, I I 2nd Save Our Songlines emailed Woodside:

- I B 2nd Save Our Songlines confirmed it would like to meet with Woodside, but reiterated its requests contained within its 24 November 2022
correspondence.

- HEEEEE B 2nd Save Our Songlines stated it can advise of its availability for a meeting once the information requested above is provided.

On 19 January 2023, Woodside emailed I - I 2nd Save Our SonglinesWoodside included the following responses to address the items raised, where

appropriate:

- Woodside reiterated it is open to continue consulting with N I 2nd Save Our Songlines, receiving feedback and discussing their concerns in relation
to Woodside’s Scarborough Environment Plans (EPs) in Commonwealth and State waters (collectively referred to as the Scarborough EPs).

- That consultation on the Scarborough EPs began when Woodside provided |l I 2nd Save Our Songlines with consultation information on the
Scarborough EPs.

- That Woodside has made every effort to meet with | I 2nd Save Our Songlines to understand their claim of relevance and to develop a
comprehensive understanding of potential impacts to their functions, interests or activities.

- Thatit has been trying to arrange a meeting with | I 2nd Save Our Songlines since November 2021 to discuss the Scarborough EPs, including a
representative travelling to Karratha for a planned meeting on 11 October 2022 and making representatives available for a meeting on 29 November 2022.
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- Woodside reiterated its availability to meet and provided an option for any date in January or early February 2023.

e On 8 February 2023, Woodside was copied into correspondence sent from the Environmental Defender’s Office (EDO) to the WA State Minister for Mines and
Petroleum regarding a separate Environment Plan under State Regulations. Copies of previous correspondence between Woodside and | - I 2nd Save
Our Songlines were attached to the email.

e On 8 February 2023, the EDO (acting on behalf of SOS) emailed Woodside and provided a proposed date of the w/c 13 and 20 March 2023 for the meeting with its
client.

e On 15 February 2023, Woodside emailed | I 2nd Save Our Songlines. Woodside reiterated its availability to meet and, based on dates suggested
within the 8 February correspondence, provided | - I 2nd Save Our Songlines with confirmation it was available to meet on the suggested dates in
March 2023.

e On 24 February 2023 Woodside sent N - I 2nd Save Our Songlines a follow up email. Woodside reiterated its availability to meet.

e On 24 February 2023 the EDO (acting on behalf of I - I 2nd Save Our Songlines) emailed Woodside and advised its client was available to meet on 13
and 14 March 2023.

e On 28 February 2023 the EDO (acting on behalf of I I 2nd Save Our Songlines) emailed Woodside to follow up on the request to secure a meeting.
e On 1 March 2023 Woodside emailed | I 2nd Save Our Songlines (and CC to EDO) to propose the meeting time and location for 14 March 2023.

e On 7 March 2023 the EDO (acting on behalf of il I 2nd Save Our Songlines) emailed Woodside to confirm the meeting time and location for 14 March
2023.

e On 8 March 2023 Woodside emailed the EDO, |l I 2nd Save Our Songlines with a proposed agenda for the 14 March 2023 meeting and requested the
stakeholder advise if there are any particular issues they wish to discuss during the meeting.

e On 10 March 2023, Woodside emailed EDO, I I 2nd Save Our Songlines with further logistic and meeting protocol details for the proposed meeting on
14 March 2023.

e On 14 March 2023, Woodside met with EDO, | lIIE. I 2nd Save Our Songlines on-country and discussed the proposed activity. This meeting represented
the first time Woodside and | I 2nd Save Our Songlines had met in person since the initial identification of Save Our Songlines in November 2021.

- Woodside provided an overview of the Scarborough activities (Seismic EP, Subsea EP, D&C EP, SITI EP (Cth and State)).
- Feedback from N - I 2nd Save Our Songlines (at the on-Country meeting):

* B B 2nd Save Our Songlines told Woodside that the proposed activities gave them a sick feeling and the activities should be
stopped. I I 2nd Save Our Songlines also informed Woodside that, in their view, there is nothing that can be done by Woodside to
progress with the proposed Scarborough activities in a way that could minimise impact to | - Il 2nd Save Our Songlines’ functions,
activities and interests or is respectful to its culture and country.

- Woodside Response (at the on-Country meeting):
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= Woodside agreed not to share cultural details which were shared with at the 14 March 2023 meeting.
=  Woodside provided responses to specific actions taken during the meeting.
=  Woodside provided background information on the “why” behind the Scarborough activities.

=  Woodside’s Scarborough Gas Project helps play a role in the global energy transition, helping neighbouring Asian countries take action on emissions
reduction and advised there is further information on Woodside’s website..

*  Woodside to check with MAC whether MAC’s ethnographic survey can be shared with |- B 2nd Save Our Songlines —
=  The ethnographic survey is held by MAC and Woodside does not have permission to share it.
=  Confirm fracking in relation to the Scarborough activites — there is no fracking to be undertaken as part of the proposed Scarborogh activities.

e On 16 March 2023, Woodside emailed EDO, |l I 2nd Save Our Songlines to advise that:

It appreciated the request for Woodside to attend the meeting with open hearts, deep listening and respectful conversation and that it would intend to continue this
approach to engagement.

Woodside’s consultation process is ongoing through the environmental approval process and when an activity is being performed and that Woodside looks forward
to continuing its discussions with | I 2nd Save Our Songlines in the future.

Woodside is open to consulting further with | I 2nd Save Our Songlines on the proposed Scarborough activities and are open to the continuing
engagements regarding the Scarborough activities.

e On 20 March 2023, Woodside emailed N - I 2nd Save Our Songlines and included responses to relevant objections, claims and additional information
raised on 6 June 2022, 26 September 2022 and 24 November 2022:

Woodside confirmed it has conducted an ethnographic survey to support the development of EPs for the Scarborough Project (McDonald and Phillips 2021). These
works have not identified any heritage places, objects or values which will be impacted by the activities covered by the Subsea EP. An ethnographic survey
determines the cultural values which are associated with a particular area, feature or object. Representatives from the Mardudhunera, Ngarluma, Yaburara,
Yindjibarndi and Wong-Goo-Tt-Oo Peoples—all five Indigenous groups represented by MAC—participated in this survey (McDonald and Phillips 2021). Participants
were not restricted in the types of heritage or other values they were encouraged to identify, but typical results from surveys of this nature might include songlines,
ceremonial places such as ‘thalu’ sites for managing environmental resources, or places where activities such as birthing, initiation or other significant activities are
performed.

Woodside confirmed none of Woodside’s agreements with Traditional Custodians include “gag clauses” or restrictions on voicing opinions on its projects. Woodside
has supported Traditional Custodian representative institutions to access relevant information and independent expert advice so that they are enabled to provide
informed and considered feedback on the Scarborough project.

Woodside advised that the principles of Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) are based in the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
(UNDRIP) where it is envisaged as a communal right of Indigenous communities and secured through consultation with representative institutions utilising
traditional decision-making mechanisms such as deferring to MAC’s Circle of Elders. Woodside is guided by UNDRIP under its Indigenous Communities Policy and
has consulted representative institutions including MAC for a number of years.

Woodside confirmed it has made several attempts since November 2021 to engage with Save Our Songlines, I 2" I \ith a meeting held
on Tuesday 14 March 2023. Woodside confirmed that Woodside is open to receiving feedback on the Subsea EP.

Woodside advised that as per Woodside’s ongoing consultation approach, feedback and comments received continue to be assessed and responded to, as
required, through the life of an EP, including during EP assessment and throughout the duration of the accepted EP, in accordance with the intended outcome of
consultation.
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- Woodside confirmed that concerns related to carbon and the impact on climate change from Scarborough gas are not relevant to the Subsea EP. The Subsea EP
assess both direct and indirect impacts and risks associated with the proposed Petroleum Activities Program (PAP), having regard to the nature and scale of the
proposed PAP.

- Woodside advised the proposed PAP is outside of the National Heritage Place and the anticipated boundary of the Murujuga Cultural Landscape World Heritage
Property.

- Woodside confirmed the extraction of Scarborough gas for onshore processing is not within the scope of the activity described in the Subsea EP. Therefore,
indirect impacts and risks arising from the onshore processing of Scarborough gas are not considered indirect impacts/risks of the PAP for the Subsea EP but may
be evaluated in other Scarborough EPs as appropriate.

- Woodside confirmed emissions from the activities covered by the Subsea EP are of a scale and physical remoteness from Murujuga’s rock art that no credible
impact pathway is foreseen. The activities covered by the Subsea EP are located ~374 km away from Murujuga. Woodside advised that no rock art will be
displaced as a result of the Scarborough Project.

- Woodside advised it has resourced Traditional Custodian representative institutions to access relevant information and independent expert advice so that they are
enabled to provide informed and considered feedback on the broader Scarborough activities. A number of documents containing cultural heritage information,
including heritage assessments, contain the intellectual property of Traditional Custodians or sensitive information that may be culturally restricted. For these
reasons, Woodside does not disclose this information. This information is held by representative institutions and may be disclosed by them where they consider in
appropriate to do so.

- Woodside provided a link to the Scarborough Project Cultural Heritage Management Plan which is a publicly available document and can be found at:
https://www.woodside.com/docs/default-source/our-business---documents-and-files/burrup-hub---documents-and-files/scarborough---documents-and-
files/scarborough-cultural-heritage-management-plan.pdf?sfvrsn=162e353a_3

- Woodside advised it continues to consult with MAC on all relevant aspects of this EP prior to and during the execution of activities.

- Woodside advised it considers the adequate time and information it has provided, including the meeting on Tuesday 14 March 2023, to be more than suitable to
inform feedback on Woodside’s proposed Scarborough EPs.

- Woodside confirmed that as per Woodside’s ongoing consultation approach, feedback and comments received continue to be assessed and responded to, as
required, through the life of an EP, including during EP assessment and throughout the duration of the accepted EP, in accordance with the intended outcome of
consultation. The first revision of the full EP will be made publicly available once accepted by the regulator.

- Woodside included an updated Consultation Information Sheet and confirmed that Woodside is open to continuing engagements regarding the Scarborough
activities.

e On 24 March 2023, the EDO (acting on behalf of il Il 2nd Save Our Songlines) provided a letter to Woodside which copied NOPSEMA, DMIRS and the
WA Minister for Mines and Petroleum:

- The letter detailed a response to the 14 March 2023 meeting and Woodside’s 16 March 2023 email, and covered a range of Scarborough EPs, including this
proposed activity.

- The EDO noted its client’s concerns relating to:
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=  The summary of the meeting provided by Woodside

= clarification of its client’s position

= communication of relevant person status

=  Acknowledgement of response to questions arising at the meeting of 14 March 2023.

- The letter noted that the EDO'’s clients would review the consultation information provided, and that it anticipates its clients would require approximately six weeks
to do this.

- The letter requested Woodside not submit the draft environment plan until consultation was complete.

e On 29 March 2023 Woodside emailed the EDO, il B 2nd Save Our Songlines (CC to NOPSEMA) in response to the 24 March 2023 letter. Woodside
reiterated its responses to topics raised during the meeting and in previous correspondence, relevant to the proposed activity. The response included the following
responses which are summarised as follows:

- Additional or new information

= Woodside advised it has a process in place for the life of an EP that allows the EP to be updated to include additional or new information or feedback
that is received after an EP is submitted. This is done through a “Management of Knowledge” process. This means that feedback or information
provide in future meetings can still be taken into account and, where appropriate, can be incorporated in the EP during the life of the activity.

- Woodside advised that following the meeting, based on the information provided, no updates were required to the EP via the Management of Knowledge process.
Functions, interests and activities

e Woodside acknowledged that it had been advised that N I 2nd Save our Songlines’ functions interests and activities are distinct from those of MAC
and that it was interested to learn about this further.

e Inresponse to a request for the ethnographic survey undertaken by MAC, Woodside reiterated that it has no authority to provide this information. Woodside suggested
that I May have contacts at MAC to request a copy of that survey.

e Woodside advised that as to . IEEE 2nd Save Our Songlines’ functions, interests and activities (and those of Save Our Songlines), it continues to invite
these to be shared with Woodside so it can consider the likely impacts and risks of the EP activities on these functions, interests and activities and what Woodside can
do to lessen or avoid those impacts.

e Woodside confirmed that as | I 2nd Save Our Songlines’ were not prepared to share some information with Woodside, it remains open to hearing
from them when this is known, and it is ready to be shared.

Minimising impacts to functions, interests and activities
e Woodside reshared its interpretation of the take-aways from the meeting in relation to:
- Underwater activities
- Greenhouse gas emissions
e In the meeting, Woodside provided an overview of the Scarborough Project and potential impacts of activities on whales.

e Emissions from the activities covered by the Commonwealth EPs are of a scale that no credible impact pathway is foreseen. This has been the subject of separate
correspondence.

e Industrialisation of Murujuga
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e This subject has been addressed in separate correspondence in which Woodside has set out its understanding of the history of the Burrup and the industrial
agreements involved. Woodside has also provided responses which are along the lines that no credible impact pathway is foreseen from the activities covered by the
Commonwealth EPs which could damage rock art and heritage sites and that no cultural impact to future access to sites of cultural and spiritual significance is foreseen.

e Detail of EPs and information accessed and provided.

e The meeting provided an overview of the Scarborough Project and followed volumes of previous correspondence on the Scarborough Project. Previous correspondence
indicates that a large volume of information on the Scarborough Project has been accessed, read and thought through. The correspondence shows an informed and
thorough understanding of the various Scarborough activities and the Scarborough Project.

Consultation in general

e Woodside advised it has continued to consult with N I 2nd Save Our Songlines’ and continues to invite further consultation.
Relevant persons

e \Woodside advised that the Commonwealth approval process requires Woodside to consult with “relevant persons”.

e Woodside has previously explained the approval process relating to the concept of “relevant persons” and noted that, at the relevant time consultations are included
under a category of “relevant persons” in EPs. Woodside generally applies this category at a stage when they are trying to understand more about a person’s functions,
interests and activities and also the impacts of Woodside’s activities on them.

e Woodside reiterated that there is no need for it to categorise persons as relevant in order to consult with them.
Ongoing consultation

e Woodside advised that once an EP is accepted, Woodside continues ongoing consultations with relevant persons. is open to continuing consultation to understand how
the proposed Commonwealth EP activities relevantly affect il Il 2nd Save Our Songlines.

Further consultation

e Woodside noted that in N I and Save Our Songlines’ correspondence, it would like to organise another meeting and will require approximately six
weeks to read into materials and prepare for a meeting.

e Woodside requested for N I 2nd Save Our Songlines’ to advise its preferred times for the next meeting, noting the time taken to arrange the previous
meeting.

e \Woodside advised it is available to meet in the week commencing 8 May 2023 or earlier.

e On 8 May 2023, the Environment Defenders Office emailed Woodside to say they have not had any response to date, and were writing again to enquire whether
Woodside wishes to propose dates that they can put to their clients for consultation regarding the seismic survey EP.

e On 9 May 2023, Woodside emailed I I 2nd Save Our Songlines via the Environment Defenders Office:
- Woodside reiterated its willingness to consult on all Scarborough Commonwealth EPs including the Subsea EP referenced during consultation in March.
- Woodside confirmed availability to meet in May and suggested 3 possible meeting dates that could be either on country, virtually or by phone.
- Woodside outlined a draft agenda.
e On 15 May 2023, the Environment Defenders Office emailed Woodside to say they were confirming instructions with our clients and will revert as soon as we are able.
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Summary of Feedback,
Objection or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or
Claim and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

I I 1 Save Our

Songlines have provided requests
for further information on the
broader Scarborough activities
(including the proposed activity)
relating to:

e Background information on the
Scarborough activities

e \Whether MAC’s ethnographic
survey can be shared with i
, and Save
Our Songlines.

e  Confirmation if fracking will be
conducted in relation to the
Scarborough activities

I I 21 Save Our

Songlines have provided feedback,
claims and objections on the
broader Scarborough activities
(including the proposed activity)
relating to:

e  Consultation requirement in
general, including the
consultation information and
additional information provided
by Woodside, as well as
responses to questions and
topics raised.

