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(Name w¡thheld), of Raby NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
À

Objects to this project
There has been very little information put out to advise of the possible health risks to
my family. I have elderly parents and young children all living in the effected area.

There are no benefits to us as residents only risks.
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject

<Robyn>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
121121201210:09 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS:

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and localwater supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling havé not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.



<plan_com ment@plan nin g. nsw.gov, au>
121121201210:59 pm
CAMDEN GAS PROJECT STAGE 3, PROJECT APPLICATION 09 OO48

Dear Sir/Madam,

As a resldent oJ local area, I would like to express my opposition to the
planned gas project in Camden/Campbelltown area by AGL, I believe it is not
acceptable to proceed with such a project near residential area, given the
possible negative effects on the residents. I am very concerned about this,
Australia has many places with natural resource with opportunities to
explore without impact on human population.

I wish my name and personal detailto remain pr.ivate and not disclosed to
public;

Thank you and regards,



From:
To:
Date:
Subject

Annette Sheehan <annettesheehan@bigpond.com>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw.gov.au>
1211212012 7:53 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 0g 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account fór methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horízontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,
Annette Sheehan

********** please withhold my address from publication
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LEUMEAH NSW 2560

Min¡nt and tndustry Projects
Department of Planning
6PO Box39
SYDNÊY NSW 2OO1

DearSir/Madam

Re: Cemden Gas Profect Stage 3, ProJect Appllcatlon filt (Xl48

Both my husband and I objectto AGlls proJect epplicatlon 09-0048 to mlne for coal seam
gas in Camphelltown and Camdefl. The reasons for our objection are stated below.

AGL's plan will have negatlve effects on our green spaces and will make detrîmental changes
to our health and welfare. While there are many unanswered questions regarding this
pro¡ect tttere are m¡lny examples already in Australia and worldwide" We do not want our
commúnity to be polluted and we are attremely concerned about the health ramif¡cations.
Thís is not what we voted for In the lest NSW election.

I do not rrvant our names to he made publlc
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(Name w¡thheld), of MACARTHUR SQUARE NSW,
made the following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Sta e 3 Northern Dansron
E

Objects to this project
i am AGAINST this application and project in residential and agriculture areas

l of I l8l12/2012 5:35 PM



http : //maj orproj ects.planning.nsw. gov.aulindex.pl?action:view su.

New South Wales Government
Depaftment of Planning
Skip to content
Home > DeveloDment Assessments > Major Project Assessments

(Name w¡thheld), of Woodbine, Sydney NSW, made
the following submission on the project:
camden Gas Proiect stage 3 Northern Expansion
E

Objects to this project
To: The NSW Minister for Planning
8/L2/L2

Agaínst the Nofthern Expansion of Camden Gas Project Application Number 09_0048.

Dear Sir/Madam,

I say tomato, you say tom-ah-to. Extraction processes of shale gas and coal seam gas
have many things in common: environmental damage, unknown long-term impactð
on geology, watàr, health, and society; and the libeial use of hydrauic fracturing, a
method wrought with such destructive capabilities that must make its inventor ðringe
as much as Einstein did with his work involving creation of the atomic bomb.

I strongly object to AGL's proposal to extract coal seam gas in Campbelltown. Firstly,
let me talk to the elephant in the room: health.

Work done by Southern Cross University found methane levels were 2,1 ppm outside
[he gas field, and 6.89 ppm within Tara; the latter bore the fingerprint of Coal Seam
Gas, much like the methane bubbling through Condamine River in Queensland. The
implications for health are damning: the methane leakage is diffuse and not
localised: much like advanced canðer caused by the volaiile organic compounds that
the CSG industry emits, and which these high levels of methane may well be an
indicator of, in Tara's air.

Methane from CSG, contrary to AGL's smarmy advertising campaign, is not on the
road to renewable energy. When lost as fugitive emissions, this gas will negate the
advantages natural gas likes to tout over coal. Only 2-4o/o need to be lost fõr this to
happen, because methane is a potent global warmer, 21 times more so than carbon
dioxide over a 100 year period, and72-LO5 times more over a 20 year period. But
maybe the big rollers and shakers of politics now, don't care about a 20 years, let
alone a 100 years. Neveftheless, Tom Wigley from the US National Center for
Atmospheric Research has this to say: "unless leakage rates for new methane can be
kept below 2olo, substituting gas for coal is not an effective means for reducing the
magnitude of future climate change". I wonder then, how CSG is heralded by Big Gas
as the transition point to cleaner energy.

Methane, volatile organic compounds, and diesel emissions from the transport
machinery associated with coal seam gas mining have resulted in unacceptable levels
of ground ozone, much higher in rural areas of Wyoming and Utah than the worst
smog in Los Angeles. People in Campbelltown, would rather not breathe ozone and
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suffer asthma and chronic lung disease, thank you very much. Natural gas extraction
processes have been associated with a myriad of chemicals polluting the aiç with
some of the highest concentrations of methane, ethane, propane, and other alkanes,
which students in this area should be experimenting on in Chemistry labs whilst
wearing personal protective equipment, and should not be breathing in freely.

There is a loss of landscape, livelihood, economy, rural living, mental wellbeing and
sense of community ownership if this proposal succeeds to be passed by the
Depaftment. The latter would be because the community is adamant about not
wanting CSG mining and will feel disempowered would the government not listen.

What has the industry proposed for the management of salt, water, heavy metals,
volatile organíc compounds (including BTEX, which although banned, can still be
mobilised in the de-watering or fracking process) and radioactive isotopes produced
by CSG? In Queensland, 750,000,000 kilos of waste salt will be produced from
40,000 planned wells. 300 Giga litres of GROUNDWATER will be extracted annually
for CSG compared to extraction from the Great Artesian Basin of 540 Giga litres for
all purposes. This jeopardises Australian water security, in an era when water is
recognised as the sustenance of our planet's life.

Fufthermore, AGL proposes to run its gas gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper
Canal, endangering Sydney's water quality. Mining in suburban Sydney cannot assure
safety of aquifers when AGL themselves don't know where our aquifers flow to,
hazarding a guess at 'probably Sydney Harbour'.

Environmental Protection Agency in U.S.A. found that drinking water in Pavillion,
Wyoming was not safe to drink with 10 fracking chemicals including the carcinogens
benzene and toluene. If you dismiss this as a shale gas occurrence only, then without
saying 'potato- pot-ah-to' please show Sydneysiders that this does not occur with
coal seam gas. In three separate incidents, BTEX chemicals have already
contaminated water bores in Queensland; at the Walloon Coal Measures, there was
fracking-related contamination of the Springbook aquifer; in Pilliga Forest, 10,000
Litres of wastewater destroyed vegetation. What guarantee can the Department
provide this will not occur in residential areas, and how willing is the Minister to bear
the potential for such damage in Campbelltown on his hands?

There is also a significant threat to agriculture: farming land for well pads are 1
hectare each, every 750 metres; roads built have to be 6m. wide, and what of the
waste disposal? We don't want to see the beautiful countryside of Camden networked
by roads, pipelines, well pads, and fences; we don't want contamination of wateç
soil, crops, feedstock, and ultimately affecting livelihoods, like it already has in
Queensland where BTEX contamination resulted in prized Australian beef not being
produced by the quarantined cattle.

what happens to farmers? Animals are continually exposed to aiç soil, and
groundwater. They reproduce frequently and are often heralded as scientific sentinels
to the impacts on human health. A study by Bamberger and Oswald suggest the
following: drilling fluid blowout was associated with stillborn calves and congenital
defects, benzene and arsenic poisoning in humans, and 'serious health effects on
humans, companion animals, livestock, horses, and wildlife' from exposure to gas
drilling operations. The study calls for a ban on drilling to protect public health-. This
is a recurrent theme in the studies that have examined natural gas extraction and
health: mining in residential areas is surely a breach of preventive health measures,
and makes one reminisce about asbestos and tobacco's long-debated links to cancer.

Land value has also been contested by csG at the NSW parliament Inquiry:
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"Many Inquiry pafticipants argued that land values would diminish significantly if coal
seam gas activities were to take place on a property. Forexample, Mr Dobbin of
Rabobank stated that land assets are likely to be 'severely discounted' for a number
of reasons, including a reduction in area of productive land, operational risks, the
effect on propefty aesthetics, and the risk of future project expansion:
There will be a reduction in productivity and efficiency, pafticularly with precision
farming, with the presence of infrastructure, wells, roads, pipelines, et cetera... The
potential residual impact on property includes the risk of contamination of water and
soil... There are operational risks of coal seam gas mining activities on the propefty,
water access rights to the property and loss of privacy. There are the aesthetics of
the propefty and a risk of future project expansion... We also see a number of
unintended consequences arising from a reduction in rural land values. These include
a corresponding reduction of credit available throughout rural communities from lower
land values and serviceability.

A number of Inquiry participants shared the expectation that land values would fall,
with some speculating that land values have already reduced even before activities
have reached the production phase, For example, Ms Judi Sheedy, a representative of
the NSW Farmers' Association in the Gunnedah district, insisted that 'already in our
area we have seen a reduction in land values of 30 per cent and this is before any full
blown production has occurred'.

Other Inquiry participants maíntained that the effect on propefty values has meant
that land sales have ceased altogether in some affected areas. This view was
expressed by Mr Martin of the Southern Highlands Coal Action Group who described
the phenomenon as though 'a big cloud has come over the area'. Mr Alan Lindsay,
also of the Southern Highlands Coal Action Group, argued that before mining and
extraction proposals were put forward for the Southern Highlands, propefties were
being sold without any problem. Now, he maintained, 'no land transactions are
taking place':

The impact at the moment is that no land transactions are taking place. We do not
know what the final impact will be. Talk to any real estate agent around the Southern
Highlands--we know there is a potential global recession --but before these issues
came up, the coal seam gas and coal mining issue, properties were being transacted
without any degree of difficulty. The process has ground to a halt.

The Committee notes the anecdotal nature of much of this evidence but also
acknowledges the personal experiences of a number of Inquiry participants who
repofted on the direct impact of coal seam gas activity on their ability to sell or buy
land. For example, Mr Duffy, who lives near Gunnedah, explained that his property
had failed to sell at auction and that the bids on offer reflected a substantial loss in
value. He assefted that concerns surrounding Santos' nearby Kahlua pilot site had
discouraged people from buying his land:

The agent who took our prospective buyers around... valued our property between
$1.3 and $1.5 million for 1,500 acres. Each of the eight prospective buyers all
expressed concern about what is happening with the gas. We actually went to auction
about a month ago. We had two registered bidders. On advice of the agent he
suggested that we put in an initial vendor's bid of $900,000. The two registered
bidders did not pursue that. So the auction failed. I spoke to both of the registered
bidders afterwards and they replied that their concern about the gas was such that
they were not prepared to take the risk. On the strength of that I now do not have
the option of doing as I was choosing to do... The substantial asset I have built up
over 25 years is probably one third the value. Similarly, the Committee heard from
Bellata farmer Ms Tydd, who stated the she and her husband had been actively
looking to buy a propefty but chose not to pursue their search because of proposals
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to develop coal seam gas in their area:

Ms Judi Sheedy, Executive Councillor and Chair of Gunnedah District Council, My
husband and I for the last five years have been actively in the property market'
attending auctions looking to buy a property to expand our own personal
landholding. The minute those people arrived on our front gate I said to my husband,
"It stops l'ìow." We have not attended one more auction... If someone is looking to
sell property in our area, I will not be looking to buy it.

The reluctance to buy propefties in farming areas was also observed by Mr Dobbin,
who said that 'a lot of our clients are saying, ' 'I am not going to buy any more
country because I am not sure what is going to happen"'.

According to several Inquiry participants, it is this uncertainty which is consuming
many landholders, pafticularly farmers who value their property as superannuatiõn.
According to the NSW Farmers' Association, many farmers rely on the knowledge that'they can fund their retirement eíther by selling the asset or being supported Éy the
next generation who takes it on'. They explained that ceftainty for the current and
next generations about the future of their properties is being threatened by the'insecurity of CSG exploration'."

Call me jaded or realístic, having surveyed the evidence available, it is my opinion
that whilst there is little INDEPENDENT, publicly accessible data on CSG in Australia,
the industry can continue to insist that CSG is benign. It is not, however, up to the
residents of Sydney's suburbs to prove otherwise. It is up to you, the government, to
verify the industry's spurious asseftions by extensively studying the adverse impact
of CSG in Australia as we know it. Your evidence will be damniñg, which leads me to
cynically state that it is exactly the reason no such studies have yet been
commissioned by the government. Until we have the guarantees of safety, I see no
reason why the people of Western Sydney should be experimented on thus. The gas
will always remain underground. Why the rush? Give time for technology and scielnce
to evolve so natural gas extraction can be done safely instead of the current obscene
methods used and the chaos caused to all but Big Gas.

   Woodbíne, NSW 2560 (as of 9/tl/t2).
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(Name w¡thheld), of Bradbury NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Ge Proiect Staoe 3No,rthern Exoansion
À

Objects to this project
Campbelltown is one of the fastest growing areas in Australia with families choosing
to live and raise their families here, How dare AGL come in and try to mine under our
homes without scientific evidence available to us about the impact and the possible
side affects on the health of the region. The impact on our parents who have lived
here for over 50 years, us, our children and our grandchildren. What absolute
arrogance. As an asmathic I am concerned about the emissions. Also the noise levels.
We have not been given the full details of the project just the propaganda by the big
power companies. We know that other counties and states have banned fracking. It is
not fair and we have the right to have a say and to protect this country and the
health of our communities for the future generations. Where are the rights of the
citizens of Campbelltown. Do the research, show us the evidence and give us the
oppoftunity to contribute to the decision making, Those of us with chronic health
issues do not need more aggravators in the air and we do not need our families put
at risk. Please give us honesty and respect us and the land that we are borrowing
from our children and their children. An angry resident of 52 years.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Blair Athol NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Ge Proiect Staoe 3 Northern Exoans¡on
Å

Objects to this project
This type of development in a residential area is ridiculous. The potential damage to
the environment, subsidence and my childrens health is threatend by this proposal.

l of I l8ll2/2012 5:35 PM
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(Name withheld), of mount annan NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
camden Gas Project staoe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I have just bought land in Gregory Hills and I am very concerned about the coal seal
gas mines that are proposed in my area. I am very worried if it were to go ahead it
will affect my health as well as my children. I strongly oppose these plans.
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(Name wlthheld), of Denham Court NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
The long term effects of coal seam gas drilling are still unknown yet the Camden are
now has more wells than anywhere in the State. The wells are located close to built
up areas including schools.

So who benefits from this other than AGL? Ceftainly not residents living in close
proximity to gas mining where the effect on the environment including our water is
not clear.

Stop the drilling until the science is clear.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Leumeah NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
camden Gas Proiect staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I am very concerned regarding CSG Mining in this area. I fear for the Health
Problems of my family and many friends in this area. The subsidence under our
homes and infrastructure, its like us local residents are being used as guinea pigs, no
way can CSG Mining operate safely in our residential areas, its a disgrace. The -
residents of these areas have the right to disapprove of the CSG Mining, Myself &
many others do not want this! for example gas leak in QLD left many fãmilíes with
health issues. Not happy with the project!

I of 1 18/1212012 5:35 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of LEUMEAH NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
camden Gas Proiect staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
The Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion should not proceed until a full,
unbiased and independent environmental impact study is undertaken and the results
published for comment.
In the same vein, all existing gas wells should be closed until this study ís
undeftaken.
Until there is an iron-clad guarantee that the environment will not be vandalised
fufther, that the aquifers will not be affected in any wêy , arable land will not be
affected, and all existing and planned urban expansion will not be affected
environmentally, structurally or monetarily, all current and planned CSG wells in the
Macafthur-Wollondilly LGA's should be halted immediately.
If Australia ( and NSW in particular in this case ) is so short of gas, and AGL so shoft
of income, then I suggest that both AGL and the state government make immediate
representations to the federal government to stop exporting all gas from the nofth
west shelf gas fields to Asia/China/Japan, and build the necessary infrastructure to
allocate this gas to domestic consumption.
A prime example of a nation-building project.
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(Name w¡thheld), of   NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Staqe 3 Northern Expansion
E

Objects to this project
I strongly object to the AGL expansion as it will mean we will be living on top of a
gas well with consequential land devaluation - see attachment.

I have made no political donations.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Glen Alpine NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Prolect Stage 3 Northern Expansion
a

Objects to this project
I object to this project due to environmental and health reasons and its impact on
the community.
This is absolutely disgraceful by the NSW government.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Harrington Park NSW, made
the following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Stage 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
Hi, I am writing my submission as a future resident of Gregory Hills (we are building
our family home there). As a family we strongly object to the gas project being run
through residential suburbs without the real known health effects known. I have a
young family as well do many other residents and our children and ourselves should
not be subject to the unknown. I also strongly object to the well being placed in
Gregory Hills (proposed CU02). For one it is very close to residential homes within
Gregory Hills and Gledswood Hills. Health effects are unknown and there is always
accidents which could prove to be very dangerous so close to homes. Secondly I do
not want to see Gregory Hills Drive, a road used for residents to go home through,
used for AGL trucks carrying potentially dangerous waste products. There are several
schools proposed/approved within the area where many children will be there 30+hrs
a week. I do not feel safe with AGL proposing the gas project through my suburb and
have great concerns over my families health and safety if this is to go ahead. Surely
there must be non residential areas that AGL could 'trial' their project and have it
properly monitored to assess the potentially dangerous risks . Unless AGL can provide
1000/o assurance that there will be no accidents or leakages there will be no change
to air and water quality, that no houses will be damaged and no one will get sick then
this project should be shut down within residential areas.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Ambarvale NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
We are told of just horizontal drilling program the will "criss cross" major parts of
Campbelltown and surrounding areas, I'm told this will be 3/4 of a mile underground.
What is your pollution control method and treatment?

This will I believe use a lot of fluid known as drilling mud which will either have to be
treated at the drilling rig or taken away for treatment, how is this to be done? Are
these procedures on display?

Will there be bore water samples taken and analyzed in strategic monitoring wells
around targeted areas of project *BEFORE* drilling takes place. Who will have access
to this before and after analysis?

Then come the second phase which is always "Fracking" again with the chemicals
used what will be the pollution control for mud and chemicals?
In the past ín Australia this has been afflicted by cowboys who left ate solutions to
simply go into ground this is often only noticed months after they have left by visual
"die off" as the bushland is slowly poisoned by salts used in fracking process

Is there any threat of underground fires with process. If so are there any successful
way of putting them out?

What is your safety record and experience with horizontal drilling in Coal seams?

Would like to see references from community experiences from areas where this style
of extraction has been done before.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Rosemeadow NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
Drilling for gas near residential areas is a hazard to the health to the residents
especially for the young and the old. Research has not shown that this way of
obtaining gas is safe. it is unethical to put profit before safety. Furthermore, when all
the gas has been extracted, the water supply and soil would have been degraded .
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(Name w¡thheld), of Camden South NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Ge Proiect Staoe 3 Northern Exoans¡on
a

Objects to this project
. I am deeply concerned about any coal seam gas exploitation taking place under my
home as I am very aware of repofted health effects in Queensland towns, such as
Tara, where many families have suffered from skin irritation/rashes, burning eyes and
respiratory tracts. Coal seam gas exploitation often involves a process called fracking,
where water, sand and chemicals are injected into the gas well under high pressure
to fracture the shale and open up fissures to allow the natural flow of gas out of the
well. Many chemicals used in this process are dangerous and carcinogenic, Towns
such as Tara have reported a foul smell around well sites and as previously mentioned
many residents are suffering ill health effects. Coal seam gas exploitation also raises
environmental questions. There are no long term studies to show the effects on water
aquifers, and potential contamination of land due to the use of chemicals in the
fracking process and gas escaping through the ground into farming/residential areas.
There is also the concern of ground movement due to drilling and the effect on
residential properties, for example cracking brickwork, etc in homes. I have several
children in my house who already suffer from asthma, eczema and other complaints.
We do not want this near our house or in our area!

I of I 18/1212012 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Clemton PArk NSW, made the
following submission on the project:

Camden Gas Project Staqe 3 Northern Expansion
E

Objects to this project
We object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in
Campbelltown and Camden, The reasons for our objection are stated below.

This is a residential area, mining has no place here.
(1) AGLs plan for CSG mining (&fracking) of Sydney will industrialise our suburbs &
green spaces with unceftain impacts on our health, environment, livelihoods and land

(2) (2) Campbelltown and Camden urban areas will be fracked!
As at December zOtL (according to information provided to the NSW Upper House
Inquiry into Coal Seam Gas), 85o/o of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project
area of Wollondilly, Camden and the outskifts of Campbelltown, had been fracked.
This compares with statistics provided by Doctors for the Environment Australia to the
2}tt Senate Inquiry (coal seam gas) of LO-40o/o of wells in Queensland. AGL has said
it will continue to frack vertical wells in Stage 3 and will frack the horizontal wells if
the technology permits it in the future.

3) Health & safety issues:

On the 14th November 2012, academic researchers from the Southern Cross
University in Queensland found methane levels at 3.5 times the expected level at the
Tara Estate in Queensland. We don't want our area to face the same issues.

I of I 78112/2012 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of St Andrews NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
Campbelltown is a residential area.It is totally inappropriate to even consider putting
this type of industrial development in a residential area.The community should not be
used as guinea pigs to test a technology which has been proven by experiences in
U.S.A. to have negative effects on both the envíronment and the health of
neighbouring residents.I would urge everyone to watch the film "Gasland" to
understand why the N.S.W. Government should not be considering this proposal
which will destroy both the environment and the health of the local community.

I of 1 l8ll2l20l2 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Eschol Park NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I cannot put into words how strongly we feel this application should be rejected. Our
future is here in Eschol Park, Please ensure it will be a safe one. Below is a letter
we've posted to Brian Doyle, Brad Hazard and members of Campbelltown City
Council.

I of 1 l8ll2l20r2 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Woonona NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Sta e 3 Northern E Dansron
À

Objects to this project
I object the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion proposal on the
following grounds:

The Scenic Hills are zoned Environmental Protection, prohibiting extractive industries
and mines. State legislation allows this to be ignored and this development will
industrialise an environmentally protected area.

AGL's main gas gathering pipeline will run beside the Upper Canal, patt of Sydney's
drinking water catchment. AGL also do not know where the aquifers in the area flow
to but "probably Sydney Harbour".

AGL is an unsuitable proponent. There has been non-compliance with conditions of
the Camden Gas Projects' Environmental Protection Licence each year since it was
issued in 2004. AGL has also failed to conduct continuous air monitoring at its
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for 3 years and is now the subject of an
investigation by the Environment Protection Authority.

CSG mining poses risks to water, land and air that require further research. In this
context, no new applications or modifications should be approved and existing
projects should be frozen, to conduct an investigation into if and under what
conditions CSG mining is safe.

