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I have used the Powerpoint format for my submission to make it easier for 
you to identify which pieces of the EIS I am discussing.  

I have copied and pasted the relevant bits with the link to where I found 
them and the page numbers. 

My comments and the questions I wish you to consider are in bold coloured 
text.

I sincerely hope this saves you time and makes my concerns easily 
understandable. Please feel free to phone or email me anytime if there’s 
anything you are not clear about.

Leanne Brummell
Ph 0455344862



I have read the entire EIS and must say I am disappointed that anyone thinks it contains enough information for 
such an important decision to be made.  I have addressed my major concerns here.  I am certain people with 
more technical knowledge than myself will address other issues. 

I am making this submission as a concerned citizen.  I don’t have any pieces of paper saying I’m an expert on 
anything, however I have been involved in learning about the research process and environmental impact 
statements. I have helped university students to learn these things. I feel confident that my assertions can be 
taken as correct and be believed.

Much of what I’ve written is, to me, common sense.  I feel this Environmental Impact Statement has been 
written only because it’s a requirement of the approval process.  Someone, or many someones, have written 
something to tick all the boxes that an Environmental Impact Statement must contain (I was around when they 
were invented and became a requirement). It’s a heap of paragraphs put together to sound important.  There’s 
nothing about existing gasfields to support what they’re saying.

I could not approve this project based on the information provided.

Leanne Brummell



https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com/public/44
d80246c422429eb72b648916176557/Chapter%
2026%20Social%20and%20health.pdf

Pg 26-17

So good water may be lost 
to poor water and you 
don’t see this as a 
problem? How did you 
arrive at “imperceptible”?

What do you base this on? 
Where are studies of health 
in other gasfields? 
Qld/overseas?



The Government is developing requirements in relation to 
management of extracted water from CSG wells. 

http://www.resourcesandenergy.nsw.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/51
6174/Code-of-Practice-for-Coal-Seam-Gas-Well-Integrity.PDF

Pg v

How can you approve this project when Govt hasn’t even made up the rules yet??  
I strongly believe these requirements must be made public and discussed first 
before any drilling goes ahead. I would expect that an in-depth longitudinal study 
of what happens in existing gasfields both in Australia, especially Qld, and 
overseas would be available. And a working model of any new technology would 
be constructed and trialled over a substantial period of time before requirements 
could be set by government. I think it would be risky to start drilling before this is 
done.  If water is impacted it is irreversible.  A mistake cannot be taken back or 
‘made good’.  People cannot water their crops with money. 



Pg 26-18

I would have liked to see 
some evidence of what 
actually happens when 
produced water is lost? I 
understand an area of the 
Pilliga has been unable to 
be rehabilitated even after 
10 years! And you’re not 
worried about salt. Salt 
can make cropping land 
unarable and drinking 
water for stock 
undrinkable. Money will 
not fix that so how do you 
‘make good’?

There is no way of knowing what the chemical properties of 
produced water will be until after the fact. Are you saying you 
could swim in it?



Pg. 26-18-19
So you are saying that in a 
flood event when the water 
course is flowing, a leak or 
spill will lead to human 
contact with the water. So 
you are relying on luck this 
won’t happen? I believe 
that if a holding pond fails, 
the water will go where it 
wants to find its own level 
and it is common sense that 
this water will seep into the 
soil and possibly 
contaminate both the soil 
and underground water.

Once again, you can’t know the chemical composition!!



https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com/public/e9a04178188c
9fbfebb5ed4fdd55d576/Chapter%2007%20Produced%20wa
ter%20management.pdf pg 7-6

Chapter 7

Pesticides are evident in 
Bohenia Creek.  I presume you 
aim to blame the farmers for 
its condition at the end of the 
day.  I understand you intend 
to put produced water in this 
creek.  I understand this creek 
is important to the natural 
biodiversity of the area. I 
think it’s importance has been 
downplayed.

https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com/public/e9a04178188c9fbfebb5ed4fdd55d576/Chapter 07 Produced water management.pdf


Pg. 7-8https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com/public/e9a04178188c9fbfebb
5ed4fdd55d576/Chapter%2007%20Produced%20water%20manage
ment.pdf

There is no way of knowing the affect of this water extraction until it is too late.  
The experience in Qld is that water bores have dried up much faster than 
anticipated and water pressure levels have been impacted.  Indeed some water 
bores have so much gas they can be lit on fire. There is no information in the 
submission of the Queensland experience for comparative purposes. It is common 
sense that water runs level (whether above or below ground).  The truth is Santos 
does not have 100% certainty as to what will happen to groundwater pressures 
and levels when this large volume of water is extracted.  Santos proposes to play 
Russian Roulette with the Australia’s major water source and the water of future 
generations.



Pg 7-23

What are the details of the licensed landfill? 
Or like in Qld are Santos just going to wait 
until they’ve got too much salt and then 
decide to try to find some way to dispose of 
it?  The Waste Salt Disposal facility in Qld 
hasn’t even been constructed yet and its 
placement at the head of a major River 
system is plain dumb. The submission does 
not specify clean salt and toxic salt amounts.  
Why isn’t it telling us how much toxic salt 
and what it’s composition and lifespan will 
be. Again I think this aspect needs to be 
planned and discussed before approval can 
be given to drill.