° NN NN o0 Save
Our Songlines sought to be
recognised as relevant
persons

e Impacts from the proposed
activity on N 1N
| I and Save Our

Woodside has now consulted with N I 2nd Save Our
Songlines on both the proposed activity and the broader Scarborough
project.

Following a meeting on Country with |- and Save Our
Songlines on 14 March 2023 (and subsequent correspondence from the
EDO on 24 March 2023), Woodside has assessed feedback and topics
raised relevant to the proposed activity. Feedback has been assessed as it
applies to this EP and a summary of responses has been provided to
address specific claims and objections raised on the proposed activity,
where appropriate.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted (including
any relevant new information on cultural values), it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and
Revision process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has consulted [N and Save
our Songlines in the course of preparing this EP.
Woodside has assessed the claims or objections raised
by I B 2nd Save our Songlines. No
additional measures or controls have been put in place.

Woodside considers the measures and controls
described within this EP address the potential impact

from the proposed activities on |- I 2 d

Save our Songlines’ functions, interests or activities.
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Songlines’ functions, interests
and activities:

Underwater activities
Greenhouse gas emissions
Industrialisation of Murujuga

Details of EPs and information
accessed and provided

e Ongoing consultation.

Table 5-5: Engagement Report with Persons or Organisations Assessed as Not Relevant

Commonwealth Commercial fisheries and representative bodies

Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna Industry Association (ASBTIA)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed ASBTIA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.23) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet,

Consultation FAQ and fisheries map

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.78).
e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed ASBTIA on the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.139) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and fisheries

map.

e On 22 February 2023 Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.171).
e On 17 May 2023, Tuna Australia sent an email to NOPSEMA, and copied in Woodside, regarding Woodside’s position on engagement with Tuna Australia. The email

stated:

- When energy companies execute a service agreement with Tuna Australia, this ensures that all Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery (WTBF) and Eastern Tuna and
Billfish Fishery concession holders are consulted on environmental plans and responses are provided in a report.

- Woodside do not have an appreciation of the nature fishing and are more content to receive information to support their environmental plans and proposals free of
charge. This is not consistent with their company values.

- Woodside has failed to recognise the WTBF is a relevant person.
- WTBF concession holders are very concerned with developments in their fishing zone and have many comments and questions on environmental plans and

proposals.

- Tuna Australia requested that to meet sound consultation principles NOPSEMA stipulate that all environmental plan submissions receive formal advice from Tuna

Australia.
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Summary of Feedback, Objection
or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim
and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to AFMA, DAFF — Fisheries,
CFA, ASBTIA, Tuna Australia, WAFIC and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should
feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2
of this EP.

Woodside will provide naotifications to AFMA,
DAFF — Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and
relevant Fishery Licence Holders that have the
potential to be directly impacted by planned
activities in the Operational Area prior to the
commencement and at the end of the activity, as
referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.

Pearl Producers Australia

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed Pearl Producers Australia advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.21) and provided a Consultation

Information Sheet, Consultation FAQ and fisheries map.
e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.80).

Summary of Feedback, Objection
or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim
and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside has provided consultation information to AFMA, DAFF — Fisheries,
CFA, ASBTIA, Tuna Australia, WAFIC and individual relevant licence holders.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should
feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

Woodside has assessed the relevancy of
Commonwealth fisheries issues in Section 4.9.2
of this EP.

Woodside will provide notifications to AFMA,
DAFF — Fisheries, DPIRD, WAFIC, CFA, and
relevant Fishery Licence Holders that have the
potential to be directly impacted by planned
activities in the Operational Area prior to the
commencement and at the end of the activity, as
referenced as PS 2.4.1 in this EP.

No additional measures or controls are required.
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Other non-government groups or organisations

Australasian Centre for Corporate Responsibility (ACCR)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed ACCR advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.34) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.96).

Summary of Feedback, Objection Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim | Environment Plan Controls
or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims

; ( Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should | No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up.

feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

The Climate Council (TCC)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed TCC advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.40) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.95).

Summary of Feedback, Objection Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim | Environment Plan Controls
or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims

: ¢ Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should | No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up.

feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

Doctors for the Environment Australia (DEA)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
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e On 21 September 2022 Woodside emailed DEA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.44) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022 Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.84).

Summary of Feedback, Objection
or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim
and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should
feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

No additional measures or controls are required.

Extinction Rebellion WA (XRWA)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed XRWA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.37) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.93).
e On 14 October 2022 XRWA emailed Woodside:
- XRWA advised it is ‘entirely opposed to all of Woodside’s new offshore gas extraction projects’.

- XRWA stated: ‘Attempting to distract from the disastrous damage to the global environment that will ensue from Woodside’s new projects by seeking responses to
their small component parts can only be viewed as cynical and desperate’.

- XRWA advised that when Woodside is ready to respond in a considered and responsible manner to the overwhelming weight of scientific opinion that demands that
there must be no new gas projects Extinction Rebellion WA will be only too happy to meet with Woodside.

e On 1 November 2022, Woodside responded to XRWA's previous email reiterating the purpose of the previous email was to seek to consult on the proposed activities in
relation to the specific issue of carbon emissions raised in XRWA'’s email. Woodside confirmed that extraction of gas is not within the scope of the activity in the Subsea
EP. Woodside also acknowledged that XRWA does not wish to engage further on the Subsea EP which Woodside respectfully acknowledged.

Summary of Feedback, Objection
or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim
and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

XRWA has provided feedback that it
is opposed to all of Woodside’'s new
offshore gas extraction projects, and
it does not wish to be consulted by
Woodside on the proposed activity.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of ongoing
consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will
be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of
Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

No additional measures or controls are required.
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Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Friends of Australian Rock Art. Inc (FARA)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed FARA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.45) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.85).

Summary of Feedback, Objection Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim | Environment Plan Controls
or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims

: C Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should | No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up.

feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed IFAW advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.28) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.87).

Summary of Feedback, Objection Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim | Environment Plan Controls
or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims

_ ¢ Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should | No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up.

feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

Lock The Gate Alliance (LTGA)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:
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e On 21 September 2022 Woodside emailed LTGA advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.42) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022 Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.86).

Summary of Feedback, Objection Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim | Environment Plan Controls
or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should | No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

Market Forces

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed Market Forces advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.39) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet
and Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.97).

Summary of Feedback, Objection Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim | Environment Plan Controls
or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should | NO additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

World Wildlife Fund (WWF) Australia

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed WWF advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.49) and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and
Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside followed-up via email (Appendix F, reference 1.89).
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Summary of Feedback, Objection Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim | Environment Plan Controls
or Claim and its Response

No feedback, objections or claims Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should | No additional measures or controls are required.
received despite follow up. feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

Research institutes and local conservation groups or organisations

University of Western Australia (UWA)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 11 November 2022, Woodside emailed UWA advising of the other proposed Scarborough activities Woodside asked for details of any research activities UWA is
undertaking that may overlap with the proposed activities (Appendix F, reference 1.101)

e On 17 November 2022, UWA emailed Woodside:

o UWA undertook a Multibeam Survey of the Madeline Shoals and although it captured most of the area, the geology appears to continue north into the Dampier
Marine Park.

o The northern tip of UWA’s MBES survey mapped outcropping igneous rock on the seabed is 1.3 km south of the Borrow Grounds SW boundary.
UWA has heard from Oceanic Offshore that they know of other hardgrounds north of the Madeline Shoals, but they did not have the time to follow up on their lead.

o UWA also noted it has a Parks Australia Grant to undertake habitat mapping of the Dampier Marine Park (early 2023) and it is to investigate the extent of the hard
rocky terrains within this zone.

e On 18 November 2022, UWA emailed Woodside:
o UWA also shared that the Madeleine Shoals have been added to the cultural landscape boundaries of the World heritage nomination dossier.
e On 14 December 2022, Woodside emailed UWA and arranged a time to meet.

e On 15 December 2022, Woodside met with representatives from UWA via video conference to provide a briefing on the broader Scarborough Project activities and
related EPs. During its meeting UWA confirmed:

o In general, Woodside’s offshore activities are out of the scope of interest for UWA; however, it has a particular interest in the Madeleine Shoals and the adjacent
borrow ground in Commonwealth waters.

There is a lack of data on terrain outside of the current mapping on Madeleine Shoals that, while unlikely, may extend north (towards the borrow ground area).
The full extent of the terrain was not captured given time and cost constrains.

The current mapping has the Shoals mapped ~100 m from the marine park boundary and ~1.3 km from the borrow ground boundary.

UWA also acknowledged Woodside may already have mapping of the borrow ground that indicates no exposed rock or hard material.

o O O O
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o Woodside confirmed extensive studies of the borrow ground and adjacent marine park found no hard material and a substantial depth of sand.

o UWA concluded it has submitted for additional funding for further exploration of Madeleine Shoals.
e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed UWA (Appendix F, reference 1.152) and:

- Noted Woodside appreciated the opportunity to meet with UWA in December to discuss the Scarborough development and related EPs, including the activities

proposed under this EP.

- Noted Woodside understood from the meeting that the proposed Scarborough activities are predominantly outside the scope of interest for UWA but wanted to bring
to the UWA'’s attention that it had updated its Consultation Information Sheets for the Scarborough EPs.

- Noted Woodside would soon be submitting the proposed EPs and requested any additional feedback from UWA.

Summary of Feedback, Objection
or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim
and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

UWA and Woodside have met to
discuss the broader Scarborough
activities and UWA has advised that
the proposed activities are
predominantly outside the scope of
interest for UWA.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

Woodside has provided additional information to UWA during the meeting on 15
December 2022 relating to UWA's areas of interest. UWA has advised that the
proposed activities are predominantly outside the scope of their interest.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of ongoing
consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will
be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of
Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

No additional measures or controls are required.

Western Australian Marine Science Institution (WAMSI)

Summary of information provided and record of consultation:

e On 3 February 2023, Woodside emailed WAMSI advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.147) and provided an updated Consultation Information
Sheet. Woodside also asked for details of any research activities WAMSI is undertaking that may overlap with the proposed activity.

e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.169).

Summary of Feedback, Objection
or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim
and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should
feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

No additional measures or controls are required.
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Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation (CSIRO)

Summary of information provided and record of engagement:

e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed CSIRO advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.163) and provided an updated Consultation Information
Sheet. Woodside also asked for details of any research activities CSIRO is undertaking that may overlap with the proposed activity.
e On 22 February 2023, Woodside sent a follow up email (reference 1.173).

Summary of Feedback, Objection
or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim
and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

No feedback, objections or claims
received despite follow up.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP. Should
feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will be assessed and,
where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of Change and Revision
process (see Section 7.6).

No additional measure or controls are required.

Australian Institute of Marine Science (AIMS)

Summary of information provided and record of engagement:

e On 21 September 2022, Woodside emailed AIMS (Appendix F, reference 1.8) advising of the proposed activity and provided a Consultation Information Sheet and

Consultation FAQ.

e On 13 October 2022, Woodside sent a follow up email (Appendix F, reference 1.78).

e On 6 February 2023, Woodside emailed AIMS advising of the proposed activity (Appendix F, reference 1.156) and provided an updated Consultation Information Sheet.
Woodside also asked for details of any research activities AIMS is undertaking that may overlap with the proposed activity.

e On 9 February 2023, AIMS emailed Woodside thanking it for the opportunity to consider the proposed activity.

e AIMS confirmed there are no overlaps with planned AIMS science activities in the area.

Summary of Feedback, Objection
or Claim

Woodside Energy’s Assessment of Merits of Feedback, Objection or Claim
and its Response

Environment Plan Controls

AIMS has responded and confirmed
there are no overlaps with planned
AIMS science activities in the area.

Whilst feedback has been received,
there were no objections or claims.

AIMS confirmed there are no overlaps with planned AIMS science activities in
the area.

Woodside engages in ongoing consultation throughout the life of an EP.
Woodside notes that further feedback may be received as part of ongoing
consultation. Should feedback be received after the EP has been accepted, it will
be assessed and, where appropriate, Woodside will apply its Management of
Change and Revision process (see Section 7.6).

No additional measures or controls are required.
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6 ENVIRONMENTAL RISK ASSESSMENT, PERFORMANCE
OUTCOMES, STANDARDS AND MEASUREMENT CRITERIA

6.1 Overview

This section presents the impact and risk analysis, evaluation and Environment Performance
Outcomes (EPOs), Environmental Performance Standards (EPS) and Measurement Criteria (MC)
for the Petroleum Activities Program, using the methodology described in Section 2 of this EP.

6.2 Impact and Risk Analysis and Evaluation

As required by Regulations 13(5) and 13(6) of the Environment Regulations, the following analysis
and evaluation demonstrates that the identified impacts and risks associated with the Petroleum
Activities Program are reduced to ALARP, are of an acceptable level and consider all operations of
the activity, including potential emergency conditions. The impact assessment for planned activities
has been based on the size of the PAA.

The impacts and risks identified during the ENVID workshops (including decision type, current risk
level, acceptability of impacts and risks, and tools used to demonstrate acceptability and ALARP)
have been divided into two broad categories:

e Planned activities (routine and non-routine) that have the potential for inherent
environmental impacts; and

e Unplanned events (accidents, incidents or emergency situations) with an environmental
consequence, termed risks.

Within these categories, impact and risk assessment groupings are based on environmental aspects
such as emissions and physical presence. In all cases, the worst-case risk was assumed.

The ENVID (performed in accordance with the methodology described in Section 2) identified
14 sources of environmental impacts and risks. A summary of the ENVID is provided in Table 6-3.

The WA-61-L and WA-62-L Subsea Infrastructure Installation specific ENVID workshop was
conducted on 28 April 2022. Attendees included: Environmental Advisers, Environmental Scientists,
Environmental Engineers, Hydrocarbon Spill Adviser, Environmental Consultants, Installation
Engineers and Managers, and Survey Operations Managers. The participants’ breadth of
knowledge, training and experience was sufficient to reasonably assure that the hazards that may
arise in connection with the petroleum activity in this EP were identified.

The impact and risk analysis and evaluation for the Petroleum Activities Program indicates that all
current environmental risks and impacts associated with the individual activities are reduced to
ALARP and are of an acceptable level, as discussed further in Sections 6.7 and 6.8. As described
in Section 4.9.1 the marine ecosystems hold both cultural and environmental value to traditional
custodians.

Woodside understands that marine ecosystems are considered connected and marine species in
offshore waters may also hold both cultural and environmental value, with the Indigenous groups in
nearshore areas. Activities that directly or indirectly impact marine species or disrupt or change their
migration patterns may impact an Indigenous groups functions, interests or activities where this
impacts coastal Indigenous connection with, or traditional uses of, those species or ecosystems in
nearshore areas.

Examples of pathways by which offshore activities may impact coastal Aboriginal connections with,
or traditional uses of, marine species include activities that result in a measurable decrease in
species population or changes to migration routes. It follows inherently that any impacts to marine
species offshore must be noticeable from the coastal waters in which Aboriginal groups hold rights
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and interests in order to have an impact in these areas. As a result, potential impacts to
environmental receptors must be managed in a manner that protects the ecological community as a
population, and does not disrupt behaviour or ecosystem function in nearshore coastal areas.

Woodside considers that when the impacts and risks to marine species, including potential totemic
species, have been reduced to ALARP and an acceptable level in offshore areas, the potential
impacts and risks to cultural values associated with coastal Indigenous connection with, or traditional
uses of marine species and associated ecosystems in nearshore coastal waters are also reduced to
ALARP and an acceptable level.