Thank you

1of I 18/12/2012 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Picton NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
camden Gas Proiect staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I am OPPOSED to this CSG expansion. So close to populated areas, to the Sydney
water supply canal, with so líttle known about the acquifer system in this area and
the likely effects of CSG extraction on that system (particularly when fracking is
potentailly to be used), with AGL's non-compliance issues and not monitoring of air
quality at Rosalind Park, not only should this application be refused, existing
operations should be frozen until a full investigation is completed into if, or under
what conditions, CSG extraction is safe.

I of I l8/12/2012 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Eschol Park NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
camden Gas Project staqe 3 Northern Exoansion
E

Objects to this project
I am a local resident opposing gas project in the backyard of my house.

1of 1 l8ll2l20l2 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Mount Annan NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
camden Gas Proiect staqe 3 Northern Exoansion

Objects to this project
My family and I are currently in the process of building a new home in Gregory Hills.
Being in the middle of a developing residential area we were not aware that there
w9s a coal seam gas well in Gregory Hills that was going to be a major player in
AGLs plan to harvest gas from beneath the homes of residents across the Macarthur
region.
While I am not an expeft and can only rely on what I can read and see on television,
I am concerned about the impact the this well and the 65 others around the
Macafthur are will have on the lives of those of us who are living in the area.
I can understand the need to drill for gas, but I can't understand the though
processes that have gone in to someone making a decision that this is okay to do
under people's homes.
History is full of examples of decisions like this being made and 20 years later when
the the effects are seen on the environment and peoples health, and no one will buy
peoples homes, those companies who made those decisions accept no responsibility.
My major concern with this project is that there will be no recourse in the Land and
Enviroment Couft for those of us living in Gregory Hills if all of this goes pair shaped.
While we have no option but to complete our home in Gregory Hills and will end up
living in it, I want to see that there is a proper machanism for accountability for our
lives, the lives of our families and the values of our homes.
I also cannot understand the logic behind the making of decisions that are "in the
best interest of the community" and who gets to make those decisions.
We are paft of a church opposite Mount Annan Botanical Gardens that a few years
ago was prevented by the Land and Environment Court from building a larger
building on our 37 acre property for our 1200 member congregation becauie it was
felt that "we" (meaning the residents of Macarthur) didn't need an auditroium bigger
than the "Opera House" in Macarthur. This was for a growing church doing great w;ork
in the community.
Yet surrounding that property approval is now being sought for coal seam gas wells
that will have no positive benefit forthe people of Macafthurat all. The only people
who will benefit from this decision will be the shareholders of AGL and I am guessing
that very few of them live in the houses that will be affected by this project. Wherels
the logic or the justice in these decisions.
I therefore wish to officially object to this proposal which sees well and drilling take
place under people's homes, inlcuding my own.

1of I l8l12/2012 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Camden South NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staqe 3 Northern Expansion
E

Objects to this project
the nofthern expansion should not go ahead while the jury was still out on nthe
health and emmissions impacts of coal seam gas production. I am absolutely against
this "fracking" practice in our residential areas which will affect the lives of myself and
my children and grandchildren, as I feel it will have a damaging effect on our
environment and water supply areas

1of I l8ll2l20l2 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Campbelltown NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staoe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
There has been very little information about this project. Very little research done
into the impact on our health, on our water quality. Have baseline studies been done?

Will you be able to tell us that no changes in air quality, health or water quality will
be affected due to the mining??? I did not vote for a government with a policy of
allowing fracking. This seems very underhanded.This is not what I voted for I will not
vote for a party that allows fracking.

I believe there is plenty of evidence of methane emissions, health problems and
problems with water. The Victorian Government has just banned it...
http://www.abc.net.au/news/20L2-O8-27 /fracking3a-what27s-the-d eal3f /4225572

Who will fix the problems caused by CSG. Why is there the attitude frack now pay
later?

We have no information at all from AGL about this. Please stop this Coal Seam Gas
Mining.

I value my health, my air quality, my drinking water and my environment.

What about the salt deposits left behind the failed wells the damage to the layers in
the eafth below?

subsidence, noise, water used (do we not live in a very dry country). Isn't their
enough gas in Bass Strait.

I feel so desperate and helpless to stop this. PLEASE PLEASE STOP IT NOW! You can't
turn the clock back.

See this story - I could go on all day with links for you.
http : //www. sbs. co m . a u/d ate I i n e/story/a bout/i d/6 0 L34L / n / F ra cked - Off

1of 1 l8ll2l20l2 5:36 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Woodbine NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
B

Objects to this project
Dear Sir/Madam,

I'm attaching two separate submissions against the Camden Gas Project Stage Three
Nofthern Expansion Project Application No. 09 0048.

The first is a group submission from medical students at the University of Western
Sydney,

The second is an individual submission from myself. I lived in Campbelltown until
November of this year, I've since relocated to Seven Hills but I still work and study at
Campbelltown, and I'm invested in the community there.

Please cqnfirm that both submissions have been received by the Dept. of Planning via
email to 

Thank you, and hope you have a happy Christmas,

Nimna De Silva

¡ Attachment: Submission to NSW Dept Planning against AGL
expansion of CSG project.pdf

o Attachment: Submission by Medical Students.pdf

l of I 18/12/2072 5:36 PM
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To The Mining & lndustry Projects,

Department of Planning

Project No 09_0048

Submission Aeainst Proposal

Dear Sir/Madam,

l'm writing as a concerned resident of Greater western sydney, who has lived in
Campbelltown for the last four years and who views this proposed expansion of Coal Seam
Gas (CSG) extraction with dismay. I vehemently oppose AGL Energy's Camden Gas Project
Stage Three Northern Expansion on multiple grounds detailed below, parts A to G.

A) Firstly, I am deeply concerned by the process of hydraulic fracturing or'fracking'which
AGL will be using to extract the gas. Fracking has been banned in France, Bulgaria, areas of
the United Kingdom, the state of Vermont in the United States of America, and Quebec,
Canada.l'2"3 The Natural Resources Minister for Quebec stated recently that "l cannot see
the day when the extraction of natural gas by the fracking method can be done in a safe
way."4 She has made a firm stand: "Our position is very clear: we want a complete
moratorium, not only on exploitation but also on exploration of shale gas. We haven't
changed our minds,"s

The New Brunswick College of Family Physicians called for a moratorium on hydraulic
fracturing, citing apprehension over the protect¡on of 'valuable resources and the public's
health by putting a moratorium on hydraulicfracturing development in New Brunswick until
further research can prove that the benefits clearly outweigh the risks'. They go on to state:
"We are particularly concerned about potential contamination of public water supplies, air
pollution resulting from fracking operations, disposal of radioactive wastewater, possible
spills of toxic chemicals, the health of children and pregnant women, only enumerating a
few. ..." The letter concludes, "For all of the reasons above, we believe hydraulic fracturing
is not the right choice for New Brunswick and we urge you to use the power of your
legislation to suspend the development of this industry in our Province until further
research is done."6

Locally, Doctors for Environment Australia with the National Toxics Network were also clear
on the¡r position against CSG and fracking in a combined media release on L5/IU2OI2:

'A recent independent university study of the atmosphere of a coal seam gas field near
Tara, Queensland has shown evidence of widespread releases of methane and carbon
dioxide concentrations.

Hotspot concentrations of methane were detected within the gas field that were more than
3 times higher than background levels found outs¡de the gas fields. Activities such as drilling
and hydraulic fracturing can release contaminants into sediments and aquifers, which
escape into the air.



Page 2 of 11

"Other air contaminonts, such as volatile organic compounds (VOCs), were not measured os
part of this study, but are known from studies overseas to be released from gos fields which
are fracked" said Dr Mariann Lloyd-Smith, Senior Advisor to National Toxics Network.

A recent study looking at the human health risk assessment of air emissions from
unconvent¡onal gas extract¡on published in the journ al, Science of the Totøl Environment,
found that residents living closest to gas wells had higher risks for neurological, respiratory
and other health effects and higher cancer risks than those living further away.

"NotionalToxics Network recently undertook preliminary sampling of oir and woter in the
Tara region ond found evidence of the releose of VOCs ot the well-heod 24 hours after being
hydraulicolly fractured. These included known and suspected carcinogens like benzene ond
bromodichloromethane, as well os a range of other toxic compounds." said Dr Lloyd-Smith.

A number of Tara residents have been calling on the government for some time to
investigate their health complaints. Symptoms reported included headaches, rashes, nausea
and vomiting, nose bleeds, eye and throat irritation. "While the couse of these symptoms
have not yet been determined, they show mony similarities to symptoms experienced by
communities living in gos fields overseos. Hydrocorbon exposure connot be ruled out as o
cause without much more comprehensive investigotion" according to Dr Redmond.

"Unconventionalgas development poses potentially serious as yet unossessed heolth risks"
said Dr Redmond, and " protecting the health and wellbeing of all Australions should be the
priority."

Doctors for the Environment and the National Toxics Network are calling for
immediate action to protect the health and safety of local communities with funding of
comprehensive transparent environmental testing and health impact assessment.'7

The Australian Petroleum Production and Exploration Association (APPEA) questioning the
rigour of the study by the Southern Cross University is irresponsible, not for the only reason
it can critique (that the study is only in its preliminary phase) but because given the sinister
results from Tara, APPEA should have requested the independent commission of exhaustive
studies into addressing such distressing implications.s'e APPEA and AGL come across as
having 'something to hide' or being wilfully ignorant of the adverse effects from CSG.

B) Secondly, I am fearful for the health of pregnant women and young people who make up
a significant proportion of this area's population. The American Academy of Paediatrics in its
publication 'Paediatric Environmental Health Specialty Units (PEHSU) lnformation on Natural
Gas Extraction and Hydraulic Fracturing for Health Professíonals' raised the multiple
spectres of water contamination, air pollution, and noise pollution with specific emphasis on
effects toxicants from fracking will have on the developing foetus and young childt0:

'Water Contamination
One of the potential routes of exposure to toxics from the NGE/HF process is the
contamination of drinking water, including public water supplies and private wells. This can
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occur when geologic fractures extend into groundwater or from leaks from the natural gas
well if it passes through the water table. ln addition, drilling fluid, chemical spills, and
disposal pit leaks may contaminate surface water supplies. A study conducted in New York
and Pennsylvania found that methane contamination of private drinking water wells was
associated with proximity to active natural gas drilling. (Osborne SG, et al., 2011). While
many of the chemicals used in the drilling and fracking process are proprietary, the list
includes benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene, xylene, ethylene glycol, glutaraldehyde and other
biocides, hydrochloric acid, and hydrogen treated light petroleum distillates. These
substances have a wide spectrum of potential toxic effects on humans ranging from cancer
to adverse effects on the reproductive, neurological, and endocrine systems (ATSDR,
Colborn T, et al, U.S. EPA 2009).

Air Pollution
Sources of air pollution around a drilling facility include diesel exhaust from the use of
machinery and heavy trucks, and fugitive emissions from the drilling and NGE/HF processes.
These air pollutants are associated with a spectrum of adverse health outcomes in humans.
lncreases in particulate matter air pollution, for example, have been linked to respiratory
illnesses, wheezing in infants, cardiovascular events, and premature death (Laden F, et al,
Lewtas J, Ryan PH, et al, Sacks JD, et al). Since each fracturing event at each well requires up
to 2,400 industrial truck trips, residents near the site and along the truck routes may be
exposed to increased levels of these air pollutants (New York State DECDMR, 2009). Volatile
organic compounds can escape capture from the wells and combine with nitrogen oxides to
produce ground-level ozone (CDPHE 2008, CDPHE 2010). Due to its inflammatory effects
on the respiratory tract, ground-level ozone has been linked to asthma exacerbations and
respiratory deaths. Elevated ozone levels have been found in rural areas of Wyoming,
partially attributed to natural gas drilling in these locations. (Wyoming Department of
Environmental Quality, 2010). tn an air sampling study from 2005 to 2007 conducted in
Colorado, researchers found that a¡r benzene concentrations approached or exceeded
health-based standards at sites associated with oil or gas drilling (Garfield County PHD,
2007l.. Benzene exposure during pregnancy has been associated with neural tube defects
(Lupo PJ, et al), decreased birth parameters (Slama R, et al., 2009), and childhood leukaemia
(Whitworth KW, et al., 2008),

Noise Pollution
Noise pollution from the drilling process and resulting truck traffic has not been optimally
evaluated, but since drilling sites have been located in close proximity to housing in many
locations, noise from these industrial sources might impact sleep, and that has been
associated with negative effects on learning and other aspects of daily living (Stansfeld SA,
et al., 2003, WHO 20LL).

Special Susceptibility of Children
Children are more vulnerable to environmental hazards. They eat, drink, and breathe more
than adults on a pound for pound basis. Research has also shown that children are not able
to metabolize some toxicants as well as adults due to immature detoxification processes.
Moreover, the foetus and young child are in a critical period of developmentwhen toxic
exposures can have profound negative effects.'10
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C) Thirdly, I am worried by the list, published by APPEA, of 50 compounds that are used
during the fracking process, many of which are hazardous to health .77'r2-Le These include the
antifreeze agent, ethylene glycol, which is toxic in large amounts to the kidneys, nervous
system, lungs, and heart.13'18 Before being banned in the fracking process by the NSW and
Queensland governments, the BTEX chemicals (Benzene, Toluene, Ethyl benzene and
Xylene) were volatile components of petroleum compounds.tT These volatile organic
compounds (VOC) can still be released by the processes used in CSG mining: drilling,
methane separation, and evaporation pond, compressor, and other equipment use, etc.1q1e
BTEX chemicals are present naturally in hydrocarbon deposits and when released into the
atmosphere from the process of CSG extraction, cause headaches, ataxia, and hepatic, and
renal dysfunction.le Benzene is a known carcinogen. tt'tn Yet, APPEA unconvincingly and
brazenly declares: "Some of the chemicals used in fracking may have some toxic
characteristics...; however, when diluted such as in fracking gels, they present minimal to no
human or ecological risks".12

The National Toxics Network has asked for a moratorium o,n drilling and the fracking
process until the chemicals used in the process have been assessed for safety of residents
above ground20:

"'Our investigation found that of 23 common fracking chemicals used in Australia, only 2
have ever been assessed by NICNAS, Australia's industrial chemicals regulator. The two that
were assessed, have never been assessed for use as fracking chemicals," said lead author of
the report, Dr Mariann Lloyd Smith.

"Constituents of fracking fluids are often considered 'trade secrets' and not revealed. Even
regulators are left in the dark," she says. "Risk assessments for specific CSG projects in
Queensland lacked basic information on the chemicals. The ones we were able to identify
concerned us because of their significant potential to cause damage to the env¡ronment and
human health. Some were linked with òancer and birth defects, while others damaged the
hormone system of living things and affected aquatic species at very low levels."

"Fracking chemicals are complex mixtures of different chemicals which increases their risks.
They are being used in very large volumes and unknown concentrations for purposes they
were never intended for," Dt Lloyd -Smith says,

"Despite industry claims that fracking chemicals are 'only used in small quantities' and are
all 'food grade chemicals used in household chemicals', NTN has discovered that hazardous
chemicals such as ethylene glycol, formamide, naphthalene, ethoxylated nonylphenol and
sodium persulfate are commonly used in fracking mixtures

"To give you an idea of the quantities involved, in one QLD proposed coal seam gas
operation it was reported that 18,500kg of additives were to be used in each well during the
fracturing process and that up to 40% (i.e. 7,500kg or 7.5 tonnes) of the fracking fluids
would remain in the formations, " Dr Lloyd-Smith says.

"That's a very large quantity of chemicals and they have to go somewhere. Whether they
stay underground or they are bought back to the surface and placed in evaporation ponds,
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there are significant risks of pollution to waterways, the atmosphere and surrounding
communities," she says.

"By allowing these chemicals to go unchecked, it effectively gives the CSG industry a green
lightto pollute. With such rapid expansíon of the CSG industry expected, Governments must
intervene to ensure the industry does not cause irreversible pollution" Dr Lloyd-Smith
concluded."'20

Dr. Marion Carey (public health physician, Senior Research Fellow at Monash University, and
past Senior Medical Adviser in Environmental Health to the Chief Health Officer of Victoria)
support this strong caution by the NTN in a peer-reviewed article: 'There has been no
comprehensive hazard assessment of the chemical mixtures used and their impacts on the
environment or human health. Only two of the twenty-three most commonly used fracking
chemicals have been assessed by the national regulator (NICNAS), and neither of these has
been specifically assessed for use in frackíng. A report on one of the two fracking chemicals
that have been assessed for use in other situations the persulfate salts used in hair
bleaching preparations - state they are "hazardous chemicals and ...harmful if swallowed,
irritant to the skin and eyes and able to cause allergic responses". The companies argue that
only a very small percentage of fracking fluids consist of these chemicals, but because of the
huge volumes of fluids used, cumulatively these chemicals may still constitute líterally
truckloads in volume. Additionally, some compounds such as benzene can present a risk to
health even in minute quantities (as indicated by the Australian drinking water guidelines
for benzene of 1ppb, the equivalent of a drop of water in a swimming pool).'18

Other objections to CSG by Dr. Carey are featured belowls:

'Chief amongst the potential threats to health is contamination of surface and ground
waters, particularly drinking water sources. The chemical additives used in fracking, their
degradation products, and compounds mobilised from sediments during the process can
pose a risk to animal and human health by contaminating water used for drinking, washing,
stock watering and food production. These can include toxic, allergenic, mutagenic and
carcinogenic substances as well as methane. Waste water coming to the surface may
conta¡n volatile organic compounds, high concentrations of ions, heavy metals and
radioactive substances,

The CSG industry uses enormous quantities of water, with predicted extractions of around
7,500 gigalitres from groundwater systems over the next 25 years. The National Water
Commission is concerned that "CSG development represents a substantial risk to
sustainable water management."

However concerns about long-term effects of some chemicals used in or generated by CSG
mining include hormonal system disruption, fertility and reproductive effects and
development of cancer

The cumulative impacts of water and air pollution, degradation of agricultural land and loss
of amenity and landscape, all have mental health consequences for communities living in a
gas field. The CSG process can divide previously close-knit rural communities, and it seems
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the traditionalAustralian"fair go" doesn't apply. Farmers do not have the rightto veto a
CSG operation on their land which may have been nurtured by their family for generations.
This can lead to anger, anxiety and powerlessness. Miners can legally force their way onto
farmers' land with a court order if they don't comply. One CSG company recently served a

court order on a blind Hunter Valley farmer who refused access because he was concerned
about damage to his water supply, and needed to preserve the physical integrity of his land
to be able to farm without normal vision"

The US EPA has begun a studyto investigatethe potentialadverse impactsthat hydraulic
fracturing may have on water quality and public health. Our own governments'
reassurances appear less convincing once publicly available data start to emerge. The
Queensland government reported that in only the first six months of 20L1 there were forty-
five CSG compliance related incidents, including twenty-three spills of CSG water during
operations, four uncontrolled discharges of CSG water, three exceedances of discharge
limits, three overflows of storage ponds, and other incidents relating to vegetat¡on clearing
and BTEX contamination.

Recently 10,000 litres of saline water leaked at the Narrabri CSG Project, now operated by
Santos. The incident was not reported at the tíme despite an obligation to do so under the
conditions of the petroleum exploration licence.

And yet people concerned about their water supplies and asking for testing of water before
CSG operations begin may be forced to protest publicly and risk being arrested.

The NSW Ombudsman has raised serious issues about conflicts of interest in the assessment
of CSG developments and under resourcing of complÍance and enforcement activities. The
same government department is responsible for both promoting investment in the CSG

industry and regulating it. developments and under resourcing of compliance and
enforcement activities. The same government department is responsible for both
promoting investment in the CSG industry and regulating it.

A number of Australian health experts, including one of our Nobel Laureates, are sounding
alarm bells. Some US public health experts say that claims of safety lack credibility in the
face of a growing litany of accidents and contamination problems. They are advocating the
need for the precautionary principle to be observed in the absence of health data. While
the industry calls for definite proof of health effects, as with tobacco and asbestos, by the
time evidence is iron-clad, damage may be well underway. We need to act to prevent
serious impacts.

ln the words of one analyst: " in the rush to supply CSG to China, Australia could forfeit its
water security, and consequently its food security....lt seems clear that every Australian has
good reason to be concerned about whether Australian CSG mining will impair the
Australian way of life."'18

D) Fourthly, I am alarmed about the impact CSG mining will have on our environment. NTN
goes on to say:
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'The real environmental and social costs of CSG extraction have not been thoroughly
assessed. According to a recent Cornell University assessment, "Natural gas obtained by the
controversial technique of hydraulic fracturing may contribute significantly to greenhouse
gas emissions and so should not be considered as a cleaner alternative to coal or oil."

This US finding has direct relevance to the situation in Australia. The methods of extraction
of unconventional gas both here and in the US are the same and both countries face the
impacts of methane emissions, chemical contamination, water depletion and waste water
management.

ln neither country have the fracking chemicals been adequately assessed for their health
and environmental effects and there is a growing concern that they may have significant
negative impacts on the environment and surrounding communities. For instance, toxic
spills can occur, and air, soil and water may also be polluted with fracking chemicals as a by-
product of the CSG extraction process. Contamination of drinking and irrigation water and
the destruction of productive farmland are also significant issues that concern the
community.

lndustry representatives claim that fracking chemicals are safe because they are similar to
'food additives' and are used in 'household products'. NTN believes these claims are
misleading for several reasons. A number of the chemicals used in fracking fluids would
never be permitted as food additives or household products due to their toxicity. As well,
there has been no comprehensive hazard assessment of the chemical mixtures used in
fracking fluids nor their impacts on the environment or human health.

A US analysis of chemicals used in fracking based on health data obtained from the
MSDS as well as government toxicological reports, and the medical literature for the
362 chemicals with CAS numbers found:

¡ Over 78% of the chemicals are associated with skin, eye or sensory organ effects,
respiratory effects and gastrointestinal or liver effects. The brain and nervous system can be
harmed by 55% of the chemicals. symptoms include burning eyes, rashes, coughs, sore
throats, asthma-like effects, nausea, vomiting, headaches, dizziness, tremors, and
convulsions.
¡ Between 22% and 47% of the chemicals were associated with possibly longer term health
effects such as cancer, organ damage, and harm to the endocrine system.
. 210 chemicals (58%) are water-soluble while l3l chemicals (36%) are volatile; i.e., they
can become airborne. Because they can be inhaled, swallowed, and also reach the skin, the
potential for exposure to volatile chemicals is greater.
. Over 93%of the volatile chemicals can harm the eyes, skin, sensory organs, respiratory
tract, gastrointestinal tract or liver, 86% can cause harm to the brain and nervous system,
T2Yocan harm the cardíovascular system and blood, and 66% can harm the kidneys,'18

E) Professor David Shearman, Emeritus Professor of Medicine at University of Adelaide, who
does not work for, consult to, own shares in, or receive funding from any company or
organisation that benefits from his work, has written extensively on the caution Australia
should exercise with CSG21:
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'Public health experience indicates that in a range of environmental contamination issues
prevention is the mainstay to protection. Think of lead or asbestos for example; adequate
assessment and regulation are key measures.