Even though cattle might enjoy lick 
blocks in drought time, salt is not the 
farmers friend.  It has the potential to 
make soil and water unusable. This 
project is in an agricultural region.



https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com/public/49843d7e67f5cab
df3677922dde9ce99/Chapter%2020%20Aboriginal%20heritage.
pdf

Pg 20-4

Ch 20

This just leaves me speechless.. The lack of 
respect is unbelievable.  Can you imagine a 
gas well 50m from the MCG? 75m from the 
town cenotaph? 20m from your church?
Apart from the FACT that fugitive emissions 
will be occurring from many parts of this 
project and people visiting these sites will be 
breathing who knows what (cause the gas 
industry doesn’t monitor, regulate, or tell 
anyone what’s being spewed out into the 
atmosphere) I am abhorred that Santos 
expect the indigenous descendants of the 
area are going to traverse the Santos 
infrastructure to keep their culture alive. 
Offering money is like being offered beads 
and blankets.  SHAMEFUL.

The custodian of the grinding grooves has gone so far 
as to make this secret business public to try and stop 
this project proceeding. Santos website full of glib “we 
discussed and have permission” – it’s just plain 
wrong!!



Pg 20-20

This is what 1% looks like in Qld 
(without ponds, compressor stations 
etc). Wonder why Santos haven’t 
provided a mock up pic of their 
finished product?  Because even 
though it might be 1% as you can see 
it’s very invasive!!  Zoom in on the pic 
and have a look.



Pg 20-25

An incident that contaminated an area in the Pilliga ten years ago still hasn’t been 
able to be rehabilitated.  If this project is given the go ahead you must do so on 
the understanding that damage caused could possibly be forever.  Are you going 
to put your name on the dotted line saying to future generations that I accept 
responsibility for whatever damage occurs now and into the future.

There is no evidence that wildlife will return, it’s a statement of hope.  In between 
Meandarra and Tara in Qld the trees look strange (like they’re sick or something), 
I would presume from fugitive emissions since nothing the industry self regulates 
has been shown to be doing any harm to anyone or anything?  I’ve driven through 
there just before dusk where you would expect to see lots of kangaroos and 
wallabies and not seen one – it’s seriously like the evil forest in a fairytale
cartoon.



http://www.resourcesandenergy.nsw.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf
_file/0006/516174/Code-of-Practice-for-Coal-Seam-Gas-Well-
Integrity.PDF

Pg 23-24

The EIS does not mention 
monitoring abandoned wells!!
At the end of the day Santos fills the well with 
concrete and walks away with their money, end 
of responsibility. Concrete will not last forever, 
even if they use “twice as much of the really 
good stuff”.  In 50, 100, 200 years EVERY 

CAPPING WILL FAIL causing who knows what 
damage. RESPONSIBILITY WILL FALL ON THE 
LANDOWNER WHO CANNOT BE INSURED FOR 
SUCH INCIDENTS. The gas industry has taken a 
very short term view of its impacts.  Not good 
enough when the Great Artesian Basin is at risk.



Pg 24-25

This is a future environmental disaster 
waiting to happen.  EVERY SINGLE 
HOLE WILL ONE DAY DEVELOP CRACKS 
allowing water, gas, and whatever else 
might be underground to migrate to 
wherever it now naturally wants to go.  
THEY ARE MAKING CHANGES IN THE 
EARTH THAT WILL LAST FOREVER, NOT 
JUST UNTIL THE GAS RUNS OUT.  
Someone needs to be responsible for 
monitoring and fixing it forever. Qld 
already has hundreds of square kms of 
contaminated land (not that the 
industry publicises this) – don’t let the 
arable lands of Narrabri be next. A 100 
year future fund is not going to fix this. We 
can’t grow food with money.



What about Health?

There is no data showing the possible adverse health impacts from this project. It just says 
none expected.

Worst case scenario what could happen? How can someone be expected to sign off on the 
project if they aren’t aware of all the possibilities? 

There are people in the Qld gasfields begging the Qld government to take their complaints 
seriously – NOSEBLEEDS, HEADACHES, METAL TASTE IN MOUTH, LEAD IN CHOOK EGGS, LACK OF 
SLEEP FROM NOISE, LIGHT POLLUTION FROM FLARING to name a few.  The Qld government 
had someone compile information from reported visits to doctors. They say there’s no problem 
based on statistics.  They have not sent someone out to test all these people.  The one doctor 
who has done so reports health impacts similar to those in American gasfields.  It isn’t 
profitable for an industry to be harming people’s health, so lets not talk about it.

The Qld experience means that all persons anywhere near this project (and I 
mean like 100kms in every direction) need to have baseline health tests done. 
Baseline water tests are to be done I feel it is essential that baseline health be 
documented too.



Fugitive Emissions

These are emissions that can’t be seen with the naked eye, and can only sometimes be 
smelled.  So let’s not worry about them.  In Qld, these emissions aren’t monitored, 
aren’t regulated, no-one even tells anyone what they could possibly contain.

Can’t see it? Let’s put our heads in the sand and keep our eye on the dollars.

Fugitive emissions occur everywhere.  At the well, at high rise and low rise outlets, 
pipeline vents, you get the idea.

I think it should be compulsory for these emissions to be monitored and tested.

To do less is to put the health of all persons living anywhere near the project at risk.



I sincerely thank you for taking the time to consider my concerns.

It would be appreciated if you could have a look at the Knitting Nannas Balonne Shire Facebook page 
where you will see many videos and stories from real people who “coexist” in the Qld gasfields.  I am 
sure you wouldn’t wish their every day reality on anyone.

Leanne Brummell.