6.2.1 Concurrent operations and cumulative impacts

The Scarborough OPP (SAO006AF0000002, Rev 5; Section 8) assesses the potential cumulative
impact of the Scarborough Project and other activities / developments. In addition, Woodside has
assessed the cumulative impacts of the Petroleum Activities Program in relation to other
Scarborough activities that could realistically result in overlapping temporal and spatial extents.

Table 6-1 shows the proposed sequence of activities within this PAP and opportunities for concurrent
activities in permit areas WA-61-L and WA-62-L. This illustrates that the highest density of vessel
activity is expected to occur in about April 2024, with mooring pre-lay (HCV and support vessel),
D&C (MODU and support vessel), and trunkline installation (PV, B-type and support vessel).
Although unplanned and highly unlikely, subsea installation campaign 1 and/or IMMR may also occur
across April 2024, adding a PV, LCV and support vessel and/or OCV to the field. This worst-case
scenario has been assessed, at any time throughout the life of the EP, as acceptable and ALARP
with the controls implemented.

In this EP, cumulative impact assessment has been carried out for routine acoustic emissions. It was
determined that cumulative impact from activities within the Petroleum Activities Program, as well as
between the Petroleum Activities Program, D&C and SI&TI activities, was not credible for light
emissions and vessel discharges.

Other facilities located in proximity to the PAA were identified within Section 4.9.6. Given the
distance between the location of the PAA and other nearby petroleum facilities and activities, no
cumulative risks or impacts will credibly occur.
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Table 6-1: Indicative concurrent Woodside operations in WA-61-L, including activities within this EP Petroleum Activities Program and the
Scarborough D&C and SI&TI EPs

(could include
HLV)

ivi < < Te}
Activity | Vessels) | Approx. | @ | @ | Q| Q|| I (3|33 ||| |3|3|3|3|ejela(g|8|q
Durat|0n 1 1 J ! 1 ' 1 1 ! ' ' . ! 1 ' ! 1 1 1 1 ' 1
o e > (8] c fo] = = > c — (@] o = > O c o = = > c
[} Q o o3 ] o | ® S ) o o o) [} o | ©
alo|zlalS|E|=s|<|=|3|"|2|s|o|z|a|S|2|=|<|=]|7
Activities covered by this EP
Concrete pad LCV 2 months
installation &
mooring pre-lay
survey
*inc. WA-62-L
Gravimetry Survey vessel / | 2 months
baseline survey |LCV
*inc. WA-62-L
Subsea PV, LCV, 3 months
installation intermittent
campaign 1 support vessel
(could include
PSV)
Subsea LCV, HCV, 3 months
installation intermittent
campaign 2 support vessel
(could include
PSV)
Mooring pre-lay [HCV, 3 months
intermittent
support vessel
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Vi . ™ ™| m < < < Te)
Activity | Vessels) | Approx. | @ |0 |2 Q|3 |8 |8 |33 |3 ||| || (3|elelele|e|.
Durat|0n 1 1 J ! 1 ' 1 1 ! ' ' . ! 1 ' ! 1 1 1 1 ' 1
o = > (8} c o — — > c e ()] o = > (8] c 0 — — > c
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IMMR OCV (or similar) [ TBC?

Activities covered by other approvals

D&C MODU, support | 13 months
vessel

Trunkline install® |PV, B-type, 6 months
intermittent (~1 month in

support vessel | Permit Area)

Trunkline pre- |CV 1-3 months
commissioning?®

Trunkline Survey vessel | 2 months

surveys® (~4 days in
Permit Area)
per survey

Note: Planned execution windows and vessel numbers are shown in dark blue; potential execution windows are shown in light blue.
All schedules are indicative only and subject to change based on project schedule requirements, vessel availability, unforeseen circumstances, and weather.

7 Potential for IMMR to occur throughout the life of the EP, post-installation of any infrastructure
8 Within WA-61-L

® Trunkline pre-commissioning will not occur until trunkline installation is complete, so no overlap will occur
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6.3 Environmental Performance Outcomes, Standards and Measurement Criteria

Regulation 13(7) of the Environment Regulations requires that an EP includes Environmental
Performance Outcomes (EPOs), Environmental Performance Standards (EPSs) and Measurement
Criteria (MC) that address legislative and other controls to manage the environmental risks of the
activity to ALARP and acceptable levels.

The EPOs, EPSs and MC specified are consistent with legislative requirements and Woodside’s
standards and procedures. They have been developed based on the Codes and Standards, Good
Industry Practices and Professional Judgement outlined in Sections 2.3.2 and 2.3.3 as part of the
acceptability and ALARP justification process.

The EPOs, EPSs and MC are presented throughout this section and in Appendix D (Oil Spill
Preparedness and Response). A breach of these EPOs or standards constitutes a 'Recordable
Incident' under the Environment Regulations (refer to Section 7.8.4).

The Scarborough OPP identified the impacts and risks associated with the proposed development
and defined suitable high-level EPOs. The OPP EPOs have been cascaded to the relevant project
activities under this EP and the relationship between OPP EPOs and those developed in this EP is
summarised in Table 6-2.

For the physical and biological receptors within the EMBA, Woodside has set EPOs that are
consistent with the Matters of National Environmental Significance — Significant impact
guidelines 1.1 (DoE, 2013). For social receptors, including fishing and other commercial activities,
the EPOs that have been set reflect the requirements in the OPGGS Act Section 280(2), in that the
activities undertaken as a part of the development of Scarborough should not interfere with other
marine users, to a greater extent than is necessary for the exercise of right conferred by the titles
granted.

The EPOs for all environmental impacts/risks are identified and summarised in Table 6-2.
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Table 6-2: Comparison of EP EPOs to the relevant OPP EPOs

Aspect

EPOs in this EP

Relevant EPOs from the
Scarborough OPP

Comparison

Planned Activities

Section 6.7.1

Physical Presence —
Disturbance to Benthic Habitat
from subsea infrastructure
activities

EPO 1

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will not modify, destroy, fragment, isolate or disturb an
important or substantial area of habitat such that an adverse
impact on marine ecosystem functioning or integrity results.

EPO 1.1; EPO 4.1; EPO 6.4; EPO
6.8; EPO 12.4; EPO 15.6; EPO 16.2;
EPO 17.2; EPO 18.2:

EPO 2

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
prevents a substantial change to water quality that may
adversely impact on biodiversity, ecological integrity, social
amenity or human health.

EPO 6.1; EPO 7.1; EPO 8.1, EPO
9.1; EPO 10.1; EPO 12.1; EPO 15.2

The EPOs adopted in the EP
for the disturbance to benthic
habitat are consistent with the
EPOs in the OPP.

Section 6.7.2

Physical Presence — Interaction
with other marine users

EPO 3 EPO 5.1
Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that

prevents a substantial adverse effect on the sustainability of

commercial fishing.

EPO 4 EPO 5.2

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
does not interfere with other marine users to a greater extent
than is necessary for the exercise of right conferred by the
titles granted.

The EPOs adopted in the EP
for interaction with other
marine users are consistent
with the EPOs in the OPP.

Section 6.7.3

Routine Acoustic Emissions —
Generation of Noise from
Project Vessels

EPO 5

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will not seriously disrupt the lifecycle (breeding, feeding,
migration or resting behaviour) of an ecologically significant
proportion of the population of a migratory species.

EPO 1.4; EPO 4.3; EPO 10.6; EPO
15.9; EPO 18.5

EPO 6

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
prevents a substantial adverse effect on a population of
fishes, marine mammals, marine reptiles, or the spatial
distribution of a population.

EPO 4.2; EPO 15.7; EPO 18.4:

The EPOs adopted in the EP
for routine noise emissions are
consistent with the EPOs in
the OPP.
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Aspect EPOs in this EP Relevant EPOs from the Comparison
Scarborough OPP
EPO 7 EPO 1.3; EPO 10.5; EPO 15.8
Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will not substantially modify, destroy or isolate an area of
important habitat for a migratory species.
Section 6.7.4 EPO 1 EPO 1.1; EPO 4.1; EPO 6.4; EPO The EPOs adopted in the EP

Routine Light Emissions:
External Lighting on Project
Vessels

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will not modify, destroy, fragment, isolate or disturb an
important or substantial area of habitat such that an adverse
impact on marine ecosystem functioning or integrity results.

6.8; EPO 12.4; EPO 15.6; EPO 16.2;
EPO 17.2; EPO 18.2:

EPO 8

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will not have a substantial adverse effect on a population of
seabirds or shorebirds, or the spatial distribution of the
population.

EPO 1.2; EPO 15.3

EPO 5

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will not seriously disrupt the lifecycle (breeding, feeding,
migration or resting behaviour) of an ecologically significant
proportion of the population of a migratory species.

EPO 1.4; EPO 4.3; EPO 10.6; EPO
15.9; EPO 18.5

EPO 6

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
prevents a substantial adverse effect on a population of
fishes, marine mammals, marine reptiles, or the spatial
distribution of a population.

EPO 4.2; EPO 15.7, EPO 18.4

for routine light emissions are
consistent with the EPOs in
the OPP.

EPO 7

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will not substantially modify, destroy or isolate an area of
important habitat for a migratory species.

EPO 1.3; EPO 10.5; EPO 15.8

Section 6.7.5

EPO 9

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will not result in a substantial change in air quality which may

EPO 2.1

New EPO - EPO 6 relating to
Atmospheric and GHG
emissions to be inclusive of all
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Aspect EPOs in this EP Relevant EPOs from the Comparison
Scarborough OPP
Routine Atmospheric and adversely impact on biodiversity, ecological integrity social emissions relevant to this
Greenhouse Gas Emissions amenity or human health. Petroleum Activities Program.
EPO 10 New EPO

Assess opportunities to improve energy efficiency and reduce
GHG emissions from the Petroleum Activities Program.

Section 6.7.6 EPO 11 EPO 6.1; EPO 7.1; EPO 8.1; EPO The EPOs adopted in the EP
Routine and Non-Routine Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that | 9-1; EPO 10.1; EPO 12.1; EPO 14.1; | for project vessel discharges
Discharges: Subsea does not result in a substantial change in water quality which | EPO 15.2 are consistent with the EPOs
Infrastructure Installation may adversely impact on biodiversity, ecological integrity, in the OPP.

social amenity or human health.

EPO 1 EPO 1.1; EPO 4.1; EPO 6.4; EPO

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that | 6-8; EPO 12.4; EPO 15.6, EPO 16.2;

will not modify, destroy, fragment, isolate or disturb an EPO 17.2; EPO 18.2:

important or substantial area of habitat such that an adverse
impact on marine ecosystem functioning or integrity results.

EPO 12 EPO 10.2; EPO 12.3

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
prevents a substantial adverse effect on a population of
plankton including its life cycle and spatial distribution.

EPO 13 EPO 10.8; EPO 12.5; EPO 16.3

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner
which does not modify, destroy, fragment, isolate or disturb
an important or substantial area of habitat such that an
adverse impact on marine ecosystem functioning or integrity
an area defined as a KEF.

EPO 14 EPO 12.2

Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
prevents substantial change in sediment quality, which may
adversely impact biodiversity, ecological integrity, social
amenity or human health.
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Aspect EPOs in this EP Relevant EPOs from the Comparison
Scarborough OPP
EPO 15 EPO 10.3
Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
prevents significant impacts on the values of the Exmouth
Plateau KEF.
Section 6.7.7 EPO 11 EPO 6.1; EPO 7.1; EPO 8.1; EPO

Routine and Non-Routine
Discharges: Project Vessels

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program activities in a
manner that does not result in a substantial change in water
quality which may adversely impact on biodiversity,
ecological integrity, social amenity or human health

9.1; EPO 10.1; EPO 12.1; EPO 14.1,
EPO 15.2

EPO 12

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
prevents a substantial adverse effect on a population of
plankton including its life cycle and spatial distribution.

EPO 10.2; EPO 12.3

Unplanned Activities

Section 6.8.2 EPO 17 EPO 19.1 The EPOs adopted in the EP
Unplanned Hydrocarbon No release of hydrocarbons to the marine environment due to for an unplanned hydrocarbon
Release: Vessel Collision a vessel collision associated with the Petroleum Activities release from a vessel collision
Program. are consistent with the EPOs
in the OPP.
Section 6.8.2 EPO 18 EPO 14.1 This EPO has been adapted
Unplanned Hydrocarbon Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that from EPO 14.1 in the
Release: Bunkering will prevent an unplanned release of non-process/reservoir SCart_)orough OP_P which _
hydrocarbons to the marine environment resulting in a pertains to chemical releases;
substantial change in water quality which may adversely and made relevant to non-
impact on biodiversity, ecological integrity, social amenity or Process/reservoir
human health. hydrocarbons such as vessel
marine fuel.
Section 6.8.4 EPO 19 EPO 14.1 The EPOs adopted in the EP

Unplanned Discharge:
Chemicals and Minor

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
will prevent an unplanned release of chemicals or non-
process hydrocarbons to the marine environment resulting in
a substantial change in water quality which may adversely

for an unplanned hydrocarbon
release from bunkering are
consistent with the EPOs in
the OPP.
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Aspect

EPOs in this EP

Relevant EPOs from the
Scarborough OPP

Comparison

Hydrocarbon Spills (Deck and
Subsea spills)

impact on biodiversity, ecological integrity, social amenity or
human health.

Section 6.8.5

Unplanned Discharge:
Hazardous and Non —
Hazardous Solid Waste

EPO 20

Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that will
prevent an unplanned release of solid waste to the marine
environment resulting in a significant impact

EPO 151

EPO 8

Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that will
prevent a substantial adverse effect on a population of
seabirds or shorebirds, or the spatial distribution of the
population

EPO 1.2; EPO 15.3

EPO 5

Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that will
not seriously disrupt the lifecycle (breeding, feeding,
migration or resting behaviour) of an ecologically significant
proportion of the population of a migratory species.

EPO 1.4; EPO 4.3; EPO 10.6; EPO
15.9; EPO 18.5

EPO 6

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that
prevents a substantial adverse effect on a population of
fishes, marine mammals, marine reptiles, or the spatial
distribution of a population.

EPO 4.2; EPO 15.7;, EPO 18.4

EPO 7

Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that will
not substantially modify, destroy or isolate an area of
important habitat for a migratory species.

EPO 1.3; EPO 10.5; EPO 15.8

EPO 2

Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that will
prevent a substantial change in water quality which may
adversely impact on biodiversity, ecological integrity, social
amenity or human health.

EPO 6.1; EPO 7.1; EPO 8.1; EPO

9.1; EPO 10.1; EPO12.1; EPO 14.1;

EPO 15.2

EPO 6

EPO 10.4; EPO 154

The EPOs adopted in the EP
for an unplanned discharge of
hazardous and non-hazardous
solid wastes are consistent
with the EPOs in the OPP.
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Aspect EPOs in this EP Relevant EPOs from the Comparison
Scarborough OPP
Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that will
prevent a substantial adverse effect on a population of fish, or
the spatial distribution of the population.
EPO 21 EPO 10.7; EPO 15.5; EPO 18.3
Undertake Petroleum Activities Program in a manner that will
prevent a substantial adverse effect on a population of
marine mammals or the spatial distribution of the population.
Section 6.8.6 EPO 13 EPO 10.8; EPO 12.5; EPO 16.3 The EPOs adopted in the EP

Physical Presence (Unplanned):

Seabed Disturbance

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner
which does not modify, destroy, fragment, isolate or disturb
an important or substantial area of habitat such that an
adverse impact on marine ecosystem functioning or integrity
in an area defined as a KEF.

EPO 22

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner
which prevents unplanned seabed disturbance.

EPO 16.1

for unplanned seabed
disturbance are consistent with
the EPOs in the OPP.