The debate has failed to focus on these important issues because industry has placed the
onus of proof of contamination on exposed communities. lt has refused on many occasions
to disclose what chemicals are actually used in fracking, and has circulated information
inaccurately suggesting the procedure uses only benign substances.

ln Australia, baseline studies on aquifer water and air quality have not been done before
CSG mining development. This is a failure of regulation in states.

Hydraulic fracturing (fracking) involves pumping a mixture of water, sand and chemicals
deep underground to shatter rock strata and force coal seam gas to the surface. lt is then
refined into natural gas for fuel. The emerging problems of water contamination from
fracking are being reported from many sources. They raise the entire question of
government responsibilities to the community in the sphere of public health.'21

'ln Queensland, ground water and bores used for stock were contaminated recently with
benzene and toluene near to the Cougar Energy project at Kingaroy. Queensland's
Department of Environment and Resource Management (DERM) ordered Cougar to stop its
underground coal gasification trial.

ln Pavilion, Wyoming, 11 of 39 private water wells were found to be contaminated in
regions where fracking was occurring, Some were contaminated with the solvent 2-
butoxyethanol a chemical used in the process which can cause kidney disease and liver
cancer. Traces of benzene, a carcinogen, were also found. Many medical symptoms
reported in the community were compatible with exposure to these chemicals and are
being investigated by the US Environmental Protection Agency. Problems have been
reported in many other States in the USA and in August in New York State the Senate issued
a moratorium on fracking until there is a comprehensive review of health and
environmenta I concerns.

These adverse findings are at variance with the statements by industry that the process is
safe and there are no cases of human health are being affected. Such statements often hide
the fact that contamination and health have not been monitored.

The science and distribution of aquifers and other groundwater systems is rudimentary. Yet
the coal seam gas sector and indeed the mining industry are currently exempt from the
National Water lnitiative which is responsible for water reform and water security. The
water management rules which apply to every other industry, do not apply to the one
sector that needs more regulation than any other. (There is potential for long term
contamination and damage to aquifers)The NationalWater lnitiative was signed in2OO4,
and although it was agreed that the mineral and petroleum sectors needed specific
management arrangements there has been little progress to define these. Urgent reform
needs to be instituted by the federal government which can accrue a body of expertise with
recommendations that have to be followed by states. The prime consideration should be
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human health and the sustainability of land, particularly prime farmíng areas, and water
resources. The precautionary principle should be paramount when there is potential for
long term contamination and damage to aquifers with impacts on human health.'22

F)As a fourth year medicalstudent atthe University of Western Sydney, and a community
member of Campbelltown, it is in my interest to engage in preventive health measures for
the betterment of a patient population that is serviced by Campbelltown and Camden
Hospitals where I have had the good fortune of working with, and learning from the doctors,
nurses, and allied health professionals for the last four years. Given the limited research
around CSG and its current deleterious effects on residents' health, I find it offensive that
AGL has come this far, and has been consistently fracking 85% of the wells in its Camden Gas
Plant to begin with. The onus is on our government to show us the residents that CSG

mining poses no danger; yet it has become our burden to prove to AGL otherwise. This is
potentially a dire case of government beíng liable to private vested interests and not
representing its people. The studies from Queensland and overseas prove that fracking may
have far-reaching health consequences including potential contamination of our water with
carcinogens used in the mining process; should CSG mining be approved, we face methane
emissions in a time when this government is switching from emission-based fuel to
renewable economies, waste water management dilemmas, and significant water depletion
a n d co nta m i n a tio n d a n ge rs.3'8'1o'r6'7s'2o-22

Given the evidence, it seems cautionary to halt all plans for CSG mining indefinitely until
further independent research is conducted. Yet, the one body that is now representing us,
the NSW Dept of Planning, has its elected leader belittling scientists', doctors', and
residents'views on television.23 He does not live in Western Sydney. He does not have
answers to why our rights to appeal have been taken away for us, and talks about a system
that has been in place for thirty odd years, instead of trying to take ownership of a critical
situation where our livelihoods, environments, and health are in danger. 2a There ¡s no
'fairness and equity here' when the independent head of a government department laughs
derisively at the evidence behind our opposition to CSG mining.23'2a

Furthermore, little attention has been paid to the community's land rights in AGL's
proposal. lndustrialisation of heritage land that is zoned for Environmental Protection is a
disgrace. This land belongs the traditional custodians of country, the Tharawal people, and is
also home to religious communities and ruralfarmers. Denigrating its value with CSG is an
ethical, moral, and economic tragedy.

G) ln my final objection to this proposed expansion of AGL's, I question the political
mot¡vation behind the recent and sudden move by NSW Department of Planning that
enables the transfer of AGL's amended application to the State Significant Development
legislation.2s ThÍs is a cynical calculation that reduces the public's appeal rights to the truly
independent Land and Environment Commission over any decision from the Planning
Assessment Commission (PAC). Expert members of the PAC who are currently reviewing this
submission have been appointed by the Minister for Planning and lnfrastructure, The
Honourable Minister, however, has made clear on television that he believes the residents
of Macarthur have little to fear from AGL's expansion, making fun of our objections, and
portraying himself distastefully with a masterful combination of arrogance and ignorance,
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only achievable in politics.23 Thus, when it is clear that the Minister of Planning seems to
believe this proposal is so benign it can be simplified to a laugh, I fail to see how the move
that delivers the Ministerial-appointed PAC complete control over the proposal, can be cited
by the same Department as increasing public scrutiny.23,2s

I agree to have this submission available for the public to read.

  Woodbine from 2009 February -2OL2 November
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To the NSW Department of Planning

Re: Opposition to Northern Expansion of Camden Gas Project
Project No 09_0048

We are writing as medical students from the University of Western Sydney,
Campbelltown campus who are against the proposal Application Number 09_0048.
ln light of the proposal's intention to drill sixty six coal seam gas wells in residential
areas initially, and the large population of South Western Sydney which will be
affected by the subsurface project area, we are concerned about the multiple risks to
public health from Coal Seam Gas mining in residential areas.l

ln October 2012, Earthworks' Oil & Gas Accountability Project made a strong
statement after conducting community-based research: "To protect the public health,
our primary recommendation is: Pennsylvania (and other states) should put public
health first and refuse to permit new gas development until they can assure affected
communities that they (a) fully understand the associated public health risks and (b)
have taken all necessary steps to prevent those health risks."2

The following salient findings backed their recommendation. Symptoms reported by
residents increased as their proximity to gas facilities increased.2 Symptoms ranged
from throat irritation and severe headaches to joint pains, forge.^tfulness, nosebleeds,
sinus irritation, eye burning, and skin rashes in young children.'The results suggest
an association between ill health and proximity to gas field. Non-smokers reported
symptoms that are commonly thought to be the lot'of smokers.'Odours were
experienced by 81 o/o, ând tor 18o/o on a daily basis, and water well samples that were
tested had elevated methane in more than half, as well as levels of iron, manganese,
arsenic, and lead that were higher than the Maximum Contaminant Level.2 Elevated
levels of these, as well as barium, bromide, calcium, chloride, magnesium,
potassium, sodium, sulphate, and strontium were consistently pointing to
contamination of drinking water by gas activities.2 Furthermore, air in both rural and
residential areas were contaminated with Volatile Organic Compounds including
known carcinogens, benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene.2 These levels
were higher in some samples than those detected near oil refineries, as well as the
national mean for urban areas.2 American state and federal agencies have already
drawn known associations between the contaminants of water and air by gas
activities and the health symptoms reported in the study.2 Sixty eight percent of
residents had reported symptoms which were known to be associated with these
contaminants from the gas industry.2

Osborn et al analysed groundwater from 68 water wells in Pennsylvania and New
York: they found systematic evidence for methane contamination of drinking water
associated with the extraction of shale gas, as well as higher chain hydrocarbons
such as ethane, propane, and butane.3 However, there have been no studies done
on the long term health impacts of such a finding.3 With regards to air quality, an
assessment of human health risks from air emissions due to unconventional gas
extraction (directional drilling, hydraulic fracturing) brought to light further health
risks.a Results demonstrated that residentr living less than 0.5 miles from wells were
at greater risk for health effects than those living more than 0.5 miles from wells.a
The sub-chronic non-cancer hazard index (Hl) of 5 for the former group was primarily
driven by exposure to trimethylbenenes, xylenes, and aliphatic hydrocarbons.

Page 1 of 5



Exposure to harmful air pollution was greatest during well completion (fracking and
flowback).4 Cumulative risk for developing cancer was increased for residents living
near wells due to the increased exposure, for the most part, from benzene.a The
known health effects from hydrocarbon exposure (headaches, throat and eye
irritation) were commonly reported by residents.a

Recent studies by Colborn et al have had comparable findings for the health impacts
from exposure to non-methane hydrocarbons, whose concentration in the air of
residences where gas well co-existed, were highest during the initial drilling phase.s
Methylene chloride, a toxic solvent, was presentT3% of the time when air quality
over the year was monitored.u lt was present in extremely high concentrations (one
reading of 1730 ppbv, and three others more than 563 ppbv) when the well was
being developed but decline after the well began producing (highest level at 10.66
ppb).s Since methylene chloride does not occur naturally in raw gas and is not a
component of drilling or fracturing fluids (as far as the authors know), the source and
exposure routes need to be better outlined; there are reports by residents and
workers of the gas field that methylene chloride was stored on well pads for
cleaning.5 This study highlights the unknown terrain that is residential natural gas
extraction, and the known implications to people's health from exposure to
hazardous substances associated with such untested industrial processes.s

Literature reviews also revealed that non-methane hydrocarbons are linked to
disruption of the endocrine system, even at low levels of exposure.5'6 Furthermore,
some polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), like naphthalene, were detected at
greater concentrations than in past studies.5 The impact of PAHs is clinically
significant, even at low concentrations.s'o For instance, in 2006, Perera at al showed
that children in New York City who received greater prenatal exposure to eight PAHs
(summed concentration >4.16 ng/m3 ,measured by the Columbia Center for
Children's Environmental Health where pregnant women in urban areas wore
personal air monitors) had lower intellectual developmental scores than others.T
Follow-up in 2009 demonstrated lower lQ scores amongst five year-olds with
prenatal exposures > 2.26 ng/m3.8

Likewise, a 2010 study in Krakow, Poland reported the same detriment to children's
cognitive development.s The acute exposure of relatively high concentrations of
chemicals differs from the chronic, intermittent, low-level exposures that occur to
residents near gas wells.e The health impact also varies depending on the
individuals affected: pregnant women, developing embryos, children, and the
elderly.s Chemicals that disrupt the endocrine systèm are especially harmful when
low-level exposure occurs in embryological development and childhood.s-e

Finally, a study of toxicology on 'Environmental pathways of potential impacts to
human health from oil and gas development in northeast British Columbia, Canada'
drew the following conclusions.r0

"ln order for the health impacts of oil and gas to be understood, cause and effect
relationships need to be drawn. Confounding variables and a lack of data are some
of the obstacles to this endeavour. However, we know that northeast British
Columbia (NEBC) experiences some health problems at a higher frequency than the
rest of the province. We know that contaminants and other upstream oil and gas
(UOG) related stressors can cause those health problems. We know that NEBC is
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the only part of the province with such UOG activity. We also know from previous
model predictions and field observations that some contaminants can reach levels
high enough to have health consequences. Accordingly, there seems to be a
correlation in British Columbia between UOG activity and increased rates of lung
cancer, morbidity, and respiratory diseases.

Monitoring should be statistically rigorous and spatially representative accounting for
topography, pollutant chemistry, meteorology, source density or distance, and the
precision required to determine human health response. Considering the potentially
high level of toxicity and carcinogenicity of some toxic substances (e.9., BTEX), it is
recommended that even small releases be highly regulated, reported, and avoided.
Background and environmental levels of these compounds may be increasing. For
some less volatile compounds, measurements in water and soil may be an
appropriate metric of total cumulative load/exposure. Widespread air monitoring of
H2S is desirable to protect human health, and due to the different toxicological limits
of H2S and various mercaptans, speciation of TRS is required. Similarly,
due to varying toxicities of VOC, their grouping is considered arbitrary from a human
health perspective and the measurement or reporting of these compounds should be
speciated whenever possible.

Due to the commonality of radiation sources associated with UOG in NEBC, isotopes
of uranium, radon, radium, and lead need to be measured along statistically defined
transects to determine whether radiation may cause a human health risk based on
usual outdoor habits and traditions. lf measured levels warrant concern, ingestion
and inhalation exposure pathways deserve immediate attention.

There are a myriad of potential health impacts from UOG development in NEBC.
Contaminants from UOG activity can reach human receptors through the air, water,
soil, and food pathways. Some contaminants such as PAH or radioactivity may be
inhaled, absorbed, and ingested reaching people through all pathways. Many of
these contaminants including air pollutants, radiation (such as radon), and volatile
hydrocarbons in air or soil, are associated with lung cancer, respiratory ailments, and
related mortalities - health indicators for which NEBC shows disparity. Modelling
results and observations to date have found that levels of some contaminants are
high enough to cause negative human health impacts; however, to determine
whether or not UOG related contaminants are the cause of health disparities
requires further research. That research must include long-term spatially
representative monitoring of contaminants in the environment as well as spatial
epidemiological analyses of potentially related health symptoms and any
confounding lifestyle factors.

We also know little about the combined impacts of multiple stressors and
contaminants on human health. Most upstream oil and gas activities are associated
with multiple stressors. For instance, a new well being drilled will emit noise, vent
pollutants and dispose of waste to the surface. Essentially anyone or anything within
the range of influence of this new well will experience some sort of impact. That
impact will be cumulative and may be equal to or greater than the sum of all
individual impacts (e.9., Mauderly and Samet 2009). Human health is considered
one of many potential indicators of cumulative impacts from UOG. Therefore, by
protecting human health, environmental health may also be preserved (or vice
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versa). The combined risk or cumulative impact of UOG on human health, must to be
determined in order for appropriate management and policy decisions to be made."1o

Given the above research, we call for a moratorium on Coal Seam Gas mining in
residential areas, and specifically in South West Sydney, where many of us live,
study, and work. We also ask that the Department of Planning consider the health
effects of unconventional gas mining and make recommendations to explore causal
relationships further. We recommend the Widespread Consensus Statement on the
Precautionary Principle with regards to consideration of this proposal:

"While we realize that human activities may involve hazards, people must proceed
more carefully than has been the case in recent history. Corporations, government
entities, organizations, communities, scientists and other individuals must adopt a
precautionary approach to all human endeavors...When an activity raises threats of
harm to human health or the environment, precautionary measures should be taken
even if some cause and effect relationships are not fully established scientifically."ll

We acknowledge that this submission along with our names and residences will be
reviewed by the Department of Planning but we wish to withhold them from public
exhibit for privacy reasons.

Best Wishes,

Medical Students at the University of Western Sydney

Names: Places of residence:
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New South Wales Government
Depaftment of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Development Assessments > Maior Proiect Assessments

(Name w¡thheld), of Eschol Park NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
There has not been sufficient independant studies to prove that there will be no risk
to the health of myself or my husband, we are both in our 70's and so more
sensative to polutants int he air. Also I am concerned for the long term health of my
Grand Children who live in the area.

I am concerned that this is being pushed through in the South Western Suburbs
where there is so much growth and so many young families.

l of 1 18/1212012 5:37 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Eagle Vale NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Ges Proiect Sta e 3 Northern Exoans¡on
Å

Objects to this project
I strongly object to AGLs project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas
(CSG) in Campbelltown and Camden. The key reasons for my objection are:

1) CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not been
independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown,
Existing gas operations in the area have NOT been monitored and evaluated by
INDEPENDENT authorities- all 'monitoring' has been by the organisation itself which
is not good enough when there are so many potential risky long-term impacts.

2) Research in other areas where CSG mining has occurred (eg Southern Cross
University research in Tara) is very concerning with regards to health impacts on the
population. MORE research needs to be done BEFORE other urban areas are
subjected to this type of mining.

3) There are risks from CSG to south west Sydney's water supply, and to Sydney
water in general, and potentially even through to Sydney Harbour.

4) AGL cannot be trusted to fully comply with environmental and safety conditions -
as evidenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the discovery
of incidents that might not have been repofted were it not for community vigilance,
such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May ZOLL in Menangle that allowed well
contents to drift over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.

5) There are significant risks to property values in the area. As a hard-working
citizen, who has struggled for many years to be able to finally purchase a property in
the area recently, this is of great concern. This property is my security for my old
age. I cannot afford to lose any value because of even the POTENTIAL impacts of
CSG.

According to its own evidence provided to a NSW Upper House Inquiry, AGL will only
ever produce about 5o/o of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project. This DOES NOT
justify the risks and potential costs to the 150,000+ people who live and work in this
area. . It is socially, environmentally and economically unjustified, and has NO
SOCIAL LICENCE to operate here.

I of I l8ll2l20l2 5:37 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Camden NSW, made the
following submission on the project:

Camden Gas Proiect Stage 3 Northern Expansion
Å

Objects to this project
Future coal-seam gas projects in built-up areas like Spring Farm and Gregory Hills
should NOT be allowed under any circumstances. There is simply NO need for such a
high level of coal seam mining in this area,
The energy minister Chris Hartcher says that projects such as this are necessary to
avoid gas price rises. This is a cop out for the millions of dollars the government and
AGL is set to make from royalties as a result of this mining. Why doesn't the energy
minister take his coal seam gas mining to Erina or Bondi and explain to his voters
that this is all well and good for the central coast or eastern suburbs population.
These areas are about to experience a population explosion and there is no need for
these areas to be the test subjects for a harmful process of which there are
UNKNOWN long-term environmental and health impacts.
I find it highly ironic that a link on this webpage to a so-called 'environmental
assessment' sends viewers to a ridiculous publicity plug by AGL denying any
environmental harm and NOT an objective assessment by an INDEPENDENT
ENVI RON M E NTAL REG U LATOR.
There has been no consideration whatsoever for the potential impacts to water
tables, issues of salinity, and the impacts on organisms which inhabit groundwater
ecosystems. This will absolutely have some form of environmental impact as
discussed by independent scientists in Queensland, whose claims to environmental
harm were merely dismissed as'climate change like' skepticism from pro-mining
royalty. The spin continues to be spoon-fed to society, with companies like AGL using
the red herring cop-outs such as increased job opportunities and 'community
oppoftunities' that will apparently be fostered by the DESTRUCTION of our water
tables.
I also find it highly ironic that the gutless Premier who (not only spruiks himself as
the 'Member for Western Sydney') but promised the people of Western Sydney that
under NO CIRCUMSTANCES would mining take place in the South-West has
back-flipped all for a lure of a dollar.
If the NSW Government had any sense it would ban the practice of 'fracking' just like
the Victorian State Government did, who obviously saw past all the crap that
companies like AGL continues to pump out to the public. This is absolutely disgraceful
and there is no concern being shown for the environment or for the citizens of this
area.

I of I l8l12/2012 5:37 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of campbelltown NSW, made the
following submiss¡on on the project:

Camden Gas Proiect Staoe 3 Northern Exoans¡on
E

Objects to this project
My name is  I dont have internet so im using my brother in laws email
to make my submission. Please call me on if you need to verify this.

My submission:

The Sydney water supply and catchment is protected to the point that there are very
heavy fines & jail terms for anyone couft tamperring with our water supply, yet you
will allow CSG to do it without any risk of fines or jail. Its like closing the gate after
the horse has bolted, it will be too late once the damage is done. Dont contaminate
or polute campbelltown, you wouldnt do it to your own home so why do it to ours.

Regards

 

l of 1 7811212012 5:37 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Ormiston QLD, made the
following submission on the project:

Camden Gas Proiect Staqe 3 Northern Expansion
À

Objects to this project
The Carmelite Friars' Retreat Centre will be directly affected by this proposed project.
This centre provides a space of rural peace and reflection for people from all over
Australia to spend time in quiet and prayer. For over 15 years contemplative
Carmelite nuns from our Association in various parts of Australia, PNG and New
Zealand have gathered for meetings and seminars with our friars and the community
of our sisters whose propefty adjoins the centre. We treasure the peace, tranquility
and solitude of this area and vigorously oppose the intrusion of coal seam gas mining.

l of 1 18/1212012 5:37 PM



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects
Department óf planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, project Application 0g 0049

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in Campbelltown
and Camden, The key reasons for my objection are stated below.

I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologícally-evolving industry whose impacts have not
been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professional organisations and academics in evídence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquiríes into Coal Seam Gas Mining in2}tl.and by subsequent research
here and overseas. We have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when the
índustry has a vested interest in the outcome. AGL is no different. lt claims that the Camden
Gas Project has been safely operating for 10 years. Yet we understand that impacts on
groundwater and air quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been
operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not
know what true impacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories
that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not índependent Nor is any funded or co-
funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons should have been learnt wíth
asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA. The National Water Commission in its
Position Statement (3'd December 20L0) said that impacts may emerge over a long time
period. I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the
community and taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.

Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining have not
been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University in
Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 2oL1',85% of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked
(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of its impacts on
water in particular, AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 wíll
reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this ¡s not entirely true since it has reserved the
right to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of
the proposed well clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested
here, lt will therefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and
property including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban properties.

lam also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the
cumulative impact of AGL's expansíon into an area that already experiences incidents of
unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated with respiratory
problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGL's past performance gives no
confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it can be managed in the future,
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having admitted in August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment plant for three years in breach of íts EpL No. j_2003.

Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls
and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic
instability and inequity. lt will dísrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; it will place undue burden on small rural allotments
whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the
entire historicScenic Hills), and it is unsightlyand unsafe in urban areaswíth a potential
escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents associated with the more íntense urban
activ¡ty (traffíc, people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The
consequent impact on land and house values for existíng land and home owners may be
devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged to support
small business' Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods and life savings.

I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mining will ensure its
safe operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG fíeld in NSW, the Camden Gas
Project has already been operating under consent condítions. yet the NSW Government has
not been able to ensure compliance, as evídenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its licence
condítions, and the discovery of incidents that might not have been reported were it not for
community vigílance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May 2011 in Menangle that
allowed well contents to drift over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.

The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in particular that
have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Bosin is
well known, AGL's rationale for the constant modification of príor stages of the Camden Gas
Project seems to contradict this, as does its admissíon to the scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquifers here run to but probobly Sydney Horbour. potential impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL's proposal to run its gas
gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on publíc land are unacceptable risks to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the camden Gas project according to
evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnq uîry. This does not justifli the risks
and potential costs to the community, particularly since 150,000+ people already live and work
in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially,
environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here.

I acknowledge that my name will appear on my submission when publicly exhibited.

Yours sincerely

Address

Name

*Signature t
Date

t t1- I
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(Name w¡thheld), of Narellan NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staoe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I have only recently found out that this gas well project was of this scale, and is to
encompass what looks like the whole of the Macafthur area. I have begun to read
through hundreds of documents, environmental statements, responses to
submissions etc related to this project and am just aghast at how it will adversely
affect the rural nature of our local area.