Section 6.8.7

Physical Presence (Unplanned):

Invasive Marine Species

EPO 13

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner
which does not modify, destroy, fragment, isolate or disturb
an important or substantial area of habitat such that an
adverse impact on marine ecosystem functioning or integrity
in an area defined as a KEF.

EPO 10.8; EPO 12.5; EPO 16.3

EPO 23

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner
which prevents a known or potential pest species (IMS)
becoming established.

EPO 17.1, EPO 17.3, EPO 17.4

OPP EPO’s 17.1, 17.3 and
17.4 have been combined to
form one EPO which
encompasses the intent and
outcome of all three.

Section 6.8.8

Physical Presence (Unplanned):

Collision with Marine Fauna

EPO 24

Undertake the Petroleum Activities Program in a manner
which prevents a vessel strike with protected marine fauna
during project activities.

EPO 18.1

The EPOs adopted in the EP
for the unplanned collision with
marine fauna are consistent
with the EPOs in the OPP.
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6.4 Presentation

The environmental impact and risk analysis and evaluation (ALARP and acceptability), EPOs,
standards and MC are presented in the following tabular form throughout this section. ltalicised text
in the following example denotes the purpose of each part of the table with reference to the relevant
sections of the Environment Regulations and/or this EP.

Scarborough OPP — Relevant Impact Assessment Section

<Reference to section number in the Scarborough Project OPP>

Context <Description of the context for the impact/risk. Regulation 13(1, 13(2) and 13(3)>

Relevant Activities Existing Environment Stakeholder consultation
Source of Aspect — Relevant environment — Consultation — Section reference
Section reference Section reference Consultation — Regulation 11A
Description of the Activity — Description of the Environment —
Regulation 13(1) Regulations 13(2)(3)
Impact/Risk Evaluation Summary
Environmental Value Potentially Impacted Evaluation
Regulations 13(2)(3)
g 5 g
Source of © = e =
Impact/Risk S = ) o] - = =
. c @ o I = ® o o
Regulation 1 3 I= > | £ ~ CE) 2 o S| el =
3(1) = 5 = = £ s | >l s l2l| 9 =
O 7} = = @ o o ) I |9 = @
© 0 o = = 0 o = Q o = < £
c (<)) s g () T 9 Doy ~ C o a
© c 3] o= 7 S o o 8| = o |l x| o =
= | 8 | &|28| 2| &|8|s|2|2|5/5|8)3
A s S | <o w0 " o} o | E|l T |0 <] < o
Summary of
source of
risk/impact

Description of Source of Impact/Risk

Description of the identified impact/risk including sources or threats that may lead to the risk or identified event.
Regulation 13(1).

Detailed Impact Assessment

Assessment of Potential Impacts

Receptor

Impact / risk

Assessment of potential impact

Discussion and assessment of the potential impacts to the identified environment value(s). Regulations 13(5)(6).

Potential impacts to environmental values have been assigned and discussed based on Woodside’s Environmental
Consequence Definitions for Use in Environmental Risk Assessments (Figure 2-1).

Cumulative Impacts

Description of any cumulative impacts specific to the PAP (cumulative impact assessment of Scarborough project as a
whole is covered in the OPP)
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Summary of Assessment Outcomes

Impact Significance
Receptor Impact Receptor Sensitivity Level Magnitude Level / Risk
Consequence

Overall Impact Significance Level/ Risk consequence: Roll up to Impact/consequence rating (in impact/risk
evaluation summary at top of this table) but need to look at individual receptors as being equal to or less than level of
acceptability in the OPP.

Demonstration of ALARP

Control Considered Control Feasibility (F) | Benefit in Proportionality Control
and Cost/Sacrifice Impact/Risk Adopted
(CS) Reduction
ALARP Tool Used - Section 2.3.4
Summary of control Technical/logistical Quantum of Proportionality of If control is
considered to ensure the feasibility of the control. | impact/risk that could | cost/sacrifice vs adopted:
impacts and risks are Cost/sacrifice required | be averted (measured | environmental Reference
continuously reduced to to implement the in terms of reduction benefit. If to Control
ALARP. control (qualitative of likelihood, proportionate # provided.
Regulation 13(5)(c). measure). consequence and (benefits outweigh
current risk rating) if costs) the control
the cost/sacrifice is will be adopted. If
made and the control | disproportionate
is adopted. (costs outweigh

benefits) the control
will not be adopted.

ALARP Statement:

Made on the basis of the environmental risk assessment outcomes, use of the relevant tools appropriate to the
decision type (Section 2.3.3 and Figure 2-3) and a proportionality assessment. Regulation 10A(b).

Demonstration of Acceptability

Acceptability Criteria and Assessment

Impact Significance Level / Risk Consequence levels for receptors are within acceptable bounds of the OPP:
Adoption of relevant OPP EPOs and controls:

Internal/external context and other requirements specific to this EP Petroleum Activities Program:

Acceptability Statement:
Outcomes of the impact assessment in comparison to OPP and ALARP demonstration.

Environmental Performance Outcomes, Standards and Measurement Criteria

EPO Adopted Control(s) EPS MC

EPO# C# PS# MC#

S: Specific performance which Identified control adopted to Measurement
addresses the legislative and ensure the impacts and risks criteria for
other controls that manage the determining
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Environmental Performance Outcomes, Standards and Measurement Criteria

EPO Adopted Control(s) EPS MC

activity and against which are continuously reduced to Statement of the performance | whether the
performance by Woodside in ALARP. required of a control measure. | outcomes and
protecting the environment will Regulation 13(5)(c). Regulation 13(7)(a) standards have
be measured. been met.

M: Performance against the Regulation 13(7)
outcome will be measured by (©

measuring implementation of the
controls via the measurement
criteria.

A: Achievability/feasibility of the
outcome demonstrated via
discussion of feasibility of
controls in ALARP
demonstration. Controls are
directly linked to the outcome.

R: The outcome will be relevant
to the source of risk and the
potentially impacted
environmental value.

T: The outcome will state the
timeframe during which the
outcome will apply or by which it
will be achieved.

6.5 Potential Environment Risks Not Included Within the Scope of this
Environment Plan

The ENVID identified environmental risks that were assessed as not being applicable within or
outside the PAA as a result of the Petroleum Activities Program and, therefore, were determined to
not form part of this EP. These are described in the next sections for information only.

6.5.1 Shallow/Near-shore Activities

The Petroleum Activities Program is located in water depths greater than 100 m and at a significant
distance from nearest landfall. Consequently, risks associated with shallow/ nearshore activities
such as vessel anchoring, and risks of grounding were assessed as not credible.

6.5.2 Dewatering of Subsea Infrastructure

Planned discharges associated with FCG, hydrotest and leak testing of the flowlines and risers etc.
during subsea installation activities are outlined in Table 3-7 and Table 3-8 and assessed in
Section 6.7.6. Dewatering will be required prior to commissioning of the infrastructure, but will be
conducted under a Scarborough Project Offshore Facility and Trunkline (Operation) EP. Dewatering
discharges are therefore excluded from the scope of this EP.

6.5.3 Generation of Noise from Helicopters and ROV

It is not credible that airborne noise from helicopter transfers would add to levels of underwater noise
emanating from project vessels and positioning equipment to any extent. Similarly, it is not credible
that noise from ROV operations at the seabed in approximately 900-1000 m water depth would add
to levels of noise emanating from project vessels just below the sea surface, or noise emissions from
transponders on the seabed, to any extent. Noise emissions from these other sources would not add
to cumulative sound fields from project vessel and transponders to any discernible extent. As such
noise emissions from these sources have not been considered in Section 6.7.3.
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6.5.4 Loss of Containment of Existing Subsea Infrastructure

As described in Section 4.9.6, existing subsea infrastructure may be present in the PAA during
installation of subsea infrastructure (i.e. Xmas trees installed during the Scarborough drilling and
completions program). There is therefore a risk (albeit low likelihood) of dropped objects resulting in
damage to a Xmas tree and loss of containment. Loss of containment from a Scarborough well
during drilling is assessed in Section 6.8.3 of the Scarborough Drilling and Completions EP. This is
considered a worst-case loss of containment scenario and is greater than the credible spill volume
from a completed well. The assessment in the Drilling and Completions EP details the control
measures associated with an unplanned release from a well. This risk is therefore not assessed
again as part of this EP. However, relevant control measures and performance outcomes, standards
and measurement criteria that apply to the prevention of dropped objects for this Petroleum Activities
Program are identified in Section 6.8.6. Additional controls for operating the project vessels are
provided throughout Sections 6.7 and 6.8 of this EP.

6.6 Indirect Impacts

For the proposed Petroleum Activities Program, the potential ‘indirect’ environmental impacts and
risks evaluated are those associated with mobilisation/demobilisation of project vessels to the PAA,
which have been considered in the environmental impact assessment in Sections 6.7 and 6.8.

Due to the nature and scale of these potential indirect environmental impacts and risks (such as fuel
usage, interaction with other marine users and usual vessel discharges), and the regulatory
frameworks and applicable maritime regulations in place to manage them, Woodside considers the
potential impacts and risks from mobilisation and demobilisation of project vessels to be inherently
ALARP in its current state. Therefore, Woodside considers that standard vessel operations are
appropriate to manage the potential impacts and risks from mobilisation and demobilisation of project
vessels to a level that is acceptable.

The extraction of Scarborough gas for onshore processing is not included in this Petroleum Activities
Program. Subsequent and future petroleum activities must first be authorised under the OPGGS(E)R
and implemented before Scarborough gas is able to be extracted for onshore processing. Therefore,
any indirect impacts and risks arising from the onshore processing of Scarborough gas are not
considered indirect impacts/risks of this Petroleum Activities Program, but will be evaluated in future
Scarborough EPs as appropriate. Section 1.10.2.1 outlines the list of broader Scarborough
Development activities, which will be addressed in EPs submitted to NOPSEMA for assessment.
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Table 6-3: Environmental Risk analysis and summary

Discharges: Project Vessels

on species, habitat (but not affecting ecosystems function),
physical or biological attributes.

Aspect Risk Rating Acceptability
c @ Potential Impact/Consequence Level
2 o = x
5 38 2 X o
(5] Q o
= £ | 25
© S I
i Ev S| e
8 - |
Planned Activities (Routine and Non-routine)
Physical Presence — Disturbance 6.71 | D Environment — Slight, short-term impact (less than one year) Broadly Acceptable
to Benthic Habitat from subsea on species, habitat (but not affecting ecosystems function), Has been shown to meet
infrastructure activities physical or biological attributes. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Physical Presence — Interaction 6.72 | E Slight, short-term impact (<1 year) to a community or Broadly Acceptable
with other marine users arealitem of cultural significance. Has been shown to meet
requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Routine Acoustic Emissions — 6.73 | E Environment — Slight, short-term impact (less than one year) Broadly Acceptable
Generation of Noise from Project on species, habitat (but not affecting ecosystems function), Has been shown to meet
Vessels physical or biological attributes. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Routine Light Emissions: External | 6.7.4 | E Environment — Slight, short-term impact (less than one year) Broadly Acceptable
Lighting on Project Vessels on species, habitat (but not affecting ecosystems function), Has been shown to meet
physical or biological attributes. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Routine Atmospheric and 6.75 | F Environment — No lasting effect (less than one month); Broadly Acceptable
Greenhouse Gas Emissions localised impact not significant to environmental receptors. Has been shown to meet
requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Routine and Non-Routine 6.76 | E Environment — Slight, short-term impact (less than one year) Broadly Acceptable
Discharges: Subsea Infrastructure on species, habitat (but not affecting ecosystems function), Has been shown to meet
Installation physical or biological attributes. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Routine and Non-Routine 6.7.7 | E Environment — Slight, short-term impact (less than one year) Broadly Acceptable

Has been shown to meet
requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
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Aspect Risk Rating Acceptability
c @) Potential Impact/Consequence Level
0 o = x
° =5 o 74
i c 3 2 ¥ o
o | 3F £ | g5
= =
i | E2 g | La
§ 53
Unplanned Activities (Accidents, Incidents, Emergency Situations)
Unplanned Hydrocarbon Release: | 6.8.2 | D Moderate, medium-term impact (2—10 years) on 1 M Broadly Acceptable
Vessel Collision ecosysytems, species, habitat or physical or biological Has been shown to meet
attributes requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Unplanned Hydrocarbon Release: | 6.8.3 | D Minor, short-term impact (1-2 years) on species, habitat (but | 1 M Broadly Acceptable
Bunkering not affecting ecosystem function), physical or biological Has been shown to meet
attribute. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Unplanned Discharge: Chemicals | 6.8.4 | E Environment — Slight, short-term impact (less than one year) | 1 L Broadly Acceptable
and Minor Hydrocarbon Spills on species, habitat (but not affecting ecosystems function), Has been shown to meet
(Deck and Subsea spills) physical or biological attributes. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Unplanned Discharge: Hazardous | 6.8.5 | D Minor, short-term impact (1-2 years) on species, habitat (but | O L Broadly Acceptable
and Non — Hazardous Solid not affecting ecosystem function), physical or biological Has been shown to meet
Waste attribute. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Physical Presence (Unplanned): 686 | D Minor, short-term impact (1-2 years) on species, habitat (but | 1 M Broadly Acceptable
Seabed Disturbance not affecting ecosystem function), physical or biological Has been shown to meet
attribute. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Physical Presence (Unplanned): 6.8.7 | E Environment — Slight, short-term impact (less than one year) | 0 L Broadly Acceptable
Invasive Marine Species on species, habitat (but not affecting ecosystems function), Has been shown to meet
physical or biological attributes. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
Physical Presence (Unplanned): 6.88 | E Environment — Slight, short-term impact (less than one year) | 1 L Broadly Acceptable
Collision with Marine Fauna on species, habitat (but not affecting ecosystems function), Has been shown to meet
physical or biological attributes. requirements listed in Section 2.3.5
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6.7 Planned Activities (Routine and Non-Routine)

6.7.1 Physical Presence — Seabed Disturbance

Scarborough OPP - Relevant Impact Assessment Section

Section 7.1.6 —Physical Presence — Seabed Disturbance

Context

Relevant Activities
Gravimetry — Section 3.9

Subsea Infrastructure Installation
— Section 3.10

FPU Mooring Pre-Lay —
Section 3.10.3

ROV Operations — Section 3.8.3
Underwater positioning —

Existing Environment

Marine Regional Characteristics

— Section 4.2

Physical Environment —
Section 4.3

Habitats and Biological

Communities — Section 4.5

Stakeholder consultation
Consultation — Section 5

Section 3.8.5
Marine Growth Removal —
Section 3.8.6
Contingency Activities —
Section 3.11
Impact/Risk Evaluation Summary
Environmental Value Potentially Evaluation
Impacted
o} 5 = o
g 5| £ c g
_ z| B2 & £
Source of Impact/Risk 2| & & || 2= g = I
2l E| 2] £ 3 £ S o 0 >
2l = | E| =S| & 2 > Z 5| o £
6| B © > | E s ~ o ° = o =
> = ) 1S) 04 = Q )
N = Z (5] c (@) ©
Sl o 9|8 |2(8|2| o | S| 2|l a| 2| E
Sl e|s8|&| 2| 5ols @ @ = 2 E @ =
sle|&|l=|38|&l8| 8 |g|£|5/3]8]3
n| = || < |O0|a|lon o) £ 3| O < < o
Installation of concrete N4 N4 N4 A D - - GP
pads for gravimetry PJ
surveys
Installation of subsea v v v
infrastructure
Pre-lay of FPU mooring N4 v v
ROV operations near the N4 v v
seabed (including localised o
sediment relocation) 2
o
Placement and retrieval of v v v Q
seabed transponders (DP 5 N
vessels) % 5
Removal of marine growth v v v 8 8
from infrastructure. o0 w
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Contingency cut and v v v
removal of flowline section
in the event of a wet buckle

Span rectification v v v Iv | v | A E - -

Description of Source of Impact/Risk

Gravimetry

Approximately 220 concrete pads (up to a maximum of 265) will be installed on the seabed in preparation for
conducting gravimetry surveys. The pads are conical frustum-shaped, approximately 1.6 m in diameter, and will be
placed approximately 2 km apart, having a cumulative seabed footprint of approximately 530 m2. The pads will remain
on the seabed for the operating life of the Scarborough field. The baseline gravimetry survey will involve the temporary
placement of a passive gravity meter, sequentially on each concrete pad by ROV, and temporary deployment of tide
gauges on the seabed. The ROV will stand off during the measurements and will land on the seabed. Approximately
39 tide gauges will be deployed at 13 locations, the footprint at each of the 13 locations will be approximately 1 m2,
The tide gauges will be recovered after the baseline survey is complete.

Installation of Subsea Infrastructure

Subsea infrastructure for the Scarborough field development will be installed across two campaigns as described in
Section 3.10. In campaign 1 the following infrastructure is planned to be installed over a period of about three months:
e Thirteen mud mats (approximately 16 m x 9 m x 0.3 m) — to form base for six FLETs and seven ILTs.

e Up to twelve mud mats (approximately 8 m x 4 m x 3 m) — to form base for SDUs and UTAs.

e Seven flowline sleepers (approximately 30 m x 2.5 m x 1 m).

e Three lengths of flowline (16" diameter, 12,000-17,200 m long)

e Riser base manifold foundation (four suction piles with a rigid frame with dimensions of approximately 28 m x
15mx6m.

In campaign 2 the following infrastructure is planned to be installed over a period of about 3 months:
¢ RBM (onto pre-installed foundation).

e Six risers and one dynamic umbilical (14" diameter, 2,200-2,900 m long) — using a clump weight for initiation and
pick-up rigging to facilitate future connection.

¢ Nine flexible jumpers (8" diameter, 100—1000 m long).

e Eight static umbilicals (108—-212 mm diameter, a total of approximately 42,000 m long).

e Two SDUs and an SDA (onto pre-laid mud mats).

e One rigid spool (32" diameter, spread across area of approximately 51 m x 16 m x 3.6 m).
Pre-lay of FPU mooring

Twenty mooring legs for the FPU will be installed over a period of about 3 months. Each of the 20 legs will be
composed of both wire and chain components, and are anchored with 23 m high by 8 m diameter suction piles, buried
with only the top exposed above seabed. These piles and wire/chain will be wet stored on the seabed with attached
recovery assistance, until connection to the FPU, which will be addressed by a future Environment Plan. This will
result in disturbance of approximately 0.008 km? of seabed, contained within a 11 km? area.

ROV Operations

Pre- and post-lay surveys will be conducted by ROV to assess seabed condition pre-installation and confirm
infrastructure location post-installation. The use of an ROV may result in temporary seabed disturbance and
suspension of sediment as a result of working close to, or occasionally on, the seabed. ROV use close to or on the
seabed is limited to that required for effective and safe subsea activities. The footprint of a typical ROV is about 2.5 m
x 1.7 m (4.25 m?).

Underwater Acoustic Positioning

Accurate positioning of infrastructure on the seabed is required, and therefore long base line (LBL) and/or ultra short
baseline (USBL) acoustic positioning may be required in some instances (see Section 3.8.5). LBL transponders may
be moored to the seabed by a clump weight (approximate footprint of <1 m?2), which are recovered by means of a
hydrostatic release. If clump weights are used, they will be recovered.

Marine Growth Removal

Excess marine growth may need to be removed from subsea infrastructure using an ROV if accumulated between
installation phases. Removing marine growth is undertaken via a high-pressure water and/or brushes or acid, by ROV.

Contingency Activities
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In the event of a wet buckle during flowline installation, the damaged section of the flowline will need to be removed by
localised excavation with an ROV (to allow the cutting tool to get into place), cutting from the remainder of the flowline,
and moving out of the flowline route. Upon completion of this activity, the remaining flowline will be recovered to the
installation vessel and the damaged section of the flowline will be recovered by a pipeline recovery tool.

Span Rectification

In the event span rectification is required, grout bags would be placed under the span section; the empty bag moved
into position using ROV, then filled with grout supplied from a mixing and pumping spread on the vessel via a

downline. Small, prefilled bags may be installed using ROV or lowered to the seabed using a vessel crane. Typical
grout volumes depend on the size of the span and may vary in weight from about 200—2000 kg per span.

Detailed Impact Assessment

Assessment of Potential Impacts

Water quality

Elevations in turbidity will be intermittent and temporary in nature depending on the phase of the activity (e.g., during
installation, and/or ROV use etc.), and are not expected to occur throughout the two campaigns. Further the sediment
dispersed during these activities is naturally occurring and will settle under existing hydrodynamic conditions.

Epifauna and Infauna

The PAA is located in water depths of approximately 900-1000 m (refer to Section 3.5). Marine life, such as deep
water benthic communities epifauna and infauna (living on and in the sediment dominated habitat), may be impacted
from the permanent placement of infrastructure, or placement of temporary infrastructure on the seabed. Permanent
infrastructure will be present for the duration of field life and will result in the displacement and/or permanent loss of
epifauna and infauna within the physical footprint. Permanent infrastructure includes gravimetry pads; flowlines,
umbilicals and associated structures (including mud mats); RBM and foundation; and FPU mooring legs; and span
rectification structures. Temporary infrastructure and equipment will be removed from the field upon completion of
installation activities and includes the initiation suction pile and leader wire for flowline lay initiation; installation aids
(i.e. transponder arrays, frames); wet-storing of dynamic umbilicals and risers; and ROV operations) on the seabed.

Disturbance to the seabed can alter the physical seabed habitat conditions, resulting in epifauna and infauna
community changes (Newell et al., 1998). The seabed of the PAA is characterised by sparse marine life dominated by
mobile organisms (ERM, 2013). The benthic biota are predominantly deposit feeders such as epifauna (living on the
seabed): shrimp (crustaceans) and sea cucumbers (echinoderms), and infauna (living within the surface sediments)
small, burrowing worms (polychaetes) and crustaceans (ERM, 2013) (Section 4.5). The PAA is not located within or
adjacent to an AMP.

Habitat modification as a result of loss of habitat within the direct footprint of infrastructure, or localised seabed
disturbance in proximity to infrastructure during installation activities. Benthic communities may be reduced or altered,
leading to a highly localised impact to any epifauna and infauna benthic communities present. Potential impacts
include; burial or smothering of benthic biota from localised sediment deposition, particularly to sessile epifauna such
as sea pens and infauna (polychaetes), and sediment coating resulting from elevated turbidity/TSS potentially causing
clogging or damage to the physiological functioning of certain biota (sea pens, polychaetes) reliant on external
respiratory and feeding structures. The deep-water environment is not oxygen saturated and oxygen levels in the
water column at depth are substantially reduced as compared to the upper surface layers. Deep water benthic biota
are adapted to such conditions which also include zero light and reduced temperature. Changes in oxygen levels
resulting from the seabed infrastructure installation will be of short duration and temporary. Furthermore, sediment
quality sampling indicated low organic content (Section 4.4) and further depletion of oxygen levels due to organically
rich sediment disturbance is not predicted. The seabed sediments of the PAA contain low levels of contaminants such
as metals and no hydrocarbons (Section 4.4) so no toxicological impacts to benthic biota from disturbed sediments is
predicted. The scale and magnitude of potential impacts will be limited to the offshore seabed infrastructure physical
footprint area, representing a relatively small proportion of the total area of deep water habitat and associated benthic
communities of the PAA, that are known to be present in the wider region.

No threatened or migratory species, or ecological communities (as defined under the EPBC Act), were identified in the
benthic communities during studies completed in the PAA (ERM, 2013). The epifauna and infauna benthic
communities known to exist in the PAA are likely to be well represented elsewhere in the region, with impacts
restricted to a highly localised proportion of benthic communities. The magnitude of potential impacts to epifauna and
infauna from seabed disturbance during activities associated with the Petroleum Activities Program is Slight.

KEFs

The Exmouth Plateau KEF overlaps the PAA and seabed disturbance may lead to a highly localised change in habitat
and water quality. Loss of habitat within the direct footprint of infrastructure represents a small area relative to the
large extent of the KEF and additional disturbance during installation activities will be short-term, associated with the
temporal extent of installation activities. These potential impacts are unlikely to impact on the ecological value of the
KEF, which include enhanced productivity along the northern and southern boundaries of the Plateau that attract
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small pelagic species and nekton, as well as larger predators such as billfishes, sharks and dolphins (Brewer et al.
2007).

Summary of Assessment Outcomes

Receptor Impact Eeeseelptor SEmS Y Magnitude Impact Significance Level
Water Quality | Change in water Low value Slight Negligible (F)
quality
Epifauna and | Injury/mortality to Low value Slight Negligible (F)
Infauna fauna
KEFs Change in habitat High value habitat Slight Minor (D)

Overall Impact Significance Level: The overall impact significance level for disturbance to benthic habitat from
subsea infrastructure installation activities is D based on a minor impact to the high value receptor (KEFs). The impact
significance levels for individual receptors are consistent with the level in the OPP.
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Demonstration of ALARP

Control Considered Control Feasibility | Benefit in Proportionality Control Adopted
(F) and Impact/Risk
Cost/Sacrifice (CS) | Reduction

Legislation, Codes and Standards

An ROV inspection will F: Yes In accordance with | Legislative Yes
be undertaken, post CS: ROV OPGGS Act requirement Cc11
installation, to confirm all | jnspections post Section 572 alll
installation aids have installation standard | €auipmentis
been removed. practice removed when no

longer in use.
Good Practice
Infrastructure will be F: Yes. Positioning Benefits Yes
placed on the seabed CS: Standard infrastructure outweigh Cc12
within the design practice. within the design cost/sacrifice.
footprint using footprint will
positioning technology reduce the

potential

magnitude of

impact.
Environmental F: Yes. Existing Control grossly No

monitoring of the seabed
prior to, and following the
Petroleum Activities
Program to assess any
impacts to seabed.

CS: Significant.
Monitoring of the
seabed, particularly
the deep waters of
the PAA, would
have significant
additional costs to
obtain and analyse
data with the spatial

understanding of
the benthic habitat
within the PAA
(based on previous
surveys) confirm
that the benthic
habitat is sparse
and well
represented across

disproportionate.

Monitoring will
not reduce the
consequence or
likelihood of any
impacts to the
seabed, and the
cost associated
with the level of

resolution to the region. Impacts | monitoring
accurately assess to benthic habitat required to
changes to the from the Petroleum | accurately
seabed habitat. Activities Program | assess any
are expected to be | impacts greatly
limited. outweighs the

benefits gained.

Reduce the number of
gravimetry pads.

F: No.

CS: Gravimetry
pads are essential
as they ensure that
gravimetry
measurements are
acquired at the
same position on
the seabed in
consecutive
surveys. The
number of pads is
already limited to
only that required to
conduct the work
effectively and
safely. CS: Not
assessed, control
not feasible.

Not assessed,
control not
feasible.

Not assessed,
control not
feasible.

No

Professional Judgement — Eliminate
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Do not use ROV close
to, or on, the seabed.

F: No. The use of
ROVs (including

Not assessed,
control not

Not assessed,
control not

No

work close to or feasible. feasible.
occasionally landed
on the seabed) is
critical as the ROV
is the main tool used
to guide and
manipulate
equipment during
drilling. ROV usage
is already limited to
only that required to
conduct the work
effectively and
safely. Due to
visibility and
operational issues
ROV work on or
close to the seabed
is avoided unless
necessary.

CS: Not assessed,
control not feasible.

Professional Judgement — Substitute

No additional controls identified.

Professional Judgement — Engineered Solution

No additional controls identified.

ALARP Statement:

On the basis of the environmental impact assessment outcomes and use of the relevant tools appropriate to the
decision type (i.e. Decision Type A, Section 2.3.3), Woodside considers the adopted controls appropriate to manage
the impacts of seabed disturbance from activities associated with the Petroleum Activities Program. As no reasonable
additional/alternative controls were identified that would further reduce the impacts without grossly disproportionate
sacrifice, the impacts are considered ALARP.

Demonstration of Acceptability

Acceptability Criteria and Assessment

Demonstration of acceptability for the sources of aspect and associated impacts assessed in this section are provided
in Section 7.1.6.3 of the Scarborough OPP (SAO006AF0000002, rev 5). The Petroleum Activities Program meets the
acceptability criteria (Section 2.3.5):

e Overall impact significance levels for individual receptors are consistent with the levels rated in the OPP.
e EPOs and controls in the OPP that are relevant to disturbance to benthic habitats have been adopted.

e There are no changes to internal/external context specific to this risk from the OPP, including issues raised during
stakeholder consultation.

Acceptability Statement:

The impact assessment has determined that, given the adopted controls, the Petroleum Activities Program is unlikely
to result in an impact significance level greater than Minor. Further opportunities to reduce the impacts have been
investigated above. The adopted controls are considered consistent with industry good practice and meet the
requirements of Woodside relevant systems and procedures.

The potential impacts are considered broadly acceptable if the adopted controls are implemented. Activities do not
have a significant impact on MNES (Section 2.4.2) including those with an Indigenous connection with, or traditional
use in nearshore areas as defined in Section 4.9.1 Therefore, Woodside considers the adopted controls appropriate
to manage the impacts of disturbance to benthic habitat to a level that is broadly acceptable.
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Environmental Performance Outcomes, Standards and Measurement Criteria

EPO

Adopted Control(s)

EPS

MC

EPO 1

Undertake the Petroleum
Activities Program in a
manner that will not
modify, destroy,
fragment, isolate or
disturb an important or
substantial area of
habitat such that an
adverse impact on
marine ecosystem
functioning or integrity
results.

EPO 2

Undertake the Petroleum
Activities Program in a
manner that prevents a
substantial change to
water quality that may
adversely impact on
biodiversity, ecological
integrity, social amenity
or human health.

Ccil1

An ROV inspection will be
undertaken, post
installation, to confirm all
installation aids have been
removed.

PS1.1.1

All installation aids are
removed.

MC1.1.1

As-built report confirms wet
storage of all installation
aids are removed.

Cc1l2

Infrastructure will be placed
on the seabed within the
design footprint using
positioning technology

PS121

Infrastructure will be
positioned in the planned
location® where impacts
have been assessed.

MC1.2.1

As-built surveys verify
installation of equipment
within acceptable
tolerance?.

PS1.1.2

Transponder equipment,
including clump
weights/frames, will be
removed at the end of the
Petroleum Activity Program.

MC 1.1.2

Records demonstrate
removal of transponder
equipment.

10 Acceptable tolerance is considered to be £200 m, given the homogenous and low sensitivity habitat.
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6.7.2 Physical Presence — Interactions with Other Marine Users

Scarborough OPP — Relevant Impact Assessment Section

Section 7.1.5 — Physical Presence — Interactions with Other Marine Users

Context
Relevant Activities Existing Environment Stakeholder consultation
Vessel Operations — Section 3.7 Socio-economic Values — Consultation — Section 5
Support Operations — Section 3.8 Section 4.9
Subsea Infrastructure Installation —
Section 3.10

FPU Mooring Pre-Lay —
Section 3.10.3

Impact/Risk Evaluation Summary

Environmental Value Potentially Evaluation
Impacted
@ = o)
3 b e o
2| o = @ £
. © c (8] =
Source of Impact/Risk S| 3 s | T £l o | T S
= = > | £ =~ o 0 2] >
o = = = 7)) o b (2] A - =
Pl S = c c n o =
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= 5|8|=45|2|8|8|2|/2|5|3|3]|¢3
»|=|2T|<¢qu|vn|n| ol E|ST|O|lx|<|O
Interaction with other marine v A E - - LC
users — Project vessels and ROV S
. . . . . . ()
interfering with or displacing third GP el
party vessels and/or aircraft PJ g
(commercial fishing and o
commercial shipping, defence) < <
- - -
Presence of subsea infrastructure v g «
interfering with or displacing third o (03_
party vessels (commercial fishing) a) w

Description of Source of Impact/Risk

Vessel Operations

Several vessel types will be required to complete the activities associated with the Petroleum Activities Program (refer
to Section 3.7). Vessels do not plan to anchor within the PAA during activities and instead maintain positioning using
DP. The physical presence and movement of project vessels within the PAA has the potential to displace other marine
users. All vessels will display navigational lighting and external lighting on a 24-hour basis, as required for safe
operations. The Petroleum Activities Program will not be executed as a single campaign and may not be executed in a
consecutive sequence, therefore the presence of vessels may occur at any time during the five-year period of the EP.