I object fiercely to this project being undertaken so closely to residential areas with
air quality being a major issue to our health. I'm worried particularly about health
issues such as burning eyes, skin conditions and breathing complaints that I've read
about from others who live near gas wells.

I object to this project also on its adverse effects on the rural landscape, particularly
to the many threatened species of flora and fauna in the local area, as well as the
issue of contaminants in run-off suface water polluting local waterways, farmland
and catchment area.

I'm surprised that I haven't heard much about this project until now. Why is that? I
go to the Camden Show each year, I read local and Sydney newspapers often, I listen
to the radio on a daily basis and I'm involved in a number of community groups, so I
thought I was fairly informed, but obviously that is not the case.

I do not want gas wells drilled in my local area. I love the rural and heritage area of
Macafthuç and want it to stay that way. Surely gas wells can be drilled fufther away
from the Sydney area, somewhere where no-one lives?

I of 1 l8ll2l20l2 5:37 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of annangrove NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Sta e 3 Northern Exoans¡on
À

Objects to this project
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern
Expansion which is currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application
09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above
the profits of AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's
homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production
wells on the grounds that:

- Repofts from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air
quality and human health from unconventional gas drilling. Howeverthere have been
no detailed studies done to quantify those risks especíally in urban areas. The people
of Camden and Campbelltown should not be treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam
gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their
knowledge or permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas
fields with some estimating house values may fall up to 30o/o.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in
Queensland and the US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the
community to deal with the impact of leaking wells on air quality and local water
supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam
gas fields has not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these
studies to account for methane leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water
contamination and gas leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the
Environ mental Assessment.

I of2 l8ll2l20l2 5:37 PM



- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer
energy security without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by
coal seam gas extraction.
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(Name w¡thheld), of eschol park NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I strongly object to the application for gas mining in my suburb, this needs to be
done in un populated areas as there is a substantial risk to our way of life.

l of I l8ll2l20I2 5:38 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of eschol park NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Ga Proiect Staqe 3 Northern Expans¡on
B

Objects to this project
i feel this is totally un exceptable in such a built up area, after some testing was done
previously we lost a whole fish pond full of valuable carp when the pond water turned
to acid almost over night. The rain waterwe collected was also very acid.
Enough is enough take the exploration to un inhabited areas.

1of I l8ll2l20I2 5:38 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of eschol park NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Ge Proiect Staoe 3 Northern ExDans¡on
a

Objects to this project
My husband and myself strongly object to any gas mining in our area

1of I 1817212012 5:38 PM



D

htþ://majorprojects.planning.nsw. gov.aulindex.pl?actiorrr¡iew su...

New South Wales Government
Depaftment of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Development Assessments > Major Proiect Assessments

(Name w¡thheld), of Mount Annan NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
CSG mining has a range of documented environmental and health issues. These
environmental and health issues are not just concerns, but actual threats to the
health and safety of not only our local community but the Australian peoples.
Environmentally, the CSG industry is far more destructive and potentially destructive
than coal mining, but unlike coal mining, there are no easy rehabilitation measures.
Mining under residential housing ís wrong and should not be allowed untill the
environmental and health issues can be thoroughly investigated.

I of I 18/1212012 5:40 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Leumeah NSW, made the
following submiss¡on on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Staqe 3 Northern Expansion
B

Objects to this project
I really don't believe this is happening. I understand there is no proof to it doing any
harm to people, but why would you even take the risk. I have lived in Campbelltown
for nearly 40 years and was considering a move nearCamden..this has now been put
on hold until this matter has been dealt with. You will drive everyone out of such a
beautiful place, DON"T SPOIL IT.

I of 1 l8/1212012 5:40 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Harrington Park NSW, made
the following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proieet Sta e 3 Northern Exoansion
Å

Objects to this project
To all parties involved,

I would like to raise an objection to the planned expansion of Coal Seam Gas (CSG)
mining for the Camden area. I am a new resident in Harrington Park, having moved
into the area in August of 2Ot1 from Leumeah in Campbelltown. When we bought
our land we were never notified of the possibility of CSG mining in our area. As a
family we have made a very large investment by building in this area and I now hold
concerns for the future value of my investment, should the expansion be approved.
Part of the reason for building in this area was for the proposed environmental
developments & plantings planned in paftnership. CSG was never a part of this and
these environmental buffer zones are now under threat.

I am also very concerned about the serious gaps in knowledge of the true short,
medium and long term effects of CSG. There is currently a lack of thorough
"independent" reviews of the existing science from Australia and overseas of the true
& accurate impacts of CSG. South East Queensland is a classic example of this where
there are many emerging health & environmental side effects linked to CSG.

Please don't use my young children's health & my local environment as guinea pigs
for the sake of a quick dollar.

AGL has previously shown a lack of attention to the local communities' safety, having
previously been issued with an official warning for breaching their licence conditions.
This is not the style of company or style of industry that needs to be around young
residential areas. There are plenty of alternatives around in remote areas, which can
be utilised instead of gambling on the health & safety of local communities.

CSG may well be the tobacco or asbestos of the future. Let's not take that chance.

Any minister or public official who votes for or approves this kind of activity will
ceftainly lose my vote in the next round of federal, state or local elections. Current
Governments have received majorities on the promise that they will listen to the
people. Now is your chance to do this.

Please consider my objection when assessing this application.

Very concerned local Harrington Park Resident.

1of 1 I8ll2l20l2 5:40 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Harrington Park NSW, made
the following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Staqe 3 Northe Þans¡on
a

Objects to this project
To all parties involved,

I would like to raise an objection to the planned expansion of Coal Seam Gas (CSG)
mining for the Camden area. I am a new resident in Harrington Park, having moved
into the area in August of 20L1 from Leumeah in Campbelltown. When we bought
our land we were never notified of the possibility of CSG mining in our area. As a
family we have made a very large investment by building in this area and I now hold
concerns forthe future value of my investment, should the expansion be approved.
Paft of the reason for building in this area was for the proposed environmental
developments & plantings planned in paftnership. CSG was never a part of this and
these environmental buffer zones are now under threat.

I am also very concerned about the serious gaps in knowledge of the true short,
medium and long term effects of CSG. There is currently a lack of thorough
"independent" reviews of the existing science from Australia and overseas of the true
& accurate impacts of CSG. South East Queensland is a classic example of this where
there are many emerging health & environmental side effects linked to CSG.

Please don't use my young children's health & my local environment as guinea pigs
for the sake of a quick dollar.

AGL has previously shown a lack of attention to the local communities' safety, having
previously been issued with an official warning for breaching their licence conditions.
This is not the style of company or style of industry that needs to be around young
residential areas. There are plenty of alternatives around in remote areas, which can
be utilised instead of gambling on the health & safety of local communities.

CSG may well be the tobacco or asbestos of the future. Let's not take that chance.

Any minister or public official who votes for or approves this kind of activity will
certainly lose my vote in the next round of federal, state or local elections. Current
Governments have received majorities on the promise that they will listen to the
people. Now is your chance to do this.

Please consider my objection when assessing this application.

I of I

Very concerned local Harrington Park Resident.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Currans H¡ll NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Staqe 3 Northern Exoans¡on
a

Objects to this project
I have been a resident of Currans Hill forthe past 12 years and I strongly object to
this development being placed so close to the residentrial areas. The surrounding
areas still have allot of land that is not occupied by residential housing so I believe
that this development should be moved to an area that is less populated. I also have
alot of wildlife that I have seen and photographed on my property and around the
area which include frogs, lizards, snakes and birds and I believe that the gasses and
polution that may result from this development will be extremly harmful to this
wildlife. I have included some photos that I have personaly taken in the past few
months of some dawaf green frogs that are living in my own backyard to show just
some of the delicate wildlife that is currently living in this area and will be very close
to the gas wells. These frogs are very delicate and the smallest amount of polution in
the atmosphere will destroy them and other wildlife in the area. I also have children
and dont wish for them to be exposed to unknown gasses that could have toxic
components to them. I do hope that the people and wildlife that live in this area can
be put first and not the company that makes huge profits.

l of 1 l8l12/2012 5:40 PM
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(Name withheld), of Currans H¡ll NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I have lived in the suburb of Currans Hill for over 12 years now and believe that this
development should not be so close to this residential area. I currently have seen and
photographed a number of frogs, lizards, snakes and birds in my own property and in
the surrounding area and believe that the gasses that may be produced by this
development will be very harmful to this delicate wildlife, not to mention myself or
my children being affected by this. Being an area with alot of farming and vacant
land I dont see any reason that the gas wells and pipe lines cant be placed further
from the main housing and residential areas where they will have far less impact. I
have added some pictures that I have taken of some dawaf green frogs that I have
taken between october to december to show some of the very delicate wildlife that is
currently living in thÍs area, these and all other wildlife are extremly vunerable to any
polution or toxins in the enviroment. I do hope that this project is not going to be
approved and that the people and wildlife that are going to be affected are put first
and not the company that stands to make huge profits while charging us rediculas
rates on our bills.

I of 1 1811212012 5:40 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of camden NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Gamden Gas Proiect Stage 3 Northern Expansion
E

Objects to this project
I d not support this application

I of 1 1817212012 5:40 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Austral NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staqe 3 Northern Expansion
À

Objects to this project
We dont want or need this near brand new housing estates.......even more so when it
wasnt disclosed to ppl before they brought the land

l of I 18/1212012 5:40 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Raby NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden G e Proiect Staoe 3 Northern Exoansion
rÀ

Objects to this project
I object to AGLs project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in
Campbelltown and Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.
I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts
have not been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely
unknown. This view is supported by professional organisations and academics in
evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate Inquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in
ZOLL and by subsequent research here and overseas. We have had to rely on the
industry for much of our information when the industry has a vested interest Ín the
outcome. AGL is no different. It claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely
operating for 10 years. Yet we understand that impacts on groundwater and aír
quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been operating
under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-repoft such that we do
not know what true impacts it may have had. Third pafty consultants and external
laboratories that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent. Nor
is any funded or co-funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons
should have been learnt with asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA.
The National Water Commission in its Position Statement (3rd December 2010) said
that impacts may emerge over a long time period. I am deeply concerned that the
costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the community and taxpayers after
AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.
Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining
have not been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g.by Southern
Cross University in Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking
has been used. As at December 2OLt,85o/o of the production wells in the Camden
Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper House Inquiry) with
inadequate monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the use
of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it
seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the right to frack these wells
in the future iflwhen the technology becomes available. The size of the proposed well
clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested here. It will
therefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and property
including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban properties.
I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and
the cumulative impact of AGL's expansíon into an area that already experiences
incidents of unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated
with respiratory problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGL's past
peformance gives no confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it
can be managed in the future, having admitted in August this year that it had not
conducted continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for

I of2 l8ll2l20l2 5;40 PM
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three years in breach of its EPL No.12003.
Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines
zoning controls and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use
conflicts, economic instability and inequity. It will disrupt religious communities whose
vocations have so far been protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; it will place undue
burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size
(thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is
unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential escalation in CSG mining
incidents and accidents associated with the more intense urban activity (traffic,
people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The consequent
impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be
devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged
to suppoft small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods
and life savings,
I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mining will
ensure its safe operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW,
the Camden Gas Project has already been operating under consent conditions. Yet
the NSW Government has not been able to ensure compliance, as evidenced by
on-going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the discovery of incidents
that might not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as the
Sugarloaf well incident in May 2OLL in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift
over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.
The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in
particularthat have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the
geology of the Sydney Basin is well known, AGls rationale for the constant
modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to contradict this, as
does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it does not know where the
aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney
Harbouç on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGLs proposal to run its gas
gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks
to Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private
investors.
AGL will only ever produce about 5o/o of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project
according to evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House Inquiry. This does
not justify the risks and potential costs to the community, particularly since 150,000+
people already live and work in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's
south west growth corridor. It is socially, environmentally and economically
unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here.

2 of2 l8ll2l20l2 5:40 PM
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(Name w¡thheld), of Schofields NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I cannot believe that despite all the evidence that this practice is a filthy, health
threatening process AND that by far the majority of people DO NOT WANT IT, AGL
still plans to go ahead. It is disgusting that short term monetary gain is put in front
of safety and the future of the environment. Yep, it's disgusting.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Raby NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Project Staqe 3 Northern Expansion

Objects to this project
I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in
Campbelltown and Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.
I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts
have not been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely
unknown. This view is supported by professional organisations and academics in
evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate Inquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining ín
2OLL and by subsequent research here and overseas. We have had to rely on the
industry for much of our information when the industry has a vested interest in the
outcome. AGL is no different. It claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely
operating for 10 years. Yet we understand that impacts on groundwater and air
quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been operating
under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do
not know what true impacts it may have had. Third pafty consultants and external
laboratories that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent. Nor
is any funded or co-funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons
should have been learnt with asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA.
The National Water Commission in its Position Statement (3rd December 2010) said
that impacts may emerge over a long time period. I am deeply concerned that the
costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the community and taxpayers after
AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.
Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining
have not been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern
Cross University in Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking
has been used. As at December 2OLL,85o/o of the production wells in the Camden
Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper House Inquiry) with
inadequate monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the use
of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it
seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the right to frack these wells
in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of the proposed well
clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested here. It will
therefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and property
including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban properties.
I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and
the cumulative impact of AGLs expansion into an area that already experiences
incidents of unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated
with respiratory problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGL's past
peformance gives no confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it
can be managed in the future, having admitted in August this year that it had not
conducted continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for
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three years in breach of its EPL No,12003,
Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines
zoning controls and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use
conflicts, economic instability and inequity. It will disrupt religious communities whose
vocations have so far been protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; it will place undue
burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size
(thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is
unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential escalation in CSG mining
incidents and accidents associated with the more intense urban activity (traffic,
people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The consequent
impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be
devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged
to suppott small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods
and life savings.
I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulatíons for CSG mining will
ensure its safe operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW,
the Camden Gas Project has already been operating under consent conditions. Yet
the NSW Government has not been able to ensure compliance, as evidenced by
on-going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the discovery of incidents
that might not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as the
Sugarloaf well incident in May z}tt in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift
over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.
The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in
particular that have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the
geology of the Sydney Basin is well known, AGLs rationale forthe constant
modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to contradict this, as
does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that ¡t does not know where the
aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney
Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGLs proposal to run its gas
gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks
to Sydney's wateç and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private
investors.
AGL will only ever produce about 5o/o of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project
according to evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House Inquiry. This does
not justify the risks and potential costs to the community, partícularly since 150,000+
people already live and work in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's
south west growth corridor. It is socially, environmentally and economically
unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Raby NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Staqe 3 Northe rn Exoans¡on
à

Objects to this project
I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in
Campbelltown and Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.
I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts
have not been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely
unknown. This view is.supported by professional organisations and academics in
evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate Inquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in
2OLL and by subsequent research here and overseas. We have had to rely on the
industry for much of our information when the industry has a vested interest in the
outcome. AGL is no different. It claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely
operating for 10 years, Yet we understand that impacts on groundwater and air
quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been operating
under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do
not know what true impacts it may have had. Third pafty consultants and external
laboratories that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent. Nor
is any funded or co-funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons
should have been learnt with asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA.
The National Water Commission in its Position Statement (3rd December 2010) said
that impacts may emerge over a long time period. I am deeply concerned that the
costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the community and taxpayers after
AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.
Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining
have not been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g.by Southern
Cross University in Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking
has been used. As at December 2OLL,85o/o of the production wells in the Camden
Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper House Inquiry) with
inadequate monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the use
of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it
seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the right to frack these wells
in the future iflwhen the technology becomes available. The size of the proposed well
clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested here. It will
therefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and property
including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban properties.
I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and
the cumulative impact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experiences
incidents of unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated
with respiratory problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGLs past
peformance gíves no confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it
can be managed in the future, having admitted in August this year that it had not
conducted continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for
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three years in breach of its EPL No.12003.
Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines
zoning controls and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use
conflicts, economic instability and inequity. It will disrupt religious communities whose
vocations have so far been protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; it will place undue
burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size
(thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is
unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential escalation in CSG mining
incidents and accidents associated with the more intense urban activity (traffic,
people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The consequent
impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be
devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged
to suppott small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods
and life savings.
I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mining will
ensure its safe operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW,
the Camden Gas Project has already been operating under consent conditions. Yet
the NSW Government has not been able to ensure compliance, as evidenced by
on-going breaches by AGL of its licence'conditions, and the discovery of incidents
that might not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as the
Sugarloaf well incident in May zOtL in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift
over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.
The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in
pafticularthat have not been adequately assessed, While AGL claims that the
geology of the Sydney Basin is well known, AGls rationale forthe constant
modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to contradict this, as
does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it does not know where the
aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney
Harbouç on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGls proposal to run its gas
gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks
to Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private
investors.
AGL will only ever produce about 5o/o of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project
according to evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House Inquiry. This does
not justify the risks and potential costs to the community, particularly since 150,000+
people already live and work in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's
south west growth corridor. It is socially, environmentally and economically
unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Raby NSW, made the
following submission on the project:
Camden Gas Proiect Stage 3 Northern Expansion
E

Objects to this project
I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in
Campbelltown and Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.
I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts
have not been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely
unknown. This view is supported by professional organisations and academics in
evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate Inquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in
2OLL and by subsequent research here and overseas. We have had to rely on the
industry for much of our information when the industry has a vested interest in the
outcome. AGL is no different. It claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely
operating for 10 years. Yet we understand that impacts on groundwater and air
quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been operating
under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do
not know what true impacts it may have had. Third pafty consultants and external
laboratories that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent. Nor
is any funded or co-funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons
should have been learnt with asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA.
The National Water Commission in its Position Statement (3rd December 2010) said
that impacts may emerge over a long time period. I am deeply concerned that the
costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the community and taxpayers after
AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.
Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining
have not been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern
Cross University in Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking
has been used. As at December 2OtL,85o/o of the production wells in the Camden
Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper House Inquiry) with
inadequate monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the use
of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it
seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the right to frack these wells
in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of the proposed well
clusters and any fracking of horizoital wells are both new and untested here. It will
therefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and property
includíng the possibility of subsidence under so many urban properties.
I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and
the cumulative impact of AGLs expansion into an area that already experiences
incidents of unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated
with respiratory problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGLs past
performance gives no confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it
can be managed in the future, having admitted in August this year that it had not
conducted continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for
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three years in breach of its EPL No.12003.
Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines
zoning controls and confidence ¡n the planning process, and creates severe land use
conflicts, economic instability and inequity. It will disrupt religious communities whose
vocations have so far been protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; it will place undue
burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size
(thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is
unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential escalation in CSG mining
incidents and accidents associated with the more intense urban activity (traffic,
people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The consequent
impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be
devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged
to suppott small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods
and life savings.
I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mining will
ensure its safe operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW,
the Camden Gas Project has already been operating under consent conditions. Yet
the NSW Government has not been able to ensure complíance, as evidenced by
on-going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the discovery of incidents
that might not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as the
Sugarloaf well incident in May z}tt in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift
over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.
The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in
pafticular that have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the
geology of the Sydney Basin is well known, AGLs rationale forthe constant
modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to contradict this, as
does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it does not know where the
aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney
Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGLs proposal to run its gas
gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks
to Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private
investors.
AGL will only ever produce about 5o/o of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project
according to evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House Inquiry. This does
not justify the risks and potential costs to the community, particularly since 150,000+
people already live and work in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's
south west growth corridor. It is socially, environmentally and economically
unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here.
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Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

  
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
  
My wife and I strongly object to AGL's Project Application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in 
Campbelltown and Camden. 
  
We have included a letter stating our comments. 
  
We would not like our names to be made public on the Department's website or to AGL. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
  

 

Eschol Park NSW 2558 

 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/10/2012 6:22 PM
Subject:    Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
Attachments:   AGL Opposal Letter PDF.pdf

Page 1 of 1
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To whom it may concern, 
 
 
   Re: Proposed AGL Coal Seam Gas Wells 
  
 
 We are writing to you with our concerns regarding the proposed AGL  
Coal Seam Gas wells for the Camden north project area, specifically the proposed 
wells to be located near Eschol Park. 
 
 We have owned a property in Eschol Park since June 2009 and we love it 
here. It’s our own little piece of serenity from our busy working lives and we 
intend to raise a family here in the years to come. 
 
 However, on the 10th of July, 2012 we received a pamphlet from AGL 
regarding their ‘update’ for the Camden north project area, which included a 
crude map of our area (see attached), outlining proposed coal seam gas wells in 
close proximity to our home. Upon reviewing this map it appears that our 
property may be about 200 metres from a proposed well, numbered CU26. 
 
 Due to our concerns we contacted AGL’s spokesperson Jenny O’brien, who 
then invited us to an AGL open day so that we could have a better understanding 
of what nearby coal seam gas wells would entail. 
 
 In the lead up to the open day we collected articles featured in the local 
newspapers - these articles raised concerns about drilling noise, the  
Fracing technique, gas emission checks failure, potential water pollution at the 
Nepean River and possible expansion of the industry in the region. 
 
 We attended AGL’s open day at the Rosalind Park Gas Plant on the  
29th of September, 2012. Mike Roy, Jenny O’brien and many other AGL employees 
went to great lengths to educate us on the process of extracting coal seam gas from 
depths which can be as far as 800m underground. The day also included a tour of 
local new and existing coal seam gas wells. 
 Despite AGL’s reassurances, we are not convinced there would be no 
negative side effects, both short term and long term, caused by drilling gas wells 
near homes. 
 
 To begin with, AGL are only required to have (without permission from 
homeowners) a minimum distance of 200m between a gas well and a residential 
property. This seems a ridiculously small amount considering the complications 
which can arise from extracting gas from deep underground. 
 



 On the open day, AGL stated that 1,500,000 - 6,000,000 litres of liquid will be 
needed to be pumped into a gas well in order to extract the gas. They further 
stated that 1.5% of this liquid consists of chemicals and the remainder is water. If 
the total volume of liquid is between 1,500,000 - 6,000,000 litres it means that about 
22,500 - 90,000 litres of chemicals will be used.   
 
 It is concerning that one chemical they disclosed is Potassium Chloride. The 
speaker, Mike Roy appeared to skim over this very quickly - he didn’t list any 
negatives aspects of this chemical. We’ve done our own research and according to 
‘Forensic Science: Volume 9’ pages 33-36 published in 1977, it would take only 190 
grams of Potassium Chloride to kill a 75kg human. This chemical is also used as 
the third and final drug delivered in the Lethal Injection process. This raises 
concerns about the chemicals which will remain underground and our property 
being downhill of the proposed area, the idea of having such a dangerous chemical 
injected underground is quite frightening. 
 