Temporary Petroleum Safety Zones will be established around operating vessels. These will be confirmed during
Safety Case development and notifications to mariners will be issued at the time of the activity.

Physical presence of subsea infrastructure

Subsea infrastructure installed as part of the Petroleum Activities Program will be located within the PAA as described
in Sections 3.9 to 3.10.3. The physical presence of this infrastructure will remain for the duration of field life. The
infrastructure will be installed on the seabed and in some cases extend up to several metres above the seabed (e.qg.

6 m for the RBM). The 20 suction piles will extend approximately 1.5 m above the seabed and be connected to wire
and chain that will be wet-stored on the seabed until connection to the FPU.
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Detailed Impact Assessment

Assessment of Potential Impacts

Commonwealth and State Managed Fisheries

Five Commonwealth managed fisheries and eight State managed fisheries overlap the PAA (refer to Section 4.9.2).
Potential impacts to commercial fishers depend on the use of the area by fishers, in addition to the temporal and
spatial extent of the presence of vessels and facilities/infrastructure.

Potential impacts to commercial fisheries include damage to fishing and loss of commercial catch due to displacement
from fishing grounds. Damage to trawl nets could occur if they catch or snag on subsea infrastructure. One trawl
fishery, the Western Deepwater Fishery overlaps the PAA. However, trawl frequency assessment has shown that
fishing activity occurs further south of the PAA, on the western edge of the 200 m isobath between Shark Bay and
Ningaloo. Therefore, trawl activity within the PAA is not expected.

The presence of vessels in the PAA will present a surface hazard to fishing vessels. However, given there is no
recorded effort within the PAA in the last 5 years (Table 4-19) and the distance offshore, Woodside considers a
possibility of interaction with commercial fisheries within the PAA unlikely. As such, any displacement of commercial
fisheries due to activities in the PAA are not expected to impact commercial fishing activities or the economic viability
of the fisheries. In addition, the concrete pads to be used for gravimetry have been designed to be minimise snag or
catching of trawl nets for any possible future interactions.

Tourism and Recreation

Tourism and recreation within the PAA are expected to be limited by the distance offshore and water depths.
Consultation did not identify any key recreational fishing activity within the PAA. Given the location, and the temporary
nature of activities, impacts to tourism and recreational activities are not expected, and have not been evaluated
further.

Shipping
The closest major shipping channel is approximately 35km from the PAA . Shipping activity is expected to be low.

Vessel traffic data shows that the majority of vessel movements occur to the south-east of the PAA. Given the
temporary nature of the activities and the low level of shipping activity within the PAA, impacts to shipping are unlikely.

Industry

The NWS is an area of active oil and gas exploration and production. The closest facility to the PAA is the Woodside
Pluto facility (approximately 160 km to the east). Displacement of, or interference with, other oil and gas activities are
not expected within the PAA. Impacts to industry are therefore unlikely.

Defence

Defence activities in the vicinity of the PAA may include Naval vessel traffic and Air Force training exercises. Neither
of these types of activities are expected to be a consistent presence in the area. The PAA is on the outer extent of the
training area associated with the Learmonth Air Force Base. Defence stakeholders were notified, and no known
defence activities are planned (Section 5). Any potential interaction is expected to be minimal and not significantly
different from interaction with other facilities within the northwest region.

Summary of Assessment Outcomes

Receptor Impact Receptor Sensitivity Magnitude Impact Significance
Level Level
Commonwealth Changes to the High value marine user No Lasting Slight (E)
Managed Fisheries | function interests or Effect
activities of others . . . .

State Managed High value marine user No Lasting Slight (E)

Fisheries Effect

Commercial High value marine user No Lasting Slight (E)

shipping Effect

Industry Medium value marine user | No Lasting Negligible (F)
Effect

Defence High value marine user No Lasting Slight (E)
Effect

Overall Impact Significance Level: The overall impact significance level for Interaction with other marine users is
slight based on no lasting effect to high value socio-economic receptors. The impact significance levels for individual
receptors are consistent with the levels in the OPP.
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Demonstration of ALARP

Control Considered Control Feasibility (F) | Benefitin Proportionality Control
and Cost/Sacrifice Impact/Risk Adopted
(CS) Reduction
Legislation, Codes and Standards
Vessels to adhere to the F: Yes. The act regulates ship | Benefits outweigh Yes
navigation safety CS: Minimal cost. related activities and cost/sacrifice. c21
requirements including the Standard practice. invokes certain Control is also
Navigation Act 2012 and any requirements of Standard Practice
subsequent Marine Orders. MARPOL. Vessels
(relevant to class) will
adhere to
requirements.
Establishment of temporary F: Yes. Establishment of Benefits outweigh Yes
exclusion zones by relevant | cs: Minimal cost. temporary exclusion cost/sacrifice. C22
vessels which are Standard practice. zones around vessels | control is also
communicated to marine reduces the likelihood | siandard Practice
users. of interaction with
other marine users.
Good Practice
Australian Hydrographic F: Yes. Notification of AHO Benefits outweigh Yes
Office (AHO) will be notified CS: Minimal cost. will enable them to cost/sacrifice. Cc23
of activities and movements | standard practice. update maritime Control is also
no less than four working charts thereby Standard Practice.
weeks prior to reducing the
commencement of the likelihood of
Petroleum Activities interaction with other
Program. marine users.
Notify relevant government F: Yes. Communication of the | Benefits outweigh Yes
departments, fishing industry | cs: Minimal cost. Petroleum Activities cost/sacrifice. C2.4
representative bodies, Standard practice. Programme to other Control is also
fishery licence holders, and marine users ensures | standard Practice.
other oil and gas operators they are informed and
(if agreed during aware, thereby
consultation) of activities reducing the
prior to commencement and likelihood of
upon completion of activities. interference with
other marine users.
Notify AMSA Joint Rescue F: Yes. Communication of the | Benefits outweigh Yes
Coordination Centre (JRCC) | cs: Minimal cost. Petroleum Activities cost/sacrifice. Cc25
of activities and movements | gtandard practice. Programme to other Control is also
24-48 hours before marine users ensures | standard Practice.
operations commence. they are informed and
aware, thereby
reducing the
likelihood of
interference with
other marine users.
Undertake consultation with F: Yes Communicating the Benefits outweigh Yes
relevant stakeholders for CS: Minimal cost. Petroleum Activities cost/sacrifice. C26
activities and movements . Program to other i
that commence more than a | Standard Practice marine users ensures g%nnté(zrl(;s S:Z(;tice
year after EP acceptance they are informed and
aware, thereby
reducing the
likelihood of
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Demonstration of ALARP

Control Considered Control Feasibility (F) | Benefitin Proportionality Control
and Cost/Sacrifice Impact/Risk Adopted
(CS) Reduction

interfering with other
marine users.

Notify Defence of activities F: Yes Communicating the Benefits outweigh Yes
no less than five weeks CS: Minimal cost. Petroleum Activities cost/sacrifice. c27
before the scheduled activity Program to other
commencement date marine users ensures
they are informed and
aware, thereby
reducing the
likelihood of
interfering with other
marine users.

Standard Practice

Professional Judgement — Eliminate

Limit subsea installation F: No. Shipping occurs | Not considered — Not considered — No
activities to avoid peak year-round and cannot | control not feasible. control not feasible.
shipping and commercial be avoided. SIMOPS

fishing activities. with fishing seasons

cannot be eliminated as
exact timings for all
activities are not
confirmed.

CS: Not considered —
control not feasible

Professional Judgement — Substitute

No additional controls identified.

Professional Judgement — Engineered Solution

No additional controls identified.

ALARP Statement:

On the basis of the environmental impact assessment outcomes and use of the relevant tools appropriate to the
decision type (i.e. Decision Type A; Section 2.3.3), Woodside considers the adopted controls appropriate to manage
the impacts of the physical presence of the Petroleum Activities Program on other users.

As no reasonable additional/alternative controls were identified that would further reduce the impacts without grossly
disproportionate sacrifice, the impacts are considered ALARP.

Demonstration of Acceptability

Acceptability Criteria and Assessment

Demonstration of acceptability for the sources of aspect and associated impacts assessed in this section are provided
in Section 7.1.5.3 of the Scarborough OPP (SA0O006AF0000002, rev 5). The Petroleum Activities Program meets the
acceptability criteria (Section 2.3.5):

e Overall impact significance levels for individual receptors are less than the significant impact level defined in the
OPP.

e EPOs and controls in the OPP that are relevant to the interaction with other users have been adopted.

e There are no changes to internal/external context specific to this risk from the OPP, including issues raised during
stakeholder consultation.

Acceptability Statement:

The impact assessment has determined that, given the adopted controls, the Petroleum Activities Program is unlikely
to result in an impact significance level greater than Slight.
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Demonstration of Acceptability

The adopted controls are considered consistent with industry good practice and professional judgement and meet the
requirements and expectations of Australian Marine Orders, AMSA, DPIRD, DOD and AHO identified during impact
assessment and stakeholder consultation. Further opportunities to reduce the impacts have been investigated above.

The potential impacts are considered broadly acceptable if the adopted controls are implemented. Therefore,
Woodside considers the adopted controls appropriate to manage the impacts from the physical of the Petroleum
Activities Program to a level that is broadly acceptable.

Environmental Performance Outcomes, Standards and Measurement Criteria

EPO

Adopted Control(s)

EPS

MC

EPO 3

Undertake the Petroleum
Activities Program in a
manner that prevents a
substantial adverse effect
on the sustainability of
commercial fishing.

EPO 4

Undertake the Petroleum
Activities Program in a
manner that does not
interfere with other marine
users to a greater extent
than is necessary for the
exercise of right conferred
by the titles granted.

c21

Vessels to adhere to the
navigation safety
requirements including the
Navigation Act 2012 and
any subsequent Marine
Orders.

PS211

Activity support vessels
compliant with Navigation
Act and Marine Order 21
(Safety of navigation and
emergency procedures)
2012

MC 2.1.1

Marine assurance
inspection records
demonstrate compliance
with standard maritime
safety procedures

c22

Establishment of
temporary exclusion zones
by relevant vessels which
are communicated to
marine users.

PS221

No entry of unauthorised
vessels within temporary
exclusion zones

MC 2.2.1

Records demonstrate
breaches by unauthorised
vessels within the
temporary exclusion zone
are recorded.

MC 2.2.2

Consultation records
demonstrate that AHO has
been notified prior to
commencement of the
activity to allow generation
of navigation warnings
(Maritime Safety
Information Notifications
(MSIN) and Notice to
Mariners (NTM) (including
AUSCOAST warnings
where relevant)), which
communicate safety
exclusion zones to marine
users.

c23 PS23.1 MC 2.2.2
Notify AHO of activities Notification to AHO of See above
and movements no less activities and movements
than four working weeks to allow generation of
prior to commencement of | navigation warnings
the Petroleum Activities (Maritime Safety
Program. Information Notifications
(MSIN) and Notice to
Mariners (NTM) (including
AUSCOAST warnings
where relevant)).
c24 PS24.1 MC 2.4.1

Notify relevant government
departments, fishing
industry representative
bodies, fishery licence

Notification to AFMA, CFA,
DAFF (fisheries), WAFIC,
DPIRD, Recfishwest,
individual fishery licence

Consultation records
demonstrate that
stakeholders have been
notified prior to
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Environmental Performance Outcomes, Standards and Measurement Criteria

EPO

Adopted Control(s)

EPS

MC

holders and other oil and
gas operators (if agreed
during consultation) of
activities prior to
commencement and
following completion of
activities.

holders and other oil and
gas operators (if agreed
during consultation) ten
days before activity
commences, and following
completion of activities, as
per Table 7-5.

commencement and
following completion of
activities.

c25

Notify AMSA JRCC of
activities and movements
24-48 hours before
operations commence.

PS25.1

Notification to AMSA JRCC
to prevent activities
interfering with other
marine users. AMSA’s
JRCC will require the
vessel's details (including
name, callsign and
Maritime Mobile Service
Identity (MMSI)), satellite
communications details
(including INMARSAT-C
and satellite telephone),
area of operation,
requested clearance from
other vessels and need to
be advised when
operations start and end.

MC 2.5.1

Consultation records
demonstrate that AMSA
JRCC has been notified
prior to commencement of
the activity within required
timeframes.

C26

Notify relevant
stakeholders for activities
within the Petroleum
Activities Program that
commence more than a
year after EP acceptance.

PS 2.6.1

Stakeholders will be
notified no less than four
working weeks prior to
scheduled activity
commencement date.

MC 2.6.1

Records demonstrate
relevant stakeholders have
been consulted.

ca27

Notify Defence of activities
no less than five weeks
before the scheduled
activity commencement
date.

PS27.1

Notification to Defence five
weeks prior to the
scheduled commencement
date.

MC 2.7

Records demonstrate that
Defence has been notified
prior to commencement of
the Petroleum Activities
Program within the
required timeframes.
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6.7.3 Routine Acoustic Emissions

Scarborough OPP — Relevant Impact Assessment Section

Section 7.1.4 — Routine Acoustic Emissions

Context
Relevant Activities Existing Environment Stakeholder consultation
Vessel Operations — Section 3.7 Marine Regional Characteristics — Consultation — Section 5
Support Operations — Section 3.8 Section 4.2
Marine Fauna of Conservation
Significance — Section 4.6

Impact/Risk Evaluation Summary

Environmental Value Potentially Impacted | Evaluation

Source of Impact/Risk

Soil and Groundwater
Marine Sediment
Water Quality

Air Quality (inc.
odour)

Ecosystems / Habitat
Socio-economic
Decision Type
Impact/Consequence
Likelihood

Current Risk Rating
ALARP Tools
Acceptability
Outcome

>
m
o
<

Generation of acoustic
signals from vessels during
normal operations

< Species

Generation of acoustic v
signals from positioning
equipment (transponders)

Generation of acoustic v
signals from geophysical
sources during surveys

Broadly Acceptable
EPO 5,6,7

Generation of acoustic N4
signals during subsea
installation activities i.e.
marine growth removal,
sediment relocation for wet
buckle recovery tool etc.

Description of Source of Impact/Risk

The Petroleum Activities Program may not be executed as a single campaign or in a consecutive sequence, therefore
acoustic emissions may occur within the PAA at any time during the period of the EP. Table 6-1 shows likely
sequencing of survey and installation activities. This has been used to inform the worst-case credible noise
propagation scenario for modelling as well as cumulative impact assessment as a result of concurrent operations,
discussed below.

Project vessels and operation of DP

The project vessels will generate noise both in the air and underwater, due to the operation of thrusters, engines,
propeller cavitation, etc. Vessels may use Dynamic Positioning (DP) where propellers and thrusters are used to hold
position, rather than anchoring. These noises will contribute to and have the potential to exceed ambient noise levels
which range from around 90 dB re 1 pPa (root square mean sound pressure level [rms SPL]) under very calm, low
wind conditions, to 150 dB re 1uPa (rms SPL) under windy conditions (McCauley, 2005, Warren, 2023).