 Another concern is the drilling and ongoing maintenance of the gas wells. 
An article featured in the Macarthur Chronicle recently highlighted what a problem 
the noise of drilling around the clock had on residents and their lack of sleep as a 
result - the residents featured in the article are 750m away! When we asked AGL 
about the reported noise complaints they were very quick to blame the noise on 
some nearby building construction and assured us that their noise levels were 
slightly above that of a highway. We don’t live near a highway though; here it is so 
peaceful and quiet that at night that we can hear the mooing of cows from the 
neighbouring dairy farm. AGL also claimed that without prompting from the 
community, they automatically set up sound barriers around the drilling to 
prevent excessive noise. Evidently for the residents in Menangle Park these 
barriers have not sufficed. 
 
 There is also the serious case to be made for earth tremors or earthquakes. 
AGL spokesperson, Mike Roy had to himself admit that there had been proof of 
earth tremors recorded of 2 and upwards on the Ricta scale caused by gas wells 
overseas. Logic and gravity dictates that removing a substance from underground 
will affect the earth above. This could result in a vast amount of damages, both to 
residential dwellings and our environment. 
 



Also the notorious ‘Fracing’ technique which has been undertaken by AGL 
must come into question. Once banned by our government, this process can 
disturb gas encased underground in surrounding areas which would then emit gas 
into the atmosphere and into underground lakes. This can be evident in a 
documentary released in 2010 called ‘Gasland’. This documentary covered how 
Hydraulic Fracing affected American-rural landowners who rely on ground bore-
water. The most shocking detail in this documentary is when you see various 
landowners across America being able to ignite their own tap water with a small 
flame. You could fathom the countless problems which could arise and the affects 
to the health of the community and the environment. 
 
 Governments across the globe are developing legislation relating to 
Hydraulic Fracing (the same drilling process which is being used in Camden by 
AGL). In 2011, France became the first nation to ban Hydraulic Fracing. Other 
countries have placed a temporary moratorium on the practice. For example New 
York is in the process of banning this kind of drilling in state owned parks and 
other lands.  
 
 To make way for the drilling well, the land has to be cleared and excavated. 
We have seen such an area on the open day and it is quite ugly. An area which was 
once an untouched, beautiful landscape is overrun by trucks, portable buildings 
and loud drilling equipment. Continual clouds of dust are formed when such 
invasive procedures take place. Being downhill of such potential excavation, we 
find this particularly distressing. Especially when Campbelltown has experience 
such strong winds in the past years, we feel it would be naïve to believe this would 
not have a negative impact on the health of nearby residents and their families. 
 
 At the AGL open day, when asked about their established coal seam mine 
which is 40m away from the Nepean River and how they test for gas 
contamination, they stated that they conduct a bi-annual water test on samples 
taken from their well. This test checks for ‘new water’ in the extracted ‘ancient 
water.’ This would mean if ‘new water’ does appear in their test samples, it is 
proof that contamination of the Nepean River would have already occurred. 
 
 An AGL spokesperson stated that after the life of the coal seam mine (which 
is approximately 10-15 years) it is abandoned and cemented in. The  
‘Enquiry into Coal Seam Gas’ submission number 457, by the  
Northern Illawarra Sustainability Alliance, dated 26th September, 2011 page 1, states: 
‘abandoned CSG exploration and mining wells pose an ongoing threat, with evidence 
suggesting casings and/or cement may fail within 80 years. This would cause aquifer 
contamination or methane release. Subsidence or an earthquake could simultaneously 
rupture any abandoned wells.’ 
 



 In conclusion, after listening to both AGL and fellow residents we feel very 
strongly that it is in the community’s best interest to not allow the proposed 
Camden north gas well project to go ahead. We appeal to you to reject this and any 
future applications for the area.  

 
We also believe that for future applications the minimum distance of 200m 

should be revised to a much greater distance in favour of families and their homes 
rather than mining companies. No one should have to be forced to live in such 
close proximately to something so hazardous that it has the potential to jeopardise 
their health, safety and environment. 
 
  If you would like to contact us you can do so on  by mail, or 
email us at  
 
Thank you for your time, 
Yours Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 

Eschol Park, NSW 2558 



Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

  

3rd December 2012  

 

Mining and Industry Projects 

Department of Planning 

GPO Box 39 

SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

RE: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and 
Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below. 

Untill there are 100% no doubts that this could cause health problems to people in the surrounding 
areas, or affect the envirnoment. 'Little risk' is NOT GOOD ENOUGH! 

I do not want my name made public on the Department's website or to AGL. 

Yours sincerely, 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/3/2012 8:59 AM
Subject:   Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
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Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

  

4 December 2012 

  

Mining and Industry Projects 

Department of Planning 

GPO Box 39 

SYDNEY NSW 2001 

  

Sent by email to plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au  

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  

RE: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

  

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and Camden. The 
reasons for my objection are stated below. 

Campbelltown / Camden has a large growing population, with many young families & children. Our health is being 
put at risk as there have not been any comprehensive studies to examine the long term environmental and 
health problems that projects of this type may cause.This is a human rights issue, as our right to live in a safe, 
healthy environment is being threatened without the people and local council being involved in the decision making. 
The residents of the Macarthur area have considered opinions and questions,  and should not have their views 
overlooked. 

I do not want our name made public on the Department's website or sent to AGL 

  

Yours sincerely, 

  

  

      

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/4/2012 9:56 PM
Subject:   Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
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Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

  

3rd December 2012  

 

Mining and Industry Projects 

Department of Planning 

GPO Box 39 

SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

RE: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and 
Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below. 

I don't believe it's safe. Do it away from residential areas.  

I do not want my name made public on the Department's website or to AGL. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/3/2012 9:04 PM
Subject:   Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
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Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project Stage 3,Project Application 09 _ 0048 

  
  

  

RABY  NSW  2566 

  

Mining and Industry Projects 

Department of Planning 

GPO Box 39 

SYDNEY  NSW 2001 

                                                                                                                                                8 December 2012 

Dear Sir / Madam 

Re : Camden Gas Project Stage 3 , Project Application 09_oo48 

I object to AGL’s project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas ( CSG ) in  Campbelltown and 
Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below. 

To my understanding there is no independent monitoring of air and groundwater, which is a great concern. 
Self monitoring or pay somebody to do it is not independent. 

I have been a resident in Raby for 28 Years and I appreciate the Historic Scenic Hills. 

They should be kept untouched by developers or mining. 

I believe that even  low emission impact and low risk CSG projects  should not be operating in residential and 
Drinkwater reserves‐ canals regions. There is a risk of wells  leaking  noxious gases and particles in the air 
and rivers in years to come. I am concerned that irreversible damage to the environment  will occur  as it 
has  happened overseas. 

The impact on people’s health and the costs on the medical system  in years to come  could be enormous. 

The pressure on  local infrastructure, traffic , noise and air pollution ( environment ) will put stress on 
people’s health. 

The devaluation of  real estate in the mining effected region will  be high. 

I believe not many people will buy a house where mining is taking place and it would be very difficult for 
current residents to sell their property for a fair price if the coal seam gas mining takes effect. 

I don’t want my name made public on the Department’s website or to AGL. 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/9/2012 2:51 PM
Subject:   Camden Gas Project Stage 3,Project Application 09 _ 0048

Page 1 of 2

20/12/2012file://C:\Documents and Settings\mariley\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\50C5AD0...



Yours sincerely 
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Clay Preshaw - coal seam gas mining in Campbelltown and Camden 

  
5 December 2012  

Mining and Industry Projects 

Department of Planning 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Sent by email to plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au  

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

We object to AGL’s project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and 
Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below. 

This mining process has proven detrimental health implications for the community. The poisoning 
of underground water tables with toxic chemicals involved in fracking and the release of poisonous 
gases into the atmosphere are clear consequences of this process in areas where it has been 
allowed to proceed. This should be completely unacceptable in any populated area, let alone a 
suburban residential environment. How could you even consider putting at risk the health and 
wellbeing of the communities you were elected to serve for short sighted profit? 

There is also no need for this type of risky mining as the fuel supply needs of Australia are already 
catered for through alternative, less invasive and less risky sources. 

Coal seam gas mining in the scenic hills of the Campbelltown and Camden area? We say, NEVER! 

We are making this submission to you in confidence and do not want our names to be made public 
on the Department’s website or to AGL. 

Yours sincerely 

 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/5/2012 9:28 PM
Subject:   coal seam gas mining in Campbelltown and Camden
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Clay Preshaw - CSG 

  
4.12.2012 

  

 

Department of Planning 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Sent by email to plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au [delete this if sending by fax or mail] 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

[I/we] object to AGL’s project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and Camden. 
The reasons for [my/our] objection are stated below. 

Look at the facts, not the money to be made. Take care of the people not just yourself. 

Stop being selfish.  It has been proven in QLD that peoples health is at  risk. 

If you think there is no health risk, well I invite you to live in the vicinity of the CSG mining, with your families

I do not wish to be named publicaly on the AGL website or other. 

Yours sincerely 
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Clay Preshaw - Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

  
To: 
Mining and Industry Projects 
Department of Planning 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

I object to AGL’s project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in Campbelltown and Camden. 
The key reasons for my objection are stated below. 

I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically‐evolving industry whose impacts have not been 
independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view is supported by 
professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate Inquiries into 
Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2011 and by subsequent research here and overseas. We have had to rely on the 
industry for much of our information when the industry has a vested interest in the outcome. AGL is no 
different. It claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely operating for 10 years.  Yet we understand 
that impacts on groundwater and air quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been 
operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to self‐monitor 
its compliance, self‐investigate incidents and self‐report such that we do not know what true impacts it may 
have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories that are engaged and paid for by the industry are 
not independent. Nor is any funded or co‐funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons should 
have been learnt with asbestos in Australia and with ‘Big Tobacco’ in the USA. The National Water 

Commission in its Position Statement (3rd December 2010) said that impacts may emerge over a long time 
period. I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the community and 
taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible. 

Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining have not been assessed. 
Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University in Tara) and overseas is deeply 
concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at December 2011, 85% of the production wells in 
the Camden Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper House Inquiry) with inadequate 
monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed 
Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the 
right to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of the proposed 
well clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested here. It will therefore be 
entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and property including the possibility of 
subsidence under so many urban properties. 

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the cumulative impact 
of AGL’s expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of unacceptable levels of air pollution 
(ozone and fine particles) associated with respiratory problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). 
AGL’s past performance gives no confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it can be 
managed in the future, having admitted in August this year that it had not conducted continuous air 
monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years in breach of its EPL No.12003. 

Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls and 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/9/2012 8:39 AM
Subject:   Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
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confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic instability and inequity. 
It will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; it 
will place undue burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size 
(thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is unsightly and unsafe in urban 
areas with a potential escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents associated with the more intense 
urban activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The consequent 
impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be devastating. For many people 
the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged to support small business. Any devaluation by bank 
assessors may destroy livelihoods and life savings. 

 I do not believe that the NSW Government’s new regulations for CSG mining will ensure its safe operation 
here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW, the Camden Gas Project has already been 
operating under consent conditions. Yet the NSW Government has not been able to ensure compliance, as 
evidenced by on‐going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the discovery of incidents that might 
not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May 2011 
in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift over Sydney’s water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine 
houses. 

The proposal poses risks to Sydney’s water in general and to the South West in particular that have not been 
adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Basin is well known, AGL’s rationale 
for the constant modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to contradict this, as does its 
admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it does not know where the aquifers here run to but probably 
Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL’s 
proposal to run its gas gathering pipeline along Sydney’s Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks 
to Sydney’s water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private investors. 

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW’s gas from the Camden Gas Project according to evidence it 
gave under oath at the NSW Upper House Inquiry. This does not justify the risks and potential costs to the 
community, particularly since 150,000+ people already live and work in the immediate affected area, and 
this is in Sydney’s south west growth corridor. It is socially, environmentally and economically unjustified, 
and has no social licence to operate here. 

I wish that my name not appear on my submission when publicly exhibited. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Clay Preshaw - Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

  
To: 
Mining and Industry Projects 
Department of Planning 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

I object to AGL’s project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in Campbelltown and Camden. 
The key reasons for my objection are stated below. 

I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically‐evolving industry whose impacts have not been 
independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view is supported by 
professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate Inquiries into 
Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2011 and by subsequent research here and overseas. We have had to rely on the 
industry for much of our information when the industry has a vested interest in the outcome. AGL is no 
different. It claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely operating for 10 years.  Yet we understand 
that impacts on groundwater and air quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been 
operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to self‐monitor 
its compliance, self‐investigate incidents and self‐report such that we do not know what true impacts it may 
have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories that are engaged and paid for by the industry are 
not independent. Nor is any funded or co‐funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons should 
have been learnt with asbestos in Australia and with ‘Big Tobacco’ in the USA. The National Water 

Commission in its Position Statement (3rd December 2010) said that impacts may emerge over a long time 
period. I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the community and 
taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible. 

Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining have not been assessed. 
Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University in Tara) and overseas is deeply 
concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at December 2011, 85% of the production wells in 
the Camden Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper House Inquiry) with inadequate 
monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed 
Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the 
right to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of the proposed 
well clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested here. It will therefore be 
entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and property including the possibility of 
subsidence under so many urban properties. 

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the cumulative impact 
of AGL’s expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of unacceptable levels of air pollution 
(ozone and fine particles) associated with respiratory problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). 
AGL’s past performance gives no confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it can be 
managed in the future, having admitted in August this year that it had not conducted continuous air 
monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years in breach of its EPL No.12003. 

Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls and 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/9/2012 8:39 AM
Subject:   Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
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confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic instability and inequity. 
It will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; it 
will place undue burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size 
(thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is unsightly and unsafe in urban 
areas with a potential escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents associated with the more intense 
urban activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The consequent 
impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be devastating. For many people 
the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged to support small business. Any devaluation by bank 
assessors may destroy livelihoods and life savings. 

 I do not believe that the NSW Government’s new regulations for CSG mining will ensure its safe operation 
here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW, the Camden Gas Project has already been 
operating under consent conditions. Yet the NSW Government has not been able to ensure compliance, as 
evidenced by on‐going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the discovery of incidents that might 
not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May 2011 
in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift over Sydney’s water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine 
houses. 

The proposal poses risks to Sydney’s water in general and to the South West in particular that have not been 
adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Basin is well known, AGL’s rationale 
for the constant modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to contradict this, as does its 
admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it does not know where the aquifers here run to but probably 
Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL’s 
proposal to run its gas gathering pipeline along Sydney’s Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks 
to Sydney’s water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private investors. 

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW’s gas from the Camden Gas Project according to evidence it 
gave under oath at the NSW Upper House Inquiry. This does not justify the risks and potential costs to the 
community, particularly since 150,000+ people already live and work in the immediate affected area, and 
this is in Sydney’s south west growth corridor. It is socially, environmentally and economically unjustified, 
and has no social licence to operate here. 

I wish that my name not appear on my submission when publicly exhibited. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project stage 3, project application 09_0048 

  
Dear Sir 
  
re Camden Gas Project stage 3, project application 09_0048 
  
I object to the AGLs project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and 
Camden.The reason for my objection is stated below. 
  
I have not heard a lot about this from our local papers and today find out we have until 18/12 to 
put in our reasons why we don’t want it. 
  
To my thinking I think if there is nothing to fear from this the papers would have been all over it to 
tell us there are no issues.  
  
Camden and Campbelltown are catchment areas for the dams and reading a little about what 
happened in Qld scares me to think it may happen here are well. 
  
Please do not make my name public on the AGL website. 
  
Yours Sincerely 
  

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/10/2012 5:11 PM
Subject:   Camden Gas Project stage 3, project application 09_0048
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Clay Preshaw - no to coal seam gas 

  
                                                                         04/12/2012 
  
                                                                                                  
                                                                                                 
                                                                                                  Lethbridge Park 
                                                                                                     n.s.w   2770 
  
  
Dear Sir or Madam   
Re  Camden Gas Project stage 3  Project Application 09_0048 
I object to AGL'S project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in 
Campbelltown and  Camden. The reasons for my  objection are stated below. 
I do not believe there has been enough research on the health  issues and we are 
talking a very large area and i feel we are being sold out for a few pieces of silver.If 
we allow this to go through then where does it stop sick children every where. i have 
family in Camden and i dont want to see any child suffer . 
And then you come into my area and the next and the next untill we have no Australia, 
i dont think so . 
i do not want my name and address made public on the departments website or to 
AGL. 
  
  
yours Sincerely 
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Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project stage 3, project application 09_0048 

  
Dear Sir 
  
re Camden Gas Project stage 3, project application 09_0048 
  
I object to the AGLs project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and 
Camden.The reason for my objection is stated below. 
  
I have not heard a lot about this from our local papers and today find out we have until 18/12 to 
put in our reasons why we don’t want it. 
  
To my thinking I think if there is nothing to fear from this the papers would have been all over it to 
tell us there are no issues.  
  
Camden and Campbelltown are catchment areas for the dams and reading a little about what 
happened in Qld scares me to think it may happen here are well. 
  
Please do not make my name public on the AGL website. 
  
Yours Sincerely 
  

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/10/2012 5:11 PM
Subject:   Camden Gas Project stage 3, project application 09_0048
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Clay Preshaw - My submission of protest to the Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project 
Application 09_0048 

  

Raby, NSW 2566 
 
7 December 2012 
 
Mining and Industry Projects 
Department of Planning 
GPO Box 39 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 
 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
 
 
RE: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 
 
 
 
I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in 
Campbelltown and Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below. 
 
a) I am concerned of the health issues that the gas wells would impact my 
family based on TV's reports as to the extent of gas leaks occurring in 
established CSG mining particularly in Queensland and in some parts of the 
U.S.A. 
 
b) I am concerned of the noise and disruption due to increased traffic by 
construction trucks during CSG mining when it comes near our area. 
 
c) I am concerned of my real estate property values to decline due to CSG 
wells nearby. 
 
 
 Please do not make my name public on the Department's website nor to AGL's. 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

From:    
To:    "plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/7/2012 10:57 AM
Subject:   My submission of protest to the Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 

09_0048
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Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project Stage 3 

  
Dear Sir / Madam, 
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 
We object to AGL's project Application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and 
Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below. 
Nobody can tell us what completely independent organisation has been able to stand in front of the 
N.S.W. Upper House of Parliament and state everything done to extract C.S.G. is completely safe to 
people and the environment. The only people carrying out surveys as directed by Government to do are 
the A.G.L. and they are not doing so as instructed with the results obtained by them not being expressed 
truthfully and fully to the Independent Upper House enquiry in Parliament. 
What will be the outcome to our air and water in 10 years time when A.G.L. cannot tell us now what 
damage will happen to our aquifers as they have not published any results from testing and they DO 
NOT even know where the aquifers start and finish. 
Environment Australia Doctors claim that impact from C.S.G. mining has not been assessed especially 
where C.S.G. fracking has been carried out. Camden wells have had 85% fracking and the N.S.W. 
Upper House enquiry has found that inadequate monitoring only was carried out and now A.G.L. wants 
to dig wells with / without fracking horizontally and this procedure is completely untested here so they 
don't know what will happen. 
We have heard that there has been explosions and subsidence when testing horizontal wells. Will they 
pay for any damage to our home and land if this happens not only now but in the future? 
The National Water Commission has warned about the cumulative impact of C.S.G. extraction's. 
The National Toxics Network says many of the chemicals used in drilling and fracking are not approved 
for safe usage. 
Doctors for the Environment says health impact from C.S.G. extraction has not been assessed. 
There has been non-compliance with licence conditions with the Camden Gas 
Projects Environmental Protection Licence ( EPL No. 12003 ) in each year since it was issued in 2004. 
In August A.G.L. admitted it had failed to conduct continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas 
treatment Plant for 3 years in breach of it's E.P.L., now the object of an investigation  by the E.P.A. 
This is another reason to STOP A.G.L. as this will be happening in RESIDENTIAL AREAS. 
All zoning laws have been thrown out the window just to please A.G.L. so they can sell our gas overseas 
and NOT sell the extra gas to N.S.W. at a reduced price as Gas companies have to do by law in other 
first world countries but here they will only increase the price of our gas to the same as overseas market 
prices. 
A.G.L. will only produce 5% of its gas from the Camden wells yet it could produce 100% devastation to 
our health, air and water quality ( Refer to Tara in Qld. ) just so it can sell gas overseas. 
How can you trust A.G.L..to do anything properly as they are telling the Government authorities to go to 
hell? No gas projects should ever be carried out in or near any residential areas. 
THIS MUST BE STOPPED FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE PEOPLE OF MACARTHUR AND 
EVENTUALLY THE PEOPLE OF N.S.W. 
 
Please withhold our names as we are customers of A.G.L. 
Yours sincerely, 

 
 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/11/2012 4:08 PM
Subject:   Camden Gas Project Stage 3
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Clay Preshaw - Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

  
  
  

 

 
 
4 December 2012 
 
 
 
 
Mining and Industry Projects 
 
Department of Planning 
 
GPO Box 39 
 
SYDNEY NSW 2001 
 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
 
 
RE: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 
 
 
 
I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in 
Campbelltown and Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below. 
 
a) I am concerned of the health issues that the gas wells would impact my 
family based on TV's reports as to the extent of gas leaks occurring in 
established CSG mining particularly in Queensland and in some parts of the 
U.S.A. 
 
b) I am concerned of the noise and disruption due to increased traffic by 
construction trucks during CSG mining when it comes near our area. 
 
c) I am concerned of my real estate property values to decline due to CSG 
wells nearby. 
 
 
 Please do not make my name public on the Department's website nor to AGL's. 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 

From:    >
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/4/2012 1:21 PM
Subject:   Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
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Clay Preshaw - My submission of protest to the Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project 
Application 09_0048 

  

2 December 2012 

Mining and Industry Projects 

Department of Planning 

GPO Box 39 

SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

RE: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and 
Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below. 

a) I am concerned of the health issues that the gas wells would impact my family based on TV's 
reports as to the extent of gas leaks occurring in established CSG mining particularly in Queensland 
and in some parts of the U.S.A.  

b) I am concerned of the noise and disruption due to increased traffic by construction trucks during 
CSG mining when it comes near our area. 

c) I am concerned of my real estate property values to decline due to CSG wells nearby. 

 
Please do not make my name public on the Department's website nor to AGL's. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    12/2/2012 4:05 PM
Subject:   My submission of protest to the Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 

09_0048
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6th December 2012 

Clemton Park NSW 2206 

Mining and Industry Projects 

Department of Planning 

GPO Box 39 

SYDNEY NSW 2001 

Sent by email to plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au  

Dear Sir/Madam 

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048 

We object to AGL’s project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown 

and Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below. 

This is a residential area, mining has no place here. 

(1) AGL's plan for CSG mining (& fracking) of Sydney will industrialise our suburbs & 
green spaces with uncertain impacts on our health, environment, livelihoods and land 
. 

(2) (2) Campbelltown and Camden urban areas will be fracked!  
 As at December 2011 (according to information provided to the NSW Upper House 
Inquiry into Coal Seam Gas), 85% of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project 
area of Wollondilly, Camden and the outskirts of Campbelltown, had been fracked. 
This compares with statistics provided by Doctors for the Environment Australia to the 
2011 Senate Inquiry (coal seam gas) of 10-40% of wells in Queensland. AGL has 
said it will continue to frack vertical wells in Stage 3 and will frack the horizontal wells 
if the technology permits it in the future. 
 
 

3) Health & safety issues: 
 
On the 14th November 2012, academic researchers from the Southern Cross University in 
Queensland found methane levels at 3.5 times the expected level at the Tara Estate in 
Queensland. We do not want to face the same issues here. 

 

I do not wish to have my name made public on the Department’s website or to AGL. 

Yours sincerely, 

 



Clay Preshaw - CAMDEN GAS PROJECT STAGE 3, PROJECT APPLICATION 09_0048 

  
Dear Sir / Madam, 
  
With respect to the CAMDEN GAS PROJECT STAGE 3, PROJECT APPLICATION 09_0048, I would like to object 
to this application by AGL for coal seam gas mining in the areas of Camden and Campbelltown. 
  
My reasons for objection are the potential for increased pollution, possibility for damage to the environment 
and especially to water courses and aquifers. It has never been 100% proven that the process for gas 
extraction is safe and I am very concerned that any environmental damage that occurs will not be held 
against AGL, rather excuses will be found to blame any issues on something else. Basically if it happens 
underground no‐one can be sure what has caused it and I feel the mining companies will use this as an 
excuse when issue do occur. In most likely any issues are the result of the mining. 
  
I am not convinced of the need for extra gas supplies, numerous reports have been made that we have 
many hundreds of years gas supply available and the only reports I hear of gas shortages are made by AGL 
who has it in their interest to create an artificial shortage. 
  
Also I am concerned about reports that the mining will increase methane emissions. The area already suffers 
from pollution issues and methane is a highly effective greenhouse gas and we certainly do not need any 
more of those types of gases released into the atmosphere. 
  
I am also concerned with the visual eyesore of the well heads around the area plus the increased traffic that 
it will bring. 
  
I have not received any information from AGL on this issue even though I have heard them indicate that they 
have letterbox dropped about the issue even though I live in the area affected. 
  
I request my name is not made public on the Department’s website or given to AGL. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
  

  

From:    
To:    <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date:    11/27/2012 12:04 PM
Subject:   CAMDEN GAS PROJECT STAGE 3, PROJECT APPLICATION 09_0048
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New South Wales Government
Depaftment of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Develooment Assessments > Maior Project Assessments

(Name w¡thheld), of Denham Court NSW, made the
following submission on the project:

camden Gas Proiect stage 3 Northern Expansion
.¿

Objects to this project

Firstly, I would like my identity to be withheld.
As a Campbelltown council ratepayer, I am writing to register my objection to coal
seam gas mining not only throughout the Macafthur and Scenic Hills regions, but all
of NSW.
I find it almost unbelievable that there is even a thought about mining in this region.
The risks and long term effects are not fully understood and some are not known.
You do not experiment with people's lives, health and livelihood. Indications to date
are that the effects are detrimental to both flora and fauna and human beings. This
region is one of the fastest growing areas of population in NSW and areas like the
Scenic Hills have been long listed as areas for environmental protection.

This area has substantial beef production, dairying, cropping, horse breeding,
viticulture and tourism. I cannot believe you are willing to risk this for a one off fee.

Gas wells require the release of methane to relieve the pressure in the wells. This is
burnt or released directly into the atmosphere. Hydrogen sulphide and other toxic
gasses and elements are often present in coal seams and are also released. These are
very toxic. Hydrogen sulphide is deadly and no one can smell it. It's a silent killer.
This is not an innocent activity, and there is endless literature on harmful and even
land use degradation resulting from these activities.

Fufthermore, csG is not a 'low emission' fuel, see paper by Howafth et al. at:
(http://www.springerlink.com/cont ent/e384226wr4L6o653lfulltext. pdf).
CSG extraction will destroy aquifers and poison ground and suface waters and the air
as well as contributing greatly to global warming.

Excessive groundwater extraction has led to suface subsidence of 8 metres in the
San Joaquin valley in California and in many other areas. CSG extraction also extracts
massive amounts of water and will also cause land subsidence which will
affect infrastructure, river flows and could cause aquifer fractures that will drain
and/or contaminate surface rivers and streams,

The fact that there seems to be a short term cash grab based on uninformed biased
theories for an unsustainable mining resource without thought for future astounds
me. Shouldn't we be putting our energy towards greener, sustainable fuels?

Is this practice going to be the asbestos of the future?

If you choose to go ahead with this plan (and I must say, at your peril), at least put
policies and procedures in place such as

I of2 l0l0ll20l3 3:16 PM
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- Royalties and bonding need to be set aside to manage the potential medium-long
term risks of current mining and CSG activities;
- Structure for compensation to landholders needs to be strengthened considerably,
and the landholders should be given the right to say no; This process needs to be
administered by an independent body;
- Compensation to the landholder should incorporate potential loss of land
productivity and agricultural livelihood due to intelference to the aquifers. It is
largely recognised, that given the immaturity of the CSG industry, the long term
impact of their activities is unknown. Accordingly, it should not be unreasonable for
the landholder to set the appropriate compensation, up to levels which would be
equivalent to premium market value for the land.
- We should require mining and CSG proponents to provide funding for landholders to
engage independent and comprehensive base line assessment prior to exploration,
and pay other costs associated with their activities;
- We need to ensure the Aquifer Interference Policy is widely. applicable and reflective
of the unceftain long term nature of mining and CSG activities;
- We should also prohibit the use of evaporation ponds and perform further diligence
on the process of hydraulic fracturing and more specifically, the chemicals used,
- The Government needs to maintain a moratorium on fraccing until all fraccing
chemicals have been tested by the national regulatoç including simulated in-situ
testing. The government should also keep an up to date public register of fracking
sites, including fraccing chemicals and quantities used.

There is sadly far too much real evidence of damage from mining in NSW. I
reference for example the loss of river systems from the Southern Highlands from
longwall mining, the total loss of South Wambo Creek at Bulga and the pathetic and
futile attempts to restore water flow there by "wrapping the creek bed in builders
plastic". Once it's gone, it's gone. Energy companies also don't have the best track
record in their environmental protection (note BP Gulf Coast, Exxon oil spill, etc). '

I would also like to paste a link to a document to further support area protection
claims, covering the areas aboriginal impoftance, historical significance, rich wildlife,
etc. Do not overburden such a delicate and impoftant landscape.

I strongly suppott a moratorium on CSG exploration and extraction until such time as
we have the science, strategic planning and regulatory framework to guarantee
protection of water resources, public health, and the environment. Even our best
academics seem to support this approach,

o Attachment: csg.pdf

2 of2 l0l0l/2013 3: l6 PM



Firstly, I would like my identity to be withheld

As a Campbelltown council ratepayer, I am writing to register my objection to coal
seam gas mining not only throughout the Macarthur and Scenic Hills regions, but all
of NSW.

I find it almost unbelievable that there is even a thought about mining in this region.
The risks and long term effects are not fully understood and some are not
known. You do not experiment with people's lives, health and livelihood.
lndications to date are that the effects are detrimental to both flora and fauna
and human beings. This region is one of the fastest growing areas of population in
NSW, and areas like the Scenic Hills have been long listed as areas for
environmental protection.

This area has substantial beef production, dairying, cropping, horse breeding,
viticulture and tourism. I cannot believe you are willing to risk this for a one off fee

Gas wells require the release of methane to relieve the pressure in the wells. This is
burnt or released directly into the atmosphere. Hydrogen sulphide and other toxic
gasses and elements are often present in coal seams and are also released. These
are very toxic. Hydrogen sulphide is deadly and no one can smell it. lt's a silent killer
This is not an innocent activity, and there is endless literature on harmful and
even land use degradation resulting from these activities.

Furthermore, CSG is not a 'low emission'fuel, see paper by Howarth et al. at:
()
CSG extraction will destroy aquifers and poison ground and surface waters and the
air as well as contributing greatly to global warming.

Excessive groundwater extraction has led to surface subsidence of 8 metres in the
San Joaquin valley in California and in many other areas. CSG extraction also
extracts massive amounts of water and will also cause land subsidence which will
affect infrastructure, river flows and could cause aquifer fractures that will drain
and/or contaminate surface rivers and streams.

The fact that there seems to be a short term cash grab based on uninformed biased
theories for an unsustainable mining resource without thought for future astounds
me. Shouldn't we be putting our energy towards greener, sustainable fuels?

ls this practice going to be the asbestos of the future?

lf you choose to go ahead with this plan (and I must say, at your peril), at least put
policies and procedures in place such as

- Royalties and bonding need to be set aside to manage the potential medium-
long term risks of current mining and CSG activities;

- Structure for compensation to landholders needs to be strengthened
considerably, and the landholders should be given the right to say no; This
process needs to be administered by an independent body;

- Compensation to the landholder should incorporate potential loss of land
productivity and agricultural livelihood due to interference to the aquifers. lt is



largely recognised, that given the immaturity of the CSG industry, the long
term impact of their activities is unknown. Accordingly, it should not be
unreasonable for the landholder to set the appropriate compensation, up to
levels which would be equivalent to premium market value for the land.
We should require mining and CSG proponents to provide funding for
landholders to engage independent and comprehensive base line assessment
prior to exploration, and pay other costs associated with their activities;
We need to ensure the Aquifer lnterference Policy is widely applicable and
reflective of the uncertain long term nature of mining and CSG activities;
We should also prohibit the use of evaporation ponds and perform further
diligence on the process of hydraulic fracturing and more specifically, the
chemicals used.
The Government needs to maintain a moratorium on fraccing until all fraccing
chemicals have been tested by the national regulator, including simulated in-
situ testing. The government should also keep an up to date public register of
fracking sites, including fraccing chemicals and quantities used.

There is sadly far too much real evidence of damage from mining in NSW. I

reference for example the loss of river systems from the Southern Highlands from
longwall mining, the total loss of South Wambo Creek at Bulga and the pathetic and
futile attempts to restore water flow there by "wrapping the creek bed in builders
plastic". Once it's gone, it's gone. Energy companies also don't have the best track
record in their environmental protection (note BP Gulf Coast, Exxon oil spill, etc).

I would also like to paste a link to a document to further support area protection
claims, covering the areas aboriginal importance, historical significance, rich wildlife,
etc. Do not overburden such a delicate and important landscape.

I strongly support a moratorium on CSG exploration and extraction until such
time as we have the science, strategic planning and regulatory framework to
guarantee protection of water resources, public health, and the environment.
Even our best academics seem to support this approach.
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(Name w¡thheld), of Denham Court NSW, made the
following submission on the project:

Camden Ge Proiect Staoe 3 Northe Exoans¡on
,Å

Objects to this project

Firstly, I would like my identity to be withheld.
As a Campbelltown council ratepayer, I am writing to register my objection to coal
seam gas mining not only throughout the Macafthur and Scenic Hills regions, but all
of NSW. I would also like to state, that the consultation regarding this, especially for
Denham Court has been appalling- living in a rural location, we often do not receive
local newspapers and no formal letters or notifications have been received. I find this
odd, even sneaky considering 2 wells are planned for this area.
I find it almost unbelievable that there is even a thought about mining in this region.
The risks and long term effects are not fully understood and some are not known.
You do not experiment with people's lives, health and livelihood. Indications to date
are that the effects are detrimental to both flora and fauna and human beings, This
region is one of the fastest growing areas of population in NSW and areas like the
Scenic Hills have been long listed as areas for environmental protection.
This area has substantial beef production, dairying, cropping, horse breeding,
viticulture and tourism. I cannot believe you are willing to risk this for a one off fee.
Gas wells require the release of methane to relieve the pressure in the wells. This is
burnt or released directly into the atmosphere. Hydrogen sulphide and other toxic
gasses and elements are often present in coal seams and are also released. These are
very toxic. Hydrogen sulphide is deadly and no one can smell it. It's a silent killer.
This is not an innocent activity, and there is endless literature on harmful and even
land use degradation resulting from these activities.
Fufthermore, CSG is not a'low emission'fuel, see paper by Howarth et al. at:
(http://www.springerlink.com/content/e3842 26wr4L6O653lfulltext. pdf).
CSG extraction will destroy aquifers and poison ground and suface waters and the air
as well as contributing greatly to global warming.
Excessive groundwater extraction has led to surface subsidence of 8 metres in the
San Joaquin valley in California and in many other areas. CSG extraction also extracts
massive amounts of water and will also cause land subsidence which will
affect infrastructure, river flows and could cause aquifer fractures that will drain
and/or contaminate suface rivers and streams.
The fact that there seems to be a short term cash grab based on uninformed biased
theories for an unsustainable mining resource without thought for future astounds
me. Shouldn't we be putting our energy towards greener, sustainable fuels?
Is this practice going to be the asbestos of the future?
If you choose to go ahead with this plan (and I must say, at your peril), at least put
policies and procedures in place such as
- Royalties and bonding need to be set aside to manage the potential medium-long
term risks of current mining and CSG activities;
- Structure for compensation to landholders needs to be strengthened considerably,
and the landholders should be given the right to say no; This process needs to be

I of2 10/0112013 3: l7 PM
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administered by an independent body;
- Compensation to the landholder should incorporate potential loss of land
product¡vity and agricuítural livelihood due to inteference to the aquifers. It is
largely recognised, that given the immaturity of the CSG industry, the long term
impact of their activities is unknown. Accordingly, it should not be unreasonable for
the landholder to set the appropriate compensation, up to levels which would be
equivalent to premium market value for the land.
- We should require mining and CSG proponents to provide funding for landholders to
engage independent and comprehensive base line assessment prior to exploration,
and pay other costs associated with their activities;
- We need to ensure the Aquifer Inteference Policy is widely applicable and reflective
of the unceftain long term nature of mining and CSG activities;
- We should also prohibit the use of evaporation ponds and perform further diligence
on the process of hydraulic fracturing and more specifically, the chemicals used.
- The Government needs to maintain a moratorium on fraccing until all fraccing
chemicals have been tested by the national regulator, including símulated in-situ
testing. The government should also keep an up to date public register of fracking
sites, including fraccing chemicals and quantities used.
There is sadly far too much real evidence of damage from mining in NSW. I
reference for example the loss of river systems from the Southern Highlands from
longwall mining, the total loss of South Wambo Creek at Bulga and the pathetic and
futile attempts to restore water flow there by "wrapping the creek bed in builders
plastic". Once it's gone, it's gone. Energy companies also don't have the best track
record in their environmental protection (note BP Gulf Coast, Exxon oil spill, etc).
I would also like to paste a link to a document to further support area protection
claims, covering the areas aboriginal importance, historical significance, rich wildlife,
etc. Do not overburden such a delicate and important landscape.

I strongly suppoft a moratorium on CSG exploration and extraction until such time as
we have the science, strategic planning and regulatory framework to guarantee
protection of water resources, public health, and the environment. Even our best
academics seem to support this approach.

o Attachment: csg2.pdf
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Firstly, I would like my identity to be withheld.

As a Gampbelltown council ratepayer, I am writing to register my objection to
coal seam gas mining not only throughout the Macarthur and Scenic Hills
regions, but all of NSW. I would also like to state, that the consultation
regarding this, especially for Denham Court has been appalling- living in a
rural location, we often do not receive local newspapers and no formal letters
or notifications have been received. I find this odd, even sneaky considering 2
wells are planned for this area.

I find it almost unbelievable that there is even a thought about mining in this region.
The risks and long term effects are not fully understood and some are not
known. You do not experiment with people's lives, health and livelihood.
lndications to date are that the effects are detrimental to both flora and fauna
and human beingS. This region is one of the fastest growing areas of population in
NSW, and areas like the Scenic Hills have been long listed as areas for
environmental protection.

This area has substantial beef production, dairying, cropping, horse breeding,
viticulture and tourism. I cannot believe you are willing to risk this for a one off fee

Gas wells require the release of methane to relieve the pressure in the wells. This is
burnt or released directly into the atmosphere. Hydrogen sulphide and other toxic
gasses and elements are often present in coal seams and are also released. These
are very toxic. Hydrogen sulphide is deadly and no one can smell it. lt's a silent killer
This is not an innocent activity, and there is endless literature on harmful and
even land use degradation resulting from these activities.

Furthermore, CSG is not a 'low emission'fuel, see paper by Howarth et al. at:
( ).
CSG extraction will destroy aquifers and poison ground and surface waters and the
air as well as contributing greatly to global warming.

Excessive groundwater extraction has led to surface subsidence of 8 metres in the
San Joaquin valley in California and in many other areas. CSG extraction also
extracts massive amounts of water and will also cause land subsidence which will
affect infrastructure, river flows and could cause aquifer fractures that will drain
and/or contaminate surface rivers and streams.

The fact that there seems to be a short term cash grab based on uninformed biased
theories for an unsustainable mining resource without thought for future astounds
me. Shouldn't we be putting our energy towards greener, sustainable fuels?

ls this practice going to be the asbestos of the future?

lf you choose to go ahead with this plan (and I must say, at your peril), at least put
policies and p.rocedures in place such as

- Royalties and bonding need to be set aside to manage the potential medium-
long term risks of current mining and CSG activities;



Structure for compensation to landholders needs to be strengthened
considerably, and the landholders should be given the right to say no; This
process needs to be administered by an independent body;
Compensation to the landholder should incorporate potential loss of land
productivity and agricultural livelihood due to interference to the aquifers. lt is
largely recognised, that given the immaturity of the CSG industry, the long
term impact of their activities is unknown. Accordingly, it should not be
unreasonable for the landholder to set the appropriate compensation, up to
levels which would be equivalent to premium market value for the land.
We should require mining and CSG proponents to provide funding for
landholders to engage independent and comprehensive base line assessment
prior to exploration, and pay other costs associated with their activities;
We need to ensure the Aquifer lnterference Policy is widely applicable and
reflective of the uncertain long term nature of mining and CSG activities;
We should also prohibit the use of evaporation ponds and perform further
diligence on the process of hydraulic fracturing and more specifically, the
chemicals used.
The Government needs to maintain a moratorium on fraccing until allfraccing
chemicals have been tested by the national regulator, including simulated in-
situ testing. The government should also keep an up to date public register of
frackíng sites, including fraccing chemicals and quantities used.

There is sadly far too much real evidence of damage from mining in NSW. I

reference for example the loss of river systems from the Southern Highlands from
longwall mining, the total loss of South Wambo Creek at Bulga and the pathetic and
futile attempts to restore water flow there by "wrapping the creek bed in builders
plastic". Once it's gone, it's gone. Energy companies also don't have the best track
record in their environmental protection (note BP Gulf Coast, Exxon oil spill, etc).

I would also like to paste a link to a document to further support area protection
claims, covering the areas aboriginal importance, historical significance, rich wildlife,
etc. Do not overburden such a delicate and important landscape.

I strongly support a moratorium on CSG exploration and extraction until such
time as we have the science, strategic planning and regulatory framework to
guarantee protection of water resources, public health, and the environment.
Even our best academics seem to support this approach.



http://maj orproj ects.planning.nsw gov.aulindex.pl?action:view su..

New South Wales Government
Depaftment of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Development Assessments > Maior Proiect Assessments

(Name w¡thheld), of Macarthur Sqaure NSW, made
the following submission on the project:

Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Exoansion
tÅ

Objects to this project

vote NO

1of 1 t0l0ll20t3 3:16 PM
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New South Wales Government
Depaftment of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Development Assessments > Major Project Assessments

(Name w¡thheld), of Ingleburn NSW, made the
following submission on the project:

mden Ga Proiect Staoe 3 Northern Exoans¡onca

t

Objects to this project

I strongly oppose coal seam gas mining/exploration in the Ingleburn and
Ca mpbel ltown/Macarthu r region.

l of 1 10/01/2013 3: l6 PM
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New South Wales Government
Depaftment of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Development Assessments > Maior Project Assessments

(Name w¡thheld), of Gregory Hills NSW, made the
following submission on the project:

Camde n Gas Proiect Sta e 3 Northern Danslon
,¿

Objects to this project

My husband and I are currently building our first family home on Gregory Hills. I
believe it is highly inappropriate that AGL use our residential community and
surrounding areas for Coal Seam Gas Mining. Not only are any ill health effects of
such mining unknown, but the potential for the land value to depreciate is
unacceptable. We have invested in this community hoping to raise a family here,
however if Coal Seam Gas Mining was to be implemented I would not be interested in
living in, or around the camden or Campbelltown area, as im sure a large number of
residents would agree. This proposition should not be considered nor allowed for the
best interest of our beautiful city and its residents.

1of 1 10101/2013 3: l6 PM
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New South Wales Government
Depaftment of Planning
Skip to content
Home > Develooment Assessinents > Maior Project Assessments

(Name w¡thheld), of Narellan Vale NSW, made the
following submission on the project:

tà

Objects to this project

I OBJECT TO THE STAGE 3 CSG PROJECT.
HEALTH ISSUES BEING THE MAIN FACTOR FOR MY YOUNG FAMILY AND MYSELF,

1of 1 1010112013 3:16 PM



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<plan_com ment@planning. nsw. gov.au>
121151201211 :50 pm

Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

-Please refrain from making my Name and address public-

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in acoal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail ín their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and localwater supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,
 



Lugarno NSW 2210

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NsW 2OO1

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Appllcation 09_0048

I object to AGL's project application 09 0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown

and Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below.

This project is severely risking the communities health in these areas and should not be

allowed here or anywhere else. And where is freedom of choice, these people have no say in

what will happen to their wellbeing, all for the profiteering of AGL.