Vessels used for the Petroleum Activities Program are detailed in Table 3-5. The sound levels and frequencies
generated by vessels varies with the size of the vessel, speed, engine type and the activity being undertaken. Large
vessels typically produce higher sound levels at lower frequencies than small vessels, although significant variation
may be found among vessels within the same group (Jiménez-Arranz et al., 2020). Sound levels tend to be greatest
when engaging the throttle or thrusters, such as use of DP or when vessels are operating under load, compared with
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slow moving or idling vessels (Salgado Kent et al. 2016). The greatest sound levels are likely to be associated with
vessels using DP thrusters to maintain position on station.

Vessels produce low frequency sound (i.e. below 1 kHz) from the operation of machinery, hydrodynamic flow sound
around the hull and from propeller cavitation, which is typically the dominant source of sound (Ross, 1987, 1993).
Vessels in the 50—100 m size class (e.g. supply ships, crew boats, research vessels) produce broadband source
levels in the 165-180 dB re 1 pPa SPL range (Gotz et al., 2009). In comparison, underwater sound levels generated
by large ships can produce levels exceeding 190 dB re 1 pPa (Gotz et al., 2009). McCauley (1998) measured
underwater broadband noise equivalent to approximately 182 dB re 1 yPa at 1 m (rms SPL) from a support vessel
holding station using DP in the Timor Sea; it is expected that similar noise levels will be generated by vessels used for
this Petroleum Activities Program. Similarly, Hannay et al. (2004) and McCauley (2005) have measured source level
for support vessel with DP of 186 dB re 1 pPa at 1 m.

The loudest single activity covered under this EP is expected to be the mooring pre-lay, which involves an HCV with
the potential for an HLV alongside intermittently for support. Concrete pad installation / mooring pre-lay survey and
gravimetry baseline survey will be executed with single vessels, which are smaller than the HCV and HLV. Subsea
Installation Campaigns 1 and 2 will be executed with 2 vessels plus intermittent support vessels; although this is a
greater number of vessels compared to the mooring pre-lay activity, the individual vessels are smaller (Table 3-4) and
will be spaced further apart for their installation activities (e.g. PV will be laying flowlines away from where the LCV is
installing other subsea infrastructure).

Underwater positioning equipment

An array of long baseline (LBL) and/or ultra-short baseline (USBL) transponders may be installed on structures or the
seabed for positioning.

Transponders typically emit pulses (impulsive noise) of medium frequency sound, generally within the range 21 to 31
kHz. The estimated SPL would be 180 to 206 dB re 1 uPa at 1 m (Jiménez-Arranz et al., 2017). Transmissions are not
continuous but consist of short ‘chirps’ with a duration that ranges from 3 to 40 milliseconds. Transponders will not
emit any sound when on standby.

Geophysical survey activities

The noise emitted during geophysical survey activities is generated by a combination of the survey equipment and the
survey vessel. Geophysical survey activities may occur within the PAA during pre- and post-lay surveys. A range of
geophysical sources can emit pulses (impulsive noise) with frequency outputs ranging from 10 Hz (low end of
refraction system) to 900 kHz (side scan sonar). The survey methods may include multibeam echo sounders (MBES),
side scan sonar (SSS), pipe trackers, and magnetometer.

Sound pressure levels (SPL) for MBES typically range from 210 to 245 dB re 1 pPa @ 1 m, and SSS typically range
from 200-235 dB re 1pPa SPL (Jiménez-Arranz et al., 2020). The frequencies range from about 75 to 900 kHz
(Jiménez-Arranz et al., 2020).

Cumulative noise sources

A number of vessels may be operating concurrently during the Petroleum Activities Program, as described in Table 6-
4. Planned to occur at the same time are execution of concrete pad installation / mooring pre-lay survey and subsea
infrastructure installation campaign 1, as are the gravimetry baseline survey and subsea infrastructure installation
campaign 2 at a separate time. Intermittent visits from support vessels to transport equipment and materials between
the activity vessels and port will also occur throughout each of the activities. Additional concurrent operations in the
PAA (covered under separate EPs) include drilling and completions, and trunkline installation.

Table 6-4: Concurrent activities contributing to cumulative underwater vessel noise

el P'af”!e.d CEMBIE Approximate Timing & Duration | Vessels
(o] Activities
Concrete pad installation & Nov - Dec 2023 LCV
mooring pre-lay survey ) )
. . 2 months for (conc_rete pad PV + LCV + intermittent
1 Subsea installation installation & mooring pre-lay support vessel
campaign 1 survey) pp | |
Drilling and completions* Up to 3 months for other activities DP MODU + supply vesse
HCV + intermittent support
Mooring pre-lay Feb - Apr 2024 vessel
Drilling and completions* e 4 weeks (Trunkline DP MODU + supply vessel
2 Trunkline installation** installation in PAA) PV + B-type + intermittent
(Unplanned) Subsea e Up to 3 months for other support vessel
installation campaign 1 activities PV + LCV + intermittent
support vessel
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Gravimetry baseline survey Nov 2024 — Jan 2025 Survey vessel or LCV

3 Subsea installation 2 months (gravimetry baseline LCV + HLV + intermittent
campaign 2 survey) support vessel
Drilling and completions* Up to 3 months for other activities | DP MODU + supply vessel

*Covered under Scarborough Drilling & Completions EP
**Covered under Seabed Intervention & Trunkline Installation EP
***Duration of concurrent activities overlap only, not indicative of timing of the whole activity

Activities utilising single vessels (i.e. concrete pad installation / mooring pre-lay survey, gravimetry baseline survey)
are not expected to contribute significantly to the cumulative noise footprint, due to their relatively small size, short
activity duration and separation distances from other activities.

Due to the low likelihood of Subsea Installation Campaign 1 occurring in Feb — April 2024, and the expected
insignificant contribution of each of the vessels to the cumulative noise scenario (due to relative size and separation
distance), this activity has not been included in the worst-case credible impact assessment.

The Scarborough Seabed Intervention and Trunkline Installation EP includes justification of the worst-case credible
scenario associated with trunkline installation.

As such, the worst-case credible scenario is considered to be during concurrent execution of the mooring pre-lay with
an HCV and supporting HLV, drilling with MODU and support vessel, and trunkline installation with a PV undertaking
pipelay operations and a B-Type vessel and OSV alongside the PV (i.e. Scenario 2 in Table 6-4). This is the case
used for the following cumulative assessment of potential impacts. If any changes are made to the vessel arrays, the
change to impacts of acoustic emissions will be assessed as per Woodside’'s Management of Change process
(Section 7.6).

Detailed Impact Assessment

Assessment of Potential Impacts

Receptors

The PAA is located in water depths of approximately 900—-1000 m (refer to Section 3.5). The fauna associated with
this area will be predominantly pelagic species of fish, with migratory species such as cetaceans and marine turtles
potentially occurring in the area seasonally (Section 4.6). Noise interference is a key threat to a number of migratory
and threatened cetaceans and marine turtles identified as potentially occurring within the PAA, including the pygmy
blue whale. Relevant actions included in recovery plans for these species are outlined in Section 6.9.

A pygmy blue whale (PBW) migration BIA is located about 35 km east of the PAA (Section 4.6.3). A broader
distribution BIA overlaps the PAA. As described in Section 4.6.3, the migration BIA represents the area in which
migrating whales are predominantly expected to occur. However, based on satellite tagging data occasional whales
may occur further west and could overlap the PAA. Individual pygmy blue whales may therefore occasionally transit
the PAA during April to July and October to January during their seasonal migrations.

A humpback whale migration BIA is located about 156 km south-east of the PAA, and migrating whales may be
present between May and November. Given the distance from the migration BIA, humpback whales are expected to
be a rare occurrence in the waters of the PAA.

The nearest marine turtle internesting buffer BIA for the flatback turtle is located about 165 km east of the PAA at the
Montebello Islands. Given the water depths and distance from shore, the PAA does not represent suitable foraging or
internesting habitat and therefore, marine turtle presence within the PAA is expected to be infrequent.

Animal movement and exposure modelling (ANIMAT modelling)

In addition to the acoustic modelling outlined above, Woodside commissioned JASCO to also perform an acoustic
exposure analysis study for PBW within and beyond the migration BIA to investigate any potential effects on PBW
migration from the Petroleum Activities Program, using the JASCO Animal Simulation Model Including Noise
Exposure (JASMINE).

Sound exposure distribution estimates were determined by moving large numbers of simulated animals (animats)
through a modelled time-evolving sound field, computed using the predicted sound source levels and sound
propagation modelling outputs. This approach provides the most realistic prediction of the maximum expected root-
mean-square SPL and the temporal accumulation of SEL that are considered the most relevant sound metrics for
impact assessment. For the moving receivers (the animats) were set to simulate the real-world movements of
migrating pygmy blue whales, both within the Migration BIA (restricted seeding) and beyond (unrestricted seeding).
The behaviour of migrating pygmy blue whales was modelled to reflect animats transiting through the modelling area
on a 230° track. This represents individuals migrating south, but exposure during northbound migration may be
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expected to be similar if individuals were to transit through the modelling area. Forecasted diving behaviours were
predicted from a range of satellite tagging data sources for both north and south-bound migrations (noting that more
data was available during the northbound migration). The distribution of distances of animats predicted to be exposed
to sound levels above threshold was used to calculate the 95th percentile exposure range (ER95%), and noise effect
metrics included SEL24h and SPL (Stroot et al., 2023)

Marine Mammals/Cetaceans

Eight cetacean species may be present within the PAA, including LF cetaceans such as pygmy blue whales, and HF
cetaceans such as sperm whales and orcas (Section 4.6.3). No species have BIAs (Section 4.6.3 and Figure 4-8,
Figure 4-9) that intersect the PAA; the distribution range to the west of the pygmy blue whale migration BIA, and
recent satellite tracking data from Thums et. al (2022) is the primary consideration for potential noise emissions
impacts.

Species Sensitivity and Thresholds

Marine mammals and especially cetaceans rely on sound for important life functions including individual recognition,
socialising, detecting predators and prey, navigation and reproduction (Weilgart, 2007; Erbe et al., 2015; Erbe et al.,
2018). Underwater noise can affect marine mammals in various ways including interfering with communication
(masking), behavioural changes, a shift in the hearing threshold (PTS and TTS), physical damage and stress (Erbe,
2012; Rolland et al., 2012). There is little information available regarding call masking in whales (Richardson et al.,
1995), although it has been suggested that an observed lengthening of calls in response to low-frequency noise in
humpback whales and orcas may be a response to auditory masking (Fristrup et al., 2003; Foote et al., 2004).
Exposure to intense impulsive noise may be more hazardous to hearing than continuous noise.

The thresholds that could result in a behavioural response, temporary threshold shift (TTS) and permanent threshold
shift (PTS) for cetaceans as a result of continuous noise sources are presented in Table 6-5. These thresholds have
been adopted by the United States National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) (National Marine
Fisheries Service [NMFS], 2014, 2018; Southall et al., 2019; NOAA, 2019). The adopted thresholds are based on best
data available and published in peer-reviewed literature and represent conservative internationally accepted and
applied impact evaluation thresholds for impulsive and continuous (non-impulsive sound sources).

It is important to note that for non-impulsive sound sources the defined thresholds are as follows:

Frequency-weighted accumulated sound exposure levels (SEL; LE,24h) from Southall et al. (2019) for the onset of
permanent threshold shift (PTS) - 199 (LF cetaceans) and 198 (HF cetaceans) SEL24h (dB re 1 yPa?.s) and
temporary threshold shift (TTS) — 179 (LF cetaceans) and 178 (HF cetaceans) SEL24h (dB re 1 yPa?.s) apply to
marine mammals for non-impulsive sound sources.

Marine mammal behavioural threshold based on the current interim US National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA) (2019) criterion for marine mammals (LF and HF) of 120 dB re 1 pPa (SPL; Lp) for non-
impulsive sound sources.

Table 6-5: Thresholds for PTS, TTS and behavioural response onset for low-frequency (LF) and
high-frequency (HF) cetaceans for impulsive and continuous noise

Impulsive Continuous
Hearing [PTSonset ITTS onset . PTS onset TTS onset .
G thresholds:  thresholds:  [Behavioural 4 eqhoids:  fthresholds: ~ [Behavioural
group response (dB response (dB

SEL24h (dB re SEL24h (dB re |rg 1 ypa) SEL24h (dB re SEL24h (dB re g ¢ ypa)
1 yPas) 1 yPas) 1 uPa3s) 1 yPas)

LF cetaceans |183 168 199 179

160 120
HF cetaceans [185 170 198 178

Source: NMFS (2014, 2018; Southall et al., 2019; NOAA, 2019).

Results — Acoustic Modelling

Modelling of sound propagation loss for the HCV and HLV on DP (i.e. mooring pre-lay), in Operational Area, predicted
that noise levels would drop below 120 dB re 1 pPa (behavioural response threshold for continuous noise sources)
within 18.3 km. The modelling also estimated propagation of combined noise from the three concurrent activities (refer
to Scenario 2, Table 6-4), and predicted combined noise levels would drop below 120 dB within 29.6 km (Table 6-6).
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Considering the NMFS (2018) SEL24h TTS threshold criteria for LF cetaceans (179 dB re 1 yPa%.s), TTS onset could
occur within 3.7 km from the HCV and HLV on DP or 7.0 km from the combination of vessels (Stroot et al., 2023). For
LF cetaceans, the maximum distance to the PTS onset threshold was 190 m for the HLV and HCV, and 210 m for the
combined scenario (Table 6-6). However, as demonstrated by the animat movement modelling results below, PTS
and TTS criteria exceedances are based upon exposure for 24-hours by a stationary receptor, which is not a realistic
scenario with reference to known pygmy blue whale behaviour. The SEL24h criterion is a cumulative metric that
reflects the dosimetric impact of sound energy accumulated over a 24-hour period and assumes that an animal is
consistently exposed to such noise levels at a fixed location. The radii that correspond to SEL24h therefore represent
an unlikely worst-case scenario for SEL-based exposure since, more realistically, marine fauna would not stay in the
same location or at the same range for 24-hours (Stroot et al., 2023). It is highly unlikely that PTS and TTS thresholds
would be exceeded and furthermore it is highly unlikely given the known movement behaviour of cetaceans including
key migrating LF whale species such as the pygmy blue whale transiting through the Operational Area.

For HF cetaceans, TTS onset could occur within 130 m for both scenarios, and PTS threshold for HF cetaceans was
not reached within the limits of the modelled resolution (20 m) for any scenario modelled.

Table 6-6: Maximum predicted horizontal distances (Rmax) to PTS, TTS and behavioural response
thresholds in cetaceans

Rmax distance (km)
Hearing group Sound exposure threshold yooring pre-lay Concurrent activities
activity (Scenario 2, Table 6-4)

PTS
LF cetaceans 199 dB re 1 pPa2s (SEL24h)  [0.19 0.21
HF cetaceans 198 dB re 1 pPa2.s (SEL24h) - -
TTS
LF cetaceans 179 dB re 1 pPa2.s (SEL24h) 3.70 7.03
HF cetaceans 178 dB re 1 pPa2.s (SEL24h) 0.13 0.13
Behavioural response
LF cetaceans

120 dB re 1 pPa (SPL) 18.3 29.6
HF cetaceans

A dash indicates the level was not reached within the limits of the modelled resolution (20 m).