Please do not publish my name on the Department's website or to AGL

Yours sincerely



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

 
<plan_com ment@plan nin g. nsw. gov.au>
1211612012 3:33 pm
Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09-0048

16th December 2012
KEARNSNSW 2558

Dear Sir/Madam
I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal gas in Campbelltown. The reasons for
my objection are explained below.
This is not clean energy usage - surely Australia is trying to move away from the polluting
greenhouse gases that stem from coal seam gas production. lnvesting in coal seam gas will mean
that NSW will be stuck with fossil fuels for many, many years to come. A more suitable and
commonsense approach would be investing in renewable energy such as from the sun and wind.
Solar energy could be used to generate electricity 2417.ll's clean and would create many jobs.
Toxic waste water - millions of litres of toxic waste water being produced and being dumped. Where?
Who will want it near them and how much more of our precious resources are to be used in "cleaning
it up" before it get's dumped?
Ruins the land - pipelines under the ground, toxic chemicals used in fracking that can contaminate
underground water and disrupt sensitrve land. Any leakage whatsoever is an environmental disaster.
We have a strip of land called The Scenic Hills and it is one of the last reasonably unspoiled pieces of
land left in Sydney. Why does it have to be considered for coal seam gas mining? Once this land is
ruined it's gone forever.
This is my home and community that is being aimed at. I do not want underground pipes running
under my home with the potential for causing damage to it. I do not want to risk my child's health
because there may be some leakage in the future. lf AGL posts signs of "caution explosive gas" or
any other hazardous signs near these tower areas, then doesn't that in itself imply how dangerous
they are. How dare AGL or anyone try to impose these onto people who do not want them. Once AGL
get's the go ahead for this, thousand of people in this area will just have to "put up" with whatever
problems come along in the near or distant future. We would never be able to fight a company like
AGL with all their (actually profits from their customer's) money.
We the public do not have the money to stand up to AGL and conduct our own studies. lt seems that
we usually just have to put up with a lot of what get's dished up to us. We rely on our local, state and
federal government's to act in our BEST interest. There needs to be independent studies done to see
just how safe a venture like this is with all these towers being built, toxic waste being produced, and
tunnels running under thousands of homes, schools and businesses. More importantly any
independent studies need to take a close look at some areas around Australia that have been
affected negatively with coal seam gas mining. Serious questions need to be asked. For example, is
this venture 100% safe? ls there no risk of pollution, environmental and health problems so close to a
community of thousands of people? ls there potential to damage their homes with underground
fracking? The obvious answer is it is NOT 100% safe. Therefore how on earth can this project go

ahead.
Our local MP's are not supportive of AGL building these tower's, and everything that comes with
them, in and around thousands of people's homes
I do not want my name made public on the Department's website or to AGL.
Thank you.
Yours sincerely



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<plan_com ment@planning. nsw. gov.au>
121171201210:31 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: Name and address not for publication)

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. llowever there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and localwater supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,

(Name and address not for publication)



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw.gov.au>
1211312012 9:07 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

 
Macarthur
ACT 2904

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,

Please note: I wish my name to be withheld from publication



12th December 2OI2

ST ANDREWS NSW 2566

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Sent by email to plan comment@plønnìno.nsw.qov.au

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

We object to AGfs project application 09 0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown

and Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below.

We do not have sufficient understanding of this procedure and going on the research that
we have conducted, and the state of the Queensland mining in "Tara" , this appears to be

nothing but an extremely dangerous and hazardous exercise. To play with people's lives and

their livelihood in this fashion is nothing short of appalling. The under handed nature in

which this has been carried out is also disgraceful. This project should be stopped until such

time as the people have a clear understanding of the Coal Seam Gas mining process, we

should also be allowed to have a voice as to whether we would like this process to take

place, and after all it will be our children left to clean up any mess.

I do NOT want my name made public on the Department's website or to AGL]

Yours sincerely



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
121171201210:17 pm
Please don't destroy Greater Western Sydney with Coal Seam Gas mining.

Markwell NSW
2423

Re: Stage 3 of the Camden Gas Project - project Application O9_004g

Please accept this as a submission in regard to the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
which is currently on public exhibition. I greatly object to AGL's project applicãtion 09_0048 to driil for
coal seam gas in Western Sydney. Sydney is expanding at a rapid rate and needs aJmuch CLEAN
land and water as it can get. Mining is not compatible with this model. The Sydney catchment must
remian as clean as possible to provide for the future projected population(s) of 6 million plus people.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses. AGL has
no interest in human health and is only motivated by profit (in my opinion).

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Clean soil and water are fundamental to human health and wellbeing.

- A healthy environment is a legacy we can be proud of. Sydney's 'clean green' image is under threat
with dvelopmenst such as coal seam gas mining.

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
U-S has shown many fail in their first few years. This will leave the community to deal with the impact
of leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account fór methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health rísks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,



Please do not publish my address or personal details.



Camden NSW257O

12t¡ December 2OI2

Tel02 465A147I
PCU040251

Mining and Industry Projects
Deparknent of Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NS\¡ü 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Department of Planning
Received

2 1 DEC 2012

Scanning Rclom
Re¡ Canden Gas Project, Stage 3, Proûcút Application 09 _ (Xl48

Iüe are writing to your offrce to object to AGL's (Australian Gas Ligþt) application 09 _ OO48 to mine for
CoaI Seam Gas (CGS) in the Campbelltown and Camden (Macarthur rqion). The reasons fór our objections are
stated below.

- !l/e have enclosed two media releases from The Hon Chris Hartcher - Minister for Resources
and Energr, Special Minister of State, Minister for fÌre Cenbal Coasl dated Thursday 21 July 2O11 and
Tuesdqy 6 Ma¡ch 2Ot2wlaiclr expresses tough new conditions for coal and coal seaflr gas and tougþer controls
on CSG. It is ot¡¡ belief t'trat AGL needs to radtcalþ lmprove its reco¡d of testing, communicatlng wlth
the pubtic, rather tbâr through comnittees, i¡ these eriees, and see& your departneots comsritment to
monitor the coaditlo¡s resr¡lts etc ln +l'e press releases, using real independeot essesso¡s and NATA
approved laboratories to carrSr oüt aly testingrequired il plaia engfish. The citizens ofMacarthu¡ have
a rlght to know what the full story is, rather fúan what AGL wishes tlre citizeos to &now.

- We have enclosed a copy from The Sunday Telegraph 9û¡ December 2OL2 whicn. clearly shows
in headlines that the NSW State Members the of NSü/ Parliaoent of the electorates Wollondill¡ Ca¡nden a¡¡.d
Campbelltown Jai Rowell MP for l/l/ollondil$r, Ch¡is Patterson MP for Camden a¡rd Brian Dc5rle, Member for
Campbelltown have publical$r announced they witl oppose any expansion in Sydney's South Western Suburb.s,
and the Councils of Camden, Campbelltown and Wollondilly are o¡rposed the CSG projects which is a true
reflection of the feeling of the M-A"IORIIY of people in the Macarthu¡ area. We trrst that your department witt
take parttcular ¡ote of our Members and Councils sentiments.

- It is now a f;act that tlre rapid and massive expaosion and danelopment in the Camden LGA
from Elderslie to Narellan to Harrington Park to Ora¡r Park to Leppington aad CatJrerine Field a¡rd East to
Smeaton Grange, Grqory Hills, MountAnnan, the Scenic Hills and the Campbelltown developments and
Wollondilly developments; in Camden LGA alone some 3OO,OOO persons will be arriving over the next 20 - 30
years, plus the already present po¡rulation, plus future population expansion outside Ca¡nden LGA are to be
e><posed to lifetimes of CÆG ex¡rloration and mining -

ALL BUILT ON A GAS FrrLDlSl

which includes tüe proposed Badgecys Ctee.k I¡tec¡ationelAirl¡ort. It ls ou¡ view that +l¡is 4le¡¡6 should
be sulEcient to disallow totalþ +llls proposal, al,d stop wastiag peoples time, and wor{t¡, particularly
consider or¡¡ cbild¡eo, and graldc,hildreo,'s fuü¡¡e Evitrg on a gas EeId..

The Macartlu¡ a¡ea is not a- i¡dr¡st¡lal stte. CSG ls a toxlc, lriglrry lnfiamrnclrls and very er¡lloslve
dangerous cûenicaf.

Where a¡e tåe medical studies?

- There are some 60 odd CSG wells to be explored and gas produced from these wells; and the
drilling could be Aom up to 6 individual wells from the s'me well site. It is reported that the wells could go up
to 1 kilometre down a¡rd up to 2.5 kilometres laterally. That covers a¡r area of about 6 square kllomet¡es
explored per multlhead well underground, bene.atl rqs-ldentst houses, industrial sites, torims, farms,
rivers, creeiks, flood plains, historlc sites, and so o¡. The process of Frackirg wlll elso occur during the
¿r¡l¡ng s1xþt¡ sft¡rrld be prohibtted e.s too risky- So flrere is tìe potentia,l to drill for CSG under tìe AGL
model for a¡ound 3OO sq hs square kilometres under the ¡rnoposed total development of Camden LGA using
multihead wells. AGL should be coopelled to complete a ¡&¡k ma¡agemeot study to worldts best praetice
of the safeQr of thei¡ total i¡roposal for Slaca¡thu¡. ThÈ should be released to tlre pubtic, who sho¡¡ld also
be lnvlted to ¡m*tcipate, and give tJrelr views. To tåe best of our &aowledge, ao compreheoslve rlsk
mal¡ågement assessments have beeo car¡ied out o¡. all aspects of this proposal to include CSG
exploration ¿¡{ nlnlng, collectlon, storage, dlst¡tbution, s-afet5r, waste ¡li<posal a¡d treatmerrt, and so
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into t,,e tutu,"#'ï:i":ï. *ff:trä,äiiffirffi3;xi::::H::ige,;e.nment
universities, entertair¡ment s, recreational open space, open space, vineyards,
agriculture on t}re Nepean flood plain, our aquifers and underground water systems, air qualiSr and so on. To
the best of or¡¡ knowledge, o¡ tlese Çpes of developmetts, rnlnlng qnd e¡rl¡acùive i¡dustrl,es are
prohibited. Agal¡ to th,e best of ou¡ kaowledge, buyers of land/packaged land/houses ere not lnfo¡med of
what could be gorng on witb Ç$$ mining tn the a¡eas undec ¡evlew aad geoerally. It is ou¡ opinion 6rat
such pracrtlees should be deemed illegd, and purchasers should ûe advised of what is gotng õn, an¿ grls
should apply to þanl¿c, real-estate ageots, mortgage prroviders, developers, build.ers, solicitãrs, local
councils and the tike, as we ¡ow believe t'hat our p¡opeúy i¡ El ecslie will be devatued, as ex¡recienced
in ottrer parts of AusÈalta whea it bec-omes common knowledge that we are living oD a ga.s nãfa wU¡ctr ¡s
being, explored, m¡ûed a¡d CSGI recoveced etc u¡der our lg¡d.

Just what sort of place will Cenden IÆiA be, bullt on a CGSi ñeld

Do you intend to let tJre resildents S¡¡6p inrnedlatety that they are now livlng on nn active gas ñeld, and
if aot, why rotl

- AGL have admitted ttrey do not know where the Aquifers are. Wlry, a.fter so long in tåe a¡ea do
they not know this? They have a responsibiligr to know where they are and tlre water anaþsis of the aquifers,
done by a NATA registeced laboratoty, a¡d tåe location a¡d water ena$¡s,ts on ¡rubllc display. tl¡s sUoul¿
be a mandatory condition of conseot to ploceed a¡d a co¡ditloa of liceoce approrval. The full impacts on
ground water in stages of tlle project remain unknown due to very poor reporting of Data. Full water analysis of
these waters should be free$r available, and tåe ana!rcis done by a I\ATA certified laboratory. Additionally, risk
management assessments regarding contarnination of aquilers should be done and made available to t}e public
for comment,

- AGL has artmitted failure to carrjr out continuous air monitoring at one of its treatment plants
for 3 years in breach of its conditions to operate. Wlry has this been allc¡wed to happen, and why have they been
allowed to continue to operate. All condltions giveo to o¡rerate tåis GGñl veotr¡re by AGL shor¡ld be eoforoed
or else AGL should be shut down. The autl¡orities do ¡ot seeæ to understand what tiey are deating with,
which ls the productlon of a higEl¡ inflenrmebte, ex¡úosfue a¡d tordc clr€útcal ptant operating la a maJot
growth a¡ea. Please r¡ndersta-nd, tåere rpillbe gas leaks Êom tåe plant and equipment, there wlll be gas
leaks from. the underground gas pipes, pârtfcule¡V where FracHng has occurred, whie} rrill become
ñrgltive ges. We und.erstand that tlreir already trac, þs6a gas leaks 5¡¡þþling into
the Ne¡lean, in the Douglas Fa¡k/ Menangle areras

- AGL rpill use ¡¡¿o-king to release the CS!G, ¡tftrangh ss have beeo informed fúat tåe NSW
Governme¡rt ts refrrslng to release of the ¡e¡¡ort of tle Chief Scientist into tts safety. WIIY I It is our
opinion that until tJris report is released, ¡¡qclt¡ng is a dangerous and haza¡d pnocess and this proJect.
When to governent decides to release túfu re¡rott, in its original form, and released fo¡ commeot then
all persons commenËng on túls proJect slll have commeoted on z'r incoml¡lete proposal. We resesse tlre
right to comneot on tlis secret re¡lort vh.eo released, and shdy it in tlre cont€r<t of tle preseot
proposal. Chemtcals used in lTacking are rr¡*rd.ous, dânglerous, and carcinogeoic botå' ln liquid form
and gaseous form. AGL do not wa¡t us to know what Chemicals they contei¡. AGL should ûe forced to
produce MSDS's 6¡ all ffis Cherrtcals the¡r use and produce, e¡d wheo tneryr clraoge chemtcals.

Where ts tlre ITISW Departrnent of Health in t¡¡s proJect, Ilo (!ey have awiew on safet¡r, air quattty safety
Air quattÇ plays a maJor role when S5rdney's second airport was beíng dissl¡5ssû Now many squa¡e

kílomeEes are being dewelo¡ted as gas fields - ¡ot a pee¡rl WEllt

- As stated above, AGL a¡e a poor corporate citizen regardiog release of essential information to
the public and maintaining compliance with environmental conditions- Monitoring of ahospheric air
compositìon a¡or¡nd the plant and general background air composition before and during operations should be
available to tl'.e public, a.nd the testlîg dorre by NATA certiñed laboratorles. Three years to conduct air
monitoring is a long time and tlrere is no excuse, and points to corporate arrqgance and disrespect to the
thousands of cítizens who may have to live with their CGS mines witåin AGL., and have no clue what is going

- What concerrrs us is that this industu5r is an infa¡r¡ ¡¿rtstry, in a hurgr, which is reflected in
our views and mistrust of tJre indust4r and their haste to forge alread in a hrrrr5r. This contribution allows us all
to take a deep breathe, to express our contribution to tlis debate and trust tJeat you will seriously consider
them in t.l:is very irnFortant i.qnlty into a ttre CSG inquiry, an industr5r ttrat can last for decades.

- We certainly urge lleparto.eot of Planning Coumittee to v€ry seriously consider all
points made Êom all contributors bottr for a¡d aga¡Dst, as well as AGL, a.nd release all docu.ueots
resulting ln your reas{trs for approviag, áioapPr¡¡r¡i¡g¡, answeriog all quesfions put to youu: corn¡nlttee,
wtthin a ¡easonable time.fram'e.
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- The G¡owth Centre of Carnden LGA ea¡ma¡ked for development of our new ci$r, tJre reported
size of Canbeffa, should be clearly marked on all development maps plus an ext¡a 3krns additional boider to
exclude lateral mining, which should mark the exclusion z,orte, for CGS mining. Also to be excluded plus 3kms
should be all rivers and creeks, dams, catchment a¡eas a¡rd collected'water for farming. Productive farming
land, including the Nepeal flood plain should be excluded. This principal should appþ to Maca¡thur area þlus
all historic sites, and all villages and towns outside tle Macarthur boundaqr, and include all aquifers. All areas
outside this proposed exclusion zone should be fully monitored for air qualiSr and air quality, carried out by
NATA certifred laboratories. Included ln thts testing sample holes tn the soil should be dug, and protected,
and samples of the sþ lnsl{s tested to ensue fugtttve meûha¡e rising Èom the urrd.elgtound drtlling and
F:racldng înd otler todns a¡e ¡ot leehiag &om the d.eptlrs of tåe ea¡th. AGL should not be permitted, or
prove b€yond doubt to blame leakiog CSG as cemlng Êom 'ni'rin* by coal ¡ninlng companies in t]1e pas¡
CSG leakage or ñrgitfue csG sbould be put at t¡re feet of AGL, tJrey are holey responsible a¡d should be
ta&e A¡ll resporsibilit5r and fi¡r tlre problen.

- It should be always remembered that coal has been mined for decades under all the a¡eas
proposed by AGL, and there are areas subjected to collapse and slippage a¡rd subsidence. CSG mining could
breach a mine and release CSG into tJre mine, and if Fracking is used, could forsr fractures in the earth leading
to fugitive lea-kage, through cracks in the eartll. This could cause gas ex¡rlosions in disused coal mines. A
number of a¡eas are subjected to being slip or subsidence areas, which does not seem to be taken into account
The earth in this area is also subjected to minor earthquakes, and movemen! which should be considered.

Self monitoring should be prohibited, o,nþ bV properþ appointed independent monitoring.

Consultants should be at arrns length, and truþr independent witb no subcontracting to other
parties,

Full health effects should be established before commencement.

- At a recent meeting of tJle Scenic Hills Association, one attendee who lived a¡ound ttre
Menangle gas plalt noticed bubbles coming from tlre Nepean River. This should be lmmediateþ lnvestigated.

once cslG leeks to the sr¡rface Êom tlre nining operatioa, coatrol h.as beeo lost. The raqrtftcations do
not bear ttttnking. Areas tn Queensland s¡'s le¡triag CSG due to lrresponsible mlning. Wbo is to blqrne?
The OGS companies ru¡ for cover. AGL is to tâke fuIl res¡ronsibility for all daoage aad leatage of CAG
they cause as a c-onditlon of approval. And tJeey e¡e tú.e oa$r ooes conceraed witJr tlre of CSG.

- There should be a 5OO metre exclusion zone from any development, and sfined posted clearly ,
and ¡ecorded on a-11 relevant maps and dwelopmefrt releases maps.

- Disaster procedures should be available, applicable to each site arid the nea¡est
residences/businesses briefed and trained in disaster procedures, and signs erected to advise the a¡ea is
subjected to a possible disaster.

- Steps ere to be taken to keep outvandals and graffiti vandals.

- The site is to be made terrorists proof in consultation witJ: specialists from police/AFP/fire
authorities/professional anti terrorists'organisations, and State and Federal Governments.

- The residents/businesses/local councils/ utilitiesr/schools/ hospitals/ emergencies sen¡ices
and so on should be fully briefed on all safegr a:rd evacuation procedures.

- Mining ald gas recovery in flood a¡eas should be clearþr marked and disaster procedures
developed with hospitals, SES, police, local councils and federal and state auttrorities.

- Risk ma¡agement procedures should be developed and published for public scrutiny and
cornment, on every aspect of t}ris operation, and should be nothing less tJ:an other haza¡dous/dangerous
operations a¡d distribution operations like oi1 rehneries, petrol producing plants, a¡rd haza¡dous a¡rd dangerous
chemical plants and operations.

It is vety odd that there seeÍls to be no OtrI&S procedures iû place, signage,
disaster plans, evaauation ared ernergerrcy procedules írr evidence regarding

the development of a gas field, and production and distribution.
- AGL's operation in Macarthur accounts for aboutSoz'o of the state and there is up to 4O%o

available to explore away from towns and cities. If it has to happen, it has to be done correctly, safely, and with
public confidence.

Exploringr Hlling, lÏacking, Recover¡r, f,sfinlng and Cleaning, Storage, Illstrlbutlon of a higþly
inflamrable, er¡llosive todc and polluting product does not neke sense by aoy mea!¡ure o¡ a Gas Field

in a deweloping cfÇ of 3(X),OOO people.
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errectsorcsc""Too:':::="iîî"1*J::.ui3rffJ3ïlïr*,ilî*::ï;1*uf '""
Queensland on residents íu a residential developmeot in a Gas Field. A
tesident Debbie Ort and het childreû ale suffering the effects of fugitive, and
leakíng CSG ftom CSG miaers. She and her family are being totatly ignored by
the CSG industry and the Authorities. We rrould respectfully suggest that your
committee wisit this area of CSG miniog at its most irresponsible, and ask
that a conditio¡. of approval of alt AGLts CSG activities have suflïcient
e:qrertise tû this proJect to effectively stop such teníble consequences of hocr
not to mine for CSG. Perhaps the committee could also consider the CSG gas
bubbling out of the Condamine River.

- The issue of millions of litres of liquid waste which comes during drilling has to be disposed of,
it seems usually into plastic lined excavated basins', for shipment to some other location. A practice used is
allowing the water in tlle basin to evaporate, Howeveç tJre composition of the waste water contains much more
than water and salt, and can include EíTX a¡rd other chemicals from the well and other chemicals which are
volatile which drift into the air we breathe. Additionall¡ there a¡e substa¡rces available from water treatment
organisations; NATA approved, who could provide expert advice on fJre clean disposal and cle¡ifrcation of this
waste water. EfÏective disposal is a very real issue for CSG indust5r, must be addressed by both tfre Committee
a¡rd tlle CSG miner, with particula¡ reference to satt and rwhe¡e the liquid is disposed. This aspect should be a
major consideration of your delibe¡atíons.

- The dams' catchment areas for tl¡e Warragamba dam and others like Avon, Ne¡rean, Cata¡act and
Cordeaux dams must be protected from CSG ûrining, whethervertical, angled or horÈontal, the problems
discussed above still apply, and a.ny errors will still have ttre potential for disasters, on the catchment areas, as
this problem can aJTect our drinkingwater.

NEUIS Fl,ÂsHltlll Ilriday Dece¡nber 14 2o.l1, The Daily Telegraph, p37 'Cras lrriüing Plan Revived
- Drfnldng [later Sites Targetedt. Places controlled. by tle Sydney Catcb¡nent Authorlt5r, rphere lt is
tllegal to eweo walk, has been approved fo¡ CsG dri[ing where úitt¡ry rigs, rtg operatoÌs, a¡d tle whole
box ond dlce ro¡m a¡ou¡d the catchment a¡ea at rill, day and/or útght, performtng thelr t¡strc. But tf
this cont¡ibutor to the debate takes a rralL in tJre a¡ea for sigbt seelng and appreciatlon of tb'e couatry
side, I get booked for trespasslng. Whet a ûess¡ rftr< þ þscoming. I witt bet that AGLts Ch¡ist¡as camj
early thls year. Copy enclosed.

- Mettrane is a very severe greenhouse gas, is toxic and highly inflammable and explosive. As this
gas leaks into the atmosphere, as a greenhouse gas and a pollutan! shouldn't this gas attract a carbon
equivalent tax, similar to mettrane generated on public tips. This industqr should be taxed as a ca¡bon dioxide
equivalent emitter to cover the amount of fugitive methane it emits/leaks during all operations from tl¡e well to
the consumer a¡rd tlre customers overseas, The whole process, from well to end user should be considered

- A gas well erupted at Elderslie 2-3 years ago, arr accident - a similar one erupted in 2Ol1 at
Menangle. How marry of these accidents have been occuring, or other accidents but not reported. Where else is
metha¡re bubbling into the Nepean river, not obsen¡ed and not reported.

- IJV'e have made reference to Senate Coontttee Re¡rort - Rurat Afiai¡s and Trarsport
refereace Cornrnlttee, Managemect of tåe Muray Darting Bastû - ht€r¡m re¡rort: the iÍr¡ract of mintng
coal seasr gas on ¡69 ¡¡anagerneat of the Muray Darüng Bacl-. Itovember 2O11, and. Ge¡reral Pur¡lose
Standtng Q¡mmlttes ltlo 5 Coal Seam Gias - orúered. to be ptlnted 1 May 2Ql2to asslst us ln ou¡
presentatloa. As well, websltes on Google aad lÍicklpedla have beeo. explored e¡rd noted.