Results — animat modelling

Table 6-7 presents the animat modelling (JASMINE) results for the concurrent activity scenario. For animats restricted
to the Migratory BIA (restricted seeding) PTS, TTS and behavioural thresholds for pygmy blue whales were not
reached within the limits of the modelled resolution. For animats not restricted to the Migratory BIA (unrestricted
seeding), TTS onset probability of exposure of 46% within the 95th percentile exposure range (ER95%) only occurs if
a pygmy blue whale remains within 0.03 km of the source for a 24 hr period. PTS onset probability of exposure of 7%
within the 95th percentile exposure range (ER95%) only occurs if a pygmy blue whale remains within 0.01 km of the
source for a 24 hr period. Single-exposure metrics, such as SPL, are not sensitive to changes in dwell time, but rather
the distribution of noise within the water column and the use of the water column by the animat, and therefore ER95%
tends to be comparable to that predicted by acoustic propagation modelling. The ER95% to the behavioural response
SPL threshold was 22.5 km (Stroot et al., 2023).

Table 6-7: Summary of animat simulation results for migrating pygmy blue whales indicating the
maximum of the 95" percentile exposure ranges (in km). The maximum probability of animats
being exposed above threshold within the ERgseis also provided.

Unrestricted Seeding Restricted Seeding
Threshold
ER95% ERQS%
o Threshold level |.. Probability of . Probability of
Description (dB) Distance(km) exposure (%) Distance (km) exposure (%)
PTS SEL24h 1991 0.01 7 - -
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TTS SEL24h 1791 0.03 46 - -

Behavioural response 1202 22.5 96 - -

1 LF-weighted SEL24h (LE,24h; dB re 1 uPa2 -s)
2 SPL (Lp; dB re 1 uPa)

Impact Assessment

As described in Section 4.6.3, the PBW migration BIA (about 35 km from the PAA) represents the area of core
migratory routes for pygmy blue whales. The animat modelling demonstrates that Pygmy Blue Whales will not
encounter PTS, TTS or behavioural response thresholds within the Migration BIA on their northbound and southbound
migrations. This aligns with The Blue Whale Conservation Management Plan (Action Area 2), which states that
anthropogenic noise in BIAs should be managed such that any blue whale continues to utilise the area without injury
(Commonwealth of Australia, 2015a).

As demonstrated by the acoustic modelling, it is reasonable to expect that cetaceans may demonstrate avoidance or
attraction behaviour to the noise generated by the Petroleum Activities Program. With respect to the western extent of
the pygmy blue whale distribution range, as described in Section 4.6.3, the likelihood of encountering migrating or
foraging pygmy blue whales is considered low. There is likely to be occasional individual or small groups transiting
through the distribution range during the northbound or southbound migration seasons. Further, the PAA is
surrounded by open water, with no restrictions (e.g. shallow waters, embayments) to an animal’s ability to avoid the
activities. Consequently, any pygmy blue whales transiting through the area, may deviate slightly from their
migration route, but can continue on their migration pathway without any likely biologically significant impacts.
Potential behavioural disturbance to pygmy blue whales within the distribution range only has the potential to occur
during migratory periods, with the highest likelihood of impacts occurring doing the peak northbound (April to July
(peak: May and June)) and southbound (October to January (peak: November) migratory seasons.

As demonstrated by the animat movement modelling, it is highly unlikely that PTS and TTS thresholds would be
exceeded given the small onset PTS and TTS range, 10 and 30 m respectively, and furthermore it is highly unlikely
given the known movement behaviour of pygmy blue whales, e.g. an individual whale would have to stay nearby the
installation and drilling vessels for 24 hours. It is noted that the animat modelling is based on behaviours recorded
during the southbound migration Therefore, it is not credible that PTS and TTS thresholds would be exceeded for
pygmy blue whales transiting through the Operational Area in the northbound and southbound migration seasons as a
result of installation and drilling activities.

To account for the potential presence of blue pygmy whales within the distribution range (and possibly west of the
migratory BIA) in the peak northbound migratory season, adaptive management procedures will be implemented to
manage potential impacts to pygmy blue whales (refer to ALARP table below) and to ensure the activity is not
inconsistent with the BWCMP (Action Area 2 and 3 see Section 6.10).

Transponders used for positioning have the potential to cause some temporary behavioural disturbance to marine
fauna; however, noise levels will be well below injury thresholds. Based on empirical spreading loss estimates
measured by Warner and McCrodan (2011), received levels from USBL transponders are expected to exceed the
cetacean behavioural response threshold for impulsive sources out to about 42 m. Given the short-duration chirps and
the mid frequencies used by positioning equipment, the acoustic noise from a single transponder is unlikely to have
any substantial effect on the behavioural patterns of marine fauna. Therefore, potential impacts from transponder
noise are likely to be restricted to temporary and localised avoidance behaviour of individuals transiting through the
PAA, and therefore are considered localised with no lasting effect.

Marine Reptiles

Five species of marine turtle may occur in the PAA: flatback, green, hawksbill, loggerhead and leatherback turtles.
The PAA does not overlap internesting Habitat Critical to survival or internesting buffer BIAs (Section 4.6.2).

Species Sensitivity and Thresholds

There is a paucity of data regarding responses of marine turtles to underwater noise. However, turtles have been
shown to respond to low frequency sound, with indications that they have the highest hearing sensitivity in the
frequency range 100-700 Hz (Bartol and Musick, 2003). Lenhardt (1994) observed marine turtles avoiding low-
frequency sound.

Acute noise, or temporary exposure to loud noise, may result in the avoidance of important habitats and in some
situations physical damage to marine turtles. McCauley et al. (2000) observed the behavioural response of caged sea
turtles—green (Chelonia mydas) and loggerhead (Caretta caretta)—to an approaching seismic airgun. For received
levels above 166 dB re 1 pPa (SPL), the turtles increased their swimming activity and above 175 dB re 1 pPa (SPL)
they began to behave erratically, which was interpreted as an agitated state.
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Sound exposure thresholds and criteria for continuous sound sources (e.g. vessel noise) and impulsive sources (e.g.
transponders) applicable to marine turtles are summarised in Table 6-8.

Table 6-8: Thresholds for PTS, TTS and behavioural response onset in marine turtles for impulsive
and continuous noise

Impulsive Continuous
Hearina [PTS onset TTS onset : PTS onset TTS onset :
- Y Msenndsr  |iesio e Behavioural — ,resholds:  thresholds: Behavioural
group response (dB re response (dB re
SEL24n (dB re 1 [SEL24h (dB re 1 uPa) SEL24h (dB re [SEL24h (dB re 1 pPa)
uPaZzs) 1 yPas) 1 yPas) 1 yPas)
(N) High
i 166*
Marine b04 189 220 200 (I) Moderate
turtles 175+
(F) Low#
Source: PTS and TTS thresholds (Finneran et al., 2017), * behavioural response threshold (impulsive) (NSF 2011), + behavioural
disturbance threshold (impulsive) (McCauley et al. 2000), # behavioural response threshold (continuous) (Popper et al. 2014),
Note: The sound units provided in the table above for continuous noise include: relative risk (high, medium and low) is given for
marine turtles at three distances from the source defined in relative terms as near (N — tens of metres), intermediate (I — hundreds of
metres) and far (F — thousands of metres) (after Popper et al. 2014).

Results - Acoustic Modelling

As described in the acoustic modelling, based on the application of the multiple SEL24h thresholds (Finneran et al.,
2017), PTS for turtles was not predicted to occur within the modelling resolution (20 m), and turtles could potentially
experience TTS within 160 m (Table 6-9). However, marine turtles within the PAA are expected to be transient, and
unlikely to remain with 160 m of the vessels for 24-hours, and therefore PTS and TTS thresholds are not expected to
be reached. Behavioural impacts to marine turtles from continuous noise sources generated by the Petroleum
Activities Program are expected to be short-term and localised.

Table 6-9: Maximum predicted horizontal distances (Rmax) to PTS and TTS thresholds in marine
turtles

Hearing group Sound exposure threshold Rmax distance (km)*
PTS
220 dB re 1 pPa2.s (SEL2an) ‘
Marine turtles
TTS
200 dB re 1 puPa2.s (SELaun) o.16

N.B. A dash indicates the threshold was not reached within the limits of the modelling resolution (20 m).

Helicopter noise when on the sea surface may impact turtles (e.g. when basking or breathing). Typical startle
responses occur at relatively short ranges (tens of metres) (Hazel et al., 2007) and as such, startle responses during
typical helicopter flight profiles are considered to be remote. In the event of a behavioural response to the presence of
a helicopter, turtles are expected to exhibit diving behaviour, which is of no lasting effect.

Potential impacts from routine acoustic emissions on marine turtles are expected to be limited to behavioural impacts
within a localised area around the project vessels, with no lasting effect.

Impact Assessment

The Recovery Plan for Marine Turtles (Commonwealth of Australia, 2017) notes there is limited information available
on the impact of noise on marine turtles and that the impact of noise on turtle stocks may vary depending on whether
exposure is short (acute) or long-term (chronic). However, given the thresholds outlined in Table 6-9, it is reasonable
to expect that marine turtles may demonstrate avoidance or attraction behaviour to the noise generated by the
Petroleum Activities Program.

There are no marine turtle BIAs or Habitat Critical within 160 km of the PAA, and given the water depths and distance
from shore, the PAA does not represent suitable foraging or internesting habitat. Marine turtle presence is expected to
be infrequent, and potential impacts from predicted noise levels from the project vessels and transponders are not
considered to be ecologically significant at a population level.

Fish, Sharks and Rays
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A number of demersal and pelagic fish species will be present within the PAA. However, given species richness has
been shown to correlate with habitat complexity (Gratwicke and Speight, 2005), it is unlikely that the sand/silt
sediments that comprise the largest proportion of the PAA will support a wide diversity of species. Migratory species
such as whale sharks may also be occasionally present within the PAA, although given the whale shark BIA is 165 km
to the east, occurrence is likely to be rare.

Species Sensitivity and Thresholds

Fish perceive sound through the ears and the lateral line, which are sensitive to vibration. Some species of teleost or
bony fish (e.g. herring) have a structure linking the gas-filled swim bladder and ear, and these species usually have
increased hearing sensitivity. These species are considered to be more sensitive to anthropogenic underwater noise
sources than species such as cod (Gadus sp.), which do not possess a structure linking the swim bladder and inner
ear. Fish species that either do not have a swim bladder (e.g. elasmobranchs (sharks and rays) and scombrid fish
(mackerel and tunas)) or have a much-reduced swim bladder (e.g. flat fish) tend to have a relatively low auditory
sensitivity.

Considering these differences in fish physiology, Popper et al. (2014) developed sound exposure guidelines for fish;
these are presented in Table 6-10 and are considered appropriate to assess continuous acoustic discharges to fish
from the Petroleum Activities Program.

Table 6-10: Impact thresholds to fish, sharks and rays for continuous noise

Mortality and
Receptor potential mortal PTS TTS Masking Behaviour
injury

(N) Low (N) Low (N) Moderate (N) High (N) Moderate
Fish: no swim .
bladder (1) Low (1) Low () Low (1) High (1) Moderate

(F) Low (F) Low (F) Low (F) Moderate (F) Low
Fish: swim bladder |(N) Low (N) Low (N) Moderate (N) High (N) Moderate
not involved in (I) Low (I) Low (I) Low (I) High (I) Moderate
hearing (F) Low (F) Low (F) Low (F) Moderate (F) Low

(N) Low (N) High (N) High
Fish: swim bladder (1) Low 170 dB rms SPL (158 dB rms SPL (1) High (I) Moderate
involving hearing for 48-hours for 12-hours 9

(F) Low (F) High (F) Low

Note: The sound units provided in the table above include:
rms SPL: root mean square of time-series pressure level, useful for quantifying continuous noise sources.

Relative risk (high, medium and low) is given for fish (all types) at three distances from the source defined in relative terms as near
(N — tens of metres), intermediate (I — hundreds of metres) and far (F — thousands of metres)

Source: Popper et al. (2014).

Impact Assessment

Sound produced by the vessels on DP has the potential to cause recoverable injury to some fish species with a swim
bladder involved in hearing. However, this is not considered credible as fish would have to remain in very close
proximity to the sound source, within 20 m, for 48-hours for this level of sound exposure to occur. Similarly, TTS
effects could occur within 100 m of the vessels if the fish remained within this distance for 12-hours, however this is
highly unlikely given the mobility of fish species and known behaviours that would reduce long exposure periods
required to case TTS.

Potential impacts to demersal and pelagic fish and sharks/rays are expected to be limited to a behavioural response.
Behavioural responses are expected to be short-lived, with duration of effect less than or equal to the duration of
exposure. While fish may initially be startled and move away from the sound source, once the source moves on fish
would be expected to move back into the area. Potential impacts from predicted noise levels from the project vessels
and transponders are not considered to be ecologically significant at a population level.

Cumulative impacts

Cumulative impacts have been assessed above.

Summary of Assessment Outcomes
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Receptor Impact Receptor Sensitivity Magnitude Impact Significance
Level Level
Ambient noise | Change in ambient Low value (open No lasting effect Negligible (F)
noise water)
Marine Change in fauna High value species (i.e. | No lasting effect Slight (E)
mammals behaviour pygmy blue whale)
Marine reptiles | Change in fauna High value species (i.e. | No lasting effect Slight (E)
behaviour flatback, green,
hawksbill or
loggerhead turtles)
Fish Change in fauna High value species No lasting effect Slight (E)
behaviour
Hearing impairment
to fauna

Overall Impact Significance Level: The overall impact significance level for routine acoustic emissions is Slight (E)
based on no lasting effect to the high value receptors (marine mammals, reptiles and fish). The impact significance
levels for individual receptors are consistent with the level in the OPP.

Based on the assessment above, the implementation of controls and the absence of any TTS effects within the pygmy
blue whale migration BIA, and no impact to the foraging BIA, the potential impacts of noise emissions from the activity
on cetaceans are considered to be slight and short-term. Impacts to cetaceans are likely to be restricted to temporary
behavioural changes (avoidance) in individuals moving through the Operational Area, with predicted noise not
considered likely to cause injury effects. This is not inconsistent with the BWCMP (Section 6.9.3).

Demonstration of ALARP

Control Considered Control Feasibility | Benefitin Proportionality Control Adopted
(F) and Impact/Risk
Cost/Sacrifice (CS) | Reduction

Legislation Codes and Standards

EPBC Regulations 2000
— Part 8 Division 8.1
Interacting with
cetaceans, including the
following measures?*:

e Project vessels will
not travel greater
than 6 knots within
300 m of a cetacean
(caution zone) and
not approach closer
than 100 m from a
whale.

e Project vessels will
not approach closer
than 50 m for a
dolphin and/or
100 m for a whale
(with the exception
of animals bow
riding).

F: Yes.

CS: Minimal cost.
Standard practice.

Implementation of
controls for
reduced vessel
speed around
cetaceans can
potentially reduce
the underwater
noise footprint of a
vessel and lower
the likelihood of
interaction above
significant
thresholds

Controls based on
legislative
requirements —
must be adopted.

Yes

C31

1 Eor safety reasons, the distance requirements are not applied for a vessel holding station or with limited manoeuvrability e.g.
lifting, loading, back-loading, bunkering, close standby cover for overside working and emergency situations.
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Demonstration of ALARP

Control Considered

Control Feasibility
(F) and
Cost/Sacrifice (CS)

Benefit in
Impact/Risk
Reduction

Proportionality

Control Adopted

e If the cetacean
shows signs of being
disturbed, project
vessels will
immediately
withdraw from the
caution zone at a
constant speed of
less than 6 knots.

Good Practice

Project vessels will not F: Yes. Implementation of | Legislative control Yes
travel greater than CS: Minimal cost. controls for for State waters, C3.2
6 knots within 250 m of & | standard practice. reduced vessel Whale Shark
whale shark and not speed around Interaction
allow the vessel to whale sharks can Protocol, being
approach closer than potentially reduce adopted for the
30 m of a whale shark.12 the underwater Petroleum
noise footprint of a | Activities Program.
vessel
Vessels will not travel F: Yes Implementation of | Benefits outweigh Yes