- Should any further information become available, we will let the committee kncmr in writing.

- It is ourwish that the Committee overseeing this Mining and Industr5r Project Number 09_
0048 has our permission to use this report fuþ except only our na¡nes and address and phone number must
be deleted when put on your website, and in fairness, AGL can have our full submission provided they agree to
keep our narnes, address arrd phone number confidential. In order to pre\¡ent afìy misunderstanding please feel
free to contact us by phone or letter for clariûcation.
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The l-lon Chris Hartcher
Minister for Resources and Energy

Special Minister of State
Minister for the Central Goast

MEDIA RELEASE

Thursday 21 July 2011

NSW GOVT HAS LISTENED AND ACTED:
TOUGH NEW CONDITIONS FOR COAL & COAL SEAM GAS

The NSW Government is introducing tough new rules for coal and coal seam gas
exploratÍon and mining which will see a ban on the use of toxic chemicals, greater
public consultation, stronger environmental requirements and an extension of the
moratorium on 'fraccing' until the end of the year, Minister for Resources and Energy
Chris Hartcher announced today.

Mr Hartcher said the 60-day moratorium period, which ends on Saturday, has
allowed for the development of new provisions which will apply to all new coal and
coal seam gas licence applications following consultation with stakeholders.

"During our consultation period, the communiÇ expressed a number of concerns and
we've listened. Now we're acting by Íntroducing these tougher conditions on coal and
coal seam gas mining."

ln future, all new coal and coal seam gas exploration and mining licence applications
will be subject to new rules:

. A ban on the use of BTEX chemicals (benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and
xylenes) as additives during coal seam gas drilling. The Govemment's
Stakeholder Reference Group is reviewing this process;

An extended moratorium until 31 Decçmber 2011 on the use of hydraulic
fracturÍng or'fraccíng' durÍng coal,seam gas drilling;

A regulation that requires extraction of more than 3 megalitres per year from
groundwater sources to hold a water access licence;

o A ban on the use of evaporation ponds relating to coal seam gas; and

New public consultation guidelines to increase transparency and
accountability to be finalised in consultation with the Government's
Stakeholder Reference Group.

"We understand there needs to be a balance between agricultural land and mining
and we're determined to get that balance right," Mr Hartcher said.

a
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"That is why we will require all new appl[cations for mining or petroleum projects
which have the potential to affect agriqr;ltur'gl resources or industries to submit an
Agriculture lmpact Statement.

"lt is also why we are identifying strategic agricultural lands and through the Strategic
Regional Land Use policy process, ensuring frat provisions are included to maintain
the significant value of these.lands."

Mr Hartcher said the consultative process allowed communities to express a number
of concerns about exploration and mining for coal and coal seam gas.

"Ccincerns were raised about certain practices which appear to be commonplace
overseas and in other states.

"Though many of these practices are not widely used in NSW, our Government has
moved quickly to ensure they do not become standard practice for industry in NSW.

"Communities can be assured they've got a receptive ear in the NSW Government,"
Mr Hartcher said.

The NSW Government is currently develgBing a new online resource to provide
details of licence approval and conditions doglments.

"These communities cannot be expected to come.to an informed conclusion about
exploration and mining activities unless they have access to accurate scientific facts
and information.

"The level of public access we will be providing is unprecedented. lt's only fair that
communities have access to as much information surrounding the approvals and
conditions process as possible," Mr Hartcher said.

Stricter protocols for the Review of Environmental Factors (REF) process are also
being developed.

The new conditions will be applied to all coal and coal seam gas applications
refened to the Division of Resources and Energy. Any obligations applicants have
under new and existing planning laws where their project is also subject to State
Development assessment by the Department of Planning will remain in place.

ENDS



The Hon Chris Hartcher
Minister for Resources and Energy

Special Minister of State
Minister for the Gentral Goast

MEDIA RELEASE
Tuesday 6 March 2012

TOUGHER CONTROLS ON CSG

Minister for Resources and Energy, Chris Hartcher today released a draft Gode of
Practice for CSG explorers and new Community Consultation Guidelines as part of a
suite of tough controls regulating the industry under the NSW Goveinment's
Strategic Lands package.

The draft Gode will be released for public comment for a period of eight weeks to
allow the community and stakeholders to have a say.

'The NSW Government has introduced stringent controls to address community
concerns about environmental standards for coal seam gas exploration anð
production," Mr Hartcher said.

''fhe Code of Practice is a landmark requirement that will apply to lieænce hotders to
ensure strong standards are set for the CSG industry during the exploration stage.

"The Code sets minimum standards of conduct expected of licence holders and once
implemented, the Government expects the industry to comply fully."

The Code of Practice also establishes . a best praclice framework covering
community relations, landholder involvement and the use and protection of water
resources, and requires:

-t Licence holders to make immediate contact with landholders, both in writing
and in person ..

- Licence holders to have an Access Arrangement with all landholders on
whose land they will be exploring

- Licence holders to be willing to reimburse all reasonable legal costs to allow
landholders to engage a solicitor to review any proposed agrèement- compensation to be paid to offset any inconvenience, noise, and use of land- Explorers to keep landholders informed of progress and variations in
exploration activities

- Explorers to rehabilitate discontinued well sites to their previous state or as
agreed with the landowner and to a standard acceptable to the Government

All coal seam gas exploration licences will be subject to the Code of Practice which
will be included in the explorer's licence conditions. t'

The Government's new Community Consultation Guidelines work to improve
interactions between communities and coal seam gas explorers.

&



"The NSW Government remains committed to delivering transparency at every stage
of the licencing process and ensuring communities have a say," Mr Hartcher said.

"lt's important that communities are fully informed of projects in their area -
community engagement must be at the forefront of any proposed activity.

"Communities cannot be expected to come to an informed conclusion about
proposed exploration activities unless they have both immediate and ongoing acc€ss
to accurate scientific facts and information."

The new Community Consultation Guidelines require:

- Detailed advertisement of exploration licence applications
- Evidence of effective community consultation
- Annual reporting of community consultation, including how complaints and

feedback have been dealt with
- Contact with the General Managers of Local Government Gouncils within the

area of the licence

"The coal seam gas industry in NSW is now subject to the toughest controls in
Australia," Mr Hartcher said.

'The NSW Government is doubling fines to ensure companies are held to account
for any unauthorised activity during the exploration stage, including damage to
private or Crown land.

'\Â/e are also reviewing the security bonds cunently held by the NSW Government to
guarantee there are enough funds to rehabilitate any potentialdamage to land."

Mr Hartcher said resource industries canãnd do co-exist with agricultural production
and environmental protection.

"Co-existence does, however, require the appropriate management and assessment
of exploration and production activities which the Government's Strategic Lands
policy works to achieve.

"Producing just six per cent of its gas needs, NSW remains heavily dependent on
imported gas supplies for its energy needé sourced primarily from South Australia
andVictoria 

¿.

'With gas demand in NSW expected to grow strongly by 2016 and with import
supplies In decline, domestic production is essential.

"The NSW Government views the strategic management of the State's resources as
essential. *

"That is why - for the first time in the history of this industry in NSW - the
Government is regulating coal seam gas exploration and production to ensure the
environment and high value agricultural land are protected," Mr ldartcher said.

Further information is available at unrvw.havevoursav.nsw.qov.aulreqionallanduse
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16 December 2012

KEARNS 2558

Mining and lndustry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Senú öy em ai I to pl an comment@ olan ni ng.nsw.sov.au

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

I object to AGL's project application 09 0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and
Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below.

I do not see why you feel the need to be doing this in a residential area. I have lived in
Raby/Kearns for the past 25 years, and we moved here because we liked the area, felt it was
a safe place to raise our children.

My children are now grown up, and I have 2 beautiful grandsons, who live in Raby. I would
like to see them grow into healthy young men, and not get sick from your precious Coal Seam
project.

The Health Dept do not know what impact this will have on public health at this stage. So you
think its ok to use Campbelltown residents as guinea pigs? Why don't YOU move into the
area and see how your health fares from this. I am sure this would never happen in the
wealthier suburbs.

You must think we are a bunch of illiterate hillbillies. I was actually born in the Eastern
suburbs, and lived at Bellevue Hill, Bondi and Bronte as a child. Any fracking going on there ?
I don't think so !!

And what about the residents of Tara QLD ? They have persistent rashes, nausea,
headaches nose bleeds and respiratory problems, and these symptoms show many
similarities to symptoms experienced by communities living in gas fields overseas. As I said
before, if you feel it is safe to be fracking under and around our homes, YOU come and live
here.

I am sorry, but there is just not enough evidence to prove that this is safe to our environment
or health, not to mention the value of our properties. Australia has enough gas for 250 years,
and it hasn't even been accessed yet. So go drill and frack somewhere else, preferably at the
back of Woop Woop, where no residential communities will be affected.

I do not want my name to be made public

Yours sincerely



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

plan_com ment@planni ng. nsw. gov.au
12118120121:02 pm
Camden gas project 09_0048

December 17,2012

 Kearns NSW 2558

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Sent by email to plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au
< m a i lto : p I a n_com m ent@ pl a n n i n g. n sw. gov. a u >

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

We object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas
in Campbelltown and Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated
below.

The pace of development of the CSG industry seems to be outstripping
responsible assessment of the environmental and health impacts of the
practise. ln particular, we are concerned about fugitive emissions and
the environmental and health impacts of this.

We have great concern about hydraulic fracturing and the exact
composition of the compounds used in this process. lt is inevitable that
some of this product will remain behind - what impact will this have on
the surrounding environment? The proximity of the proposed project to
the Sydney Water Catchment should surely be impetus enough to halt this
project until we can ascertain the long term effects of the not just the
original compounds, but the resultant contaminants from degradation or
oxidation of these over time.

The noise and visual pollution of the wells themselves is a distressing
prospect. Add to this the increased traffic and number of heavy vehicles
which must be associated with a development such as this and surely it
is clear that the negatives far outweigh the positives in this proposal
- for we residents, at least.

We do not wish our names to be made public, including but not limited to
the Department's website or to AGL.

Yours sincerely



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

 
<plan_com ment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
1211312012 2:48 pm
Coal Seam Gas

Brooklet NSW 2479

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I strongly object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drillfor coal
seam gas in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses,

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,

PLEASE WITHHOLD MY NAME / ADDRESS DETAILS FROM PUBLICATION.



16rh December 2012

 
Woodbine NSW 2560
Phone: (02)46 26731

Mining and lndustry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage3, Project Appl¡cation 09 0048

lstrongly object to AGfs project application 09_0048 to mine coal seam gas in Campbelltown and
Camden. The reasons for my objection are stâted below.

lntroduct¡on
I do not wish to be a gu¡nea pig for AcL, the NSW Liberal government, the wealthy or the rest ofthe
state in AGL's plan to mine coal seam gas for huge financial gain. The idea of Campbelltown and Camden
residents having to fight to defend their right to live in a clean and safe environment is deplora ble, and
the height of arrogance, tndependent research and testing, based on sc¡entific principles, must be done
before this project is even considered and to date it has not!

CSG Mining a Technologically- Evolving lndustry
lam alarmed that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving lndustry whose impacts have not been
independently and scientifically fully researched and tested. They remain largely unknown. This view is
supported byprofessional organisations and academics inthe evidence tothe NSW Upper House Senate
inquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2011 and bysubsequent research here and overseas.

Self Monitoring by AGI
We have had to rely heavily on industry for much of our information when industry has a vested interesi
in pursuing projects for financial gain. AcL claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely operating
for 10 years. Yet we understand that the groundwater and a¡r quality have not been adequately
monitored, and while AGL has been operating under the Environmental Protection Licence (EPL
No.12003), it has been allowed to self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report
such that we do not know true impãcts it may have had.

lack of lndependent and Scient¡fic Testing
Research and testing isnot independent or ethical when the entire process including monitor¡ng is

carried out by industry itself. Nor is funded or co-funded research by CSG m¡ning industry. Third party
consultants and external laboratories that are engaged and paid for bythe ¡ndustry make this process
highly suspicious and non-transparent. The NSW state government has been remiss in allowing this to
happen. These lessons should have been learnt with asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the
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USA. The National Water Commission in its Position Statement (3'd December2010) said that impacts
may emerge over a long period of time. lam seriously concerned thatthe community and taxpayers will
bear the costs of any unforeseen problems long after AGL is gone from the area. This is grossly
irresponsible, especially considering that AGL will not be held accountable for any damage, danger or ill
hea lth.

lmpacts on Health and the Env¡ronment
The science has not yet been established to determine the possible damage to the environment and our
healththatmaybecausedbygasmining,especiallyunderourhomes. Relatedproblemssuchas
accidents and subsequent injuries also need to be investigated. Doctors forthe Environment Australia
claims that health impacts from CSG mining have not been assessed. Preliminary research from
Queensland (e.g. bySouthern Cross University in Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially
when fracking has been used. Asat December 2O1-I,85% of the production wells inthe Camden Gas
Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequâte monitoring of
its environmental impacts, especially on water. AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the
proposed Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, however, th¡s is not true as AGL has reserved the
right to frack these wells in the future if and when the technology becomes available. The size ofthe
proposed well clusters and anyfracking ofhorizontal wells are both new and untested here. ltwill
therefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and the environment. The
National Toxics Network says many ofthe chemicals used in fracking and drilling are not approved for
safe usage. The needs and quality oflife ofa large population ofpeople is being totally overlooked by
AGL and the NSW Liberal government. Also the possibility of land subsidence under so many urban
properties would be a huge burden for families.

lmpacts on Air Quality
The Nature Conservation Council has already determined that the project should not go ahead without
having a clear idea on emissions impacts of CSG, especially when AGL has already to using the
controversial fracking process at Camden. I am concerned about evidence from Queensland and
overseas on air qual¡ty and the cumulative impact on AGL's expansion into an area that already
experiences unacceptable levels ofair pollution. That ¡s, ozone and fine pârticles associated w¡th
respiratory problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGL's past performance has probably
already contributed to this problem. ln August this year AGL admitted that it had failed to carry out
continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three yea rs in breach of its EPL
N0,12003. So it gives no confidence that it can be relied upon in the future to carry out such testing or
even cares about the consequences.

lmpacts on Water Qual¡ty
Project 09_0048 poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in particular that have
not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that lãe geology of the Sydney Basin iswell known,
AGL's rationale for the constant modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to
contradict this, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it does not know where the
aquifers here run tohut probøbly Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney Harbo.ur, on Sydney
Water Catchment, and AGfs proposal to run its gas gâthering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on
public land are unacceptable risks to Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit
of private investors.

Effects on [and, Land Values and Quality of Life for Affected Residents
As a long term resident of Campbelltown and a rate payer I am deeply concerned and extremely
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annoyed that such â project is even being considered in residential areas. Residential areas with dense
populations are no place for mining. Allowing mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry
undermined zoning controls and confidence in the planning process. lt creates severe land use conflicts,
economic instability, inequality and an unsightly mess.lt will disrupt religious communities whose
vocations have sofar been protected bythe Scenic Hills zoning. ltwill threaten the survival ofthe entire
historic scenic hills by placing undue burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope ¡s severely
reduced by size. CSG mining is unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential escalation in mining
accidents associated with more intense urban activity, the presence ofchildren, and potential for
vandalism. Gas leaks and potential explosions where fires burn continuously have not been ruled out.
The impact on land and house values asa consequence ofCSG mining could bedevastating forhome
owners as has been seen in Queensland and the Hunter Valley. lt seems ¡t ¡s very diff¡cult ¡f not
impossible to sell land that has been mined for CSG due to a trail ofdevastation and destruct¡on left by
m¡n¡ng companies. For many people the home istheir largest asset and is often leveraged to support
small businesses. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods and life savings.

Non-Compliance of AGL with Regulations
ln my opinion the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mining will not ensure its safe operation
inCamdenandCampbelltown. AstheonlycommerciallyproducinggasfieldinNsW,theCamdenGas
Project has already been operating consent conditions. Yet the NSW Government has not been able to
ensure compliance, as evidenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the
discovery of ¡nc¡dents that might not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as
the Sugarloaf incident in May 2011 in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift over Sydney's water
channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses. The Adaptive management process allows damage and
accidents to occur.

The Process of Assessment
I believe that the process of assessing State Significant Developments is severely flawed and lacks
transparency. There seems to be a conflict of interest as members of the lndependent Planning
Assessment Commiss¡on are appointed by the Minister. Brad Hazzard recently showed bias in favour of
AGL and absolute contempt for residents of Camden and Campbelltown on nat¡onal television. He
should be stood down for his appalling behavior and lack of impartiality. The Land and Environment
Courtwould have been a more appropriate placetotest anygovernment approval ofAGL's project. The
current process has taken away our democratic to go to the courts and ifthe PAC approves this project
then we will be proved right. Even if this were a fair process AGL cannot be relied upon to comply with
the relevant regulations and the state government allows this to happen. AGL is breaking the law by not
following the appropriate regulatìons and the state government is turning a blind eye.

Gas Production and Associated Risks
AGL will continue to produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project according to
evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. The risks and potential costs to the
commun¡ty do not justify this, particularly since 150,000+ people already live and work in the immediate
affected area, and this is Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially, environmentally and
economically unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here. Coal seam gas mining is simply not
worth the risk. There âre potential dangers to the env¡ronment and wildlife, to property and homes and
to the safety and health of residents from such things methane leakage, water contam¡nat¡on, land
subsidence, poisoning of underground water resources and aquifers from the toxic chemicâls. . lt must
be obvious to AGL and the NSW Liberal government that Macarthur residents are strongly opposed to
mining under their homes due to the potential risks already discussed.
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Convent¡onal Gas Mining - Plentiful Supply
Conventional gas min¡ng (such as in Bass Straight) has fewer environmental problems than CSG. BHp
has indicated that there is enough conventional gas available to keep the entire east coast supplied
almost indefinitely. so why do we need to urgently exploit the very dodgy csG when we have vast
alternatives elsewhere? ls AGL, an extremely wealthy and greedy corporate, setting the agenda for the
NSW L¡beral government ? This project has no benefits for local residents. lt is interesting to note that
CSG has been banned in France.

Lack of Communication and Consultation with Affected Res¡dents
AGL has failed to adequately communicate and consult with the public on the northern expansion
project, and many have found it difficult to acquire specific information pertaining to the project.
Residents were not informed ofthe meet¡ngs nor did they receive letters from a letterbox drop. ln
Campbelltown only one public meeting was held, with the majority of residents not knowing ¡twas on
They have the right to be prope rly informed and consulted on issues that directly affect them their
families, part¡cularly when it comes to their homes. The deadline date for submissions to the pAC is
totally unreasonable, being just before Christmas. lt seems that AGL and the NSW Liberal government
are hoping the majority of residents won't respond.

Feedback from Land Owners
Many land owners who were affected by the initial stages ofthe Camden Gas Project have given first
hand information on the¡r dissatisfaction with the project. They claim to have been given little
information on the environmental and health impacts of CSG mining, and to have been coerced into
submission, with AGL threatening legal action if land owners didn't co-operate. There was l¡ttle
consensus and harmony. Only those with the funds to do so could fight AGL in court. The AGL project
could be likened to the "Erin Brockovich" saga with the wealthy and powerful, benefitting from the poor
and unaware. South Western Sydney is quickly becoming a dumping ground.for the rich.

Comments on Mot¡vation for and Safety of the pro¡ect
The motivation for this project is pure greed and self interest. lf CSG extraction is as safe as AGL claims it
is then let AGL executives and NSW Liberal pol¡ticians test it in their own local areas and back yards. I

suspect inthe leafy blue ribbon liberal seats ofthe northern and eastern suburbs ofsydney. Also the
NSW Liberal government and AGL should be prepared to give a water tight guarantee that they will be
liable for and provide compensation for all damage, destruction, personal losses and ill health by
affected resìdents. Why should AGL have the right to potentially destroy our environment, and then
walk away? We wish to preserve our beautiful env¡ronment for future generations.

Conclusion
Campbelltown City Council and local federal MP Bryan Doyle strongly oppose AGL's northern expans¡on
project because it is an extremely bad idea. This project requires more thorough independent and
scientific testing by people with the appropriate technical and sc¡entific expertise. The PAC needs to
demonstrate integrity and accountability in its assessment of this project. Any committee who would
recommend a project where processes and materials have not been fully and independently tested is
irrespo nsi bl e.

ldo not want my name made public on the Department's website orto AGL.

Yours sincerely,
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

< plan_com ment@plan n i n g. nsw. gov. au >
1211212012 9:25 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

GLOUCESTER NSW2422
PLEASE WITHHOLD MY NAME FROM PUBLICATION

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drillíng. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,



December L6,2OL2

RABY NSW 2566

Sent by emoil to plon comment@olonnino.nsw.oov,au

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Appl¡cation 09_0048

Please find my submission on behalf of my family.

We object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and
Camden.

We are opposed to application because of the unknown health and environmental impacts of coal
seam gas drilling. We believe there needs to be further study before further drilling ¡s permitted. We
are particularly concerned that this proposed drilling expansion covers densely populated residential
a reas.

Due to the unknown nature ofCSG drilling and the lack ofscience on this issue, the impact ofsuch
drilling on the residents ofthese areas could be disastrous, particularly in terms oftheir health and
This view is supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2011 and by subsequent research here and
overseas.

'l further note there is no independent scientifìc information available on the Camden Gas Project.

The National Water Commission in its Position Statement (3'd December 2010) said that ¡mpacts may
emerge over a long time period. I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will
be borne bythe community and taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly
irresponsible.

Doctors forthe Environment Australia claims that health impactsfrom CSG mining have not been
assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.C. bySouthern Cross University inTara) and
overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at December 2OII,85%
ofthe production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper
House lnqu¡ry) w¡th inâdequate monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the
use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but ¡t seems that
this is not entirely true since it has reserved the right to frack these wells in the future if/when the
technology becomes available. The size ofthe proposed well clusters and any fracking ofhorizontal
wells are both new and untested here. ltwill therefore be entirely experimental with unknown



outcomes on health and property including the possibility ofsubsidence under so many urban
properties.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the
cumulative impact ofAGL's expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of
unacceptable levels ofair pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated wlth respiratory problèms
(NSW Envimn mental Protection Authority). AG Lls past performa nce gives no e on fidence that it has
not already contributed to this orthat it can be ihanaged in the future, having admitted in August
this year that it had not conducted continuous air monÍtoring at its Rosal¡nd Park Gas Treatment
Plant for three years in breach ofits EPL No.Lz003.

I am concerned about the health and environmental impacts ofthe proposed northern expanslon.
Myfamily's health and mycommunity's health isof paramount importance, loppose the expansion
on these grounds.

lacknowledge that my name will appear on my submission when publicly exhibited.

I do not waRt want my name made publlc on the Department's website orto AGL.

Yours sincerely



To: Mining and Industry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Emaíl : plan _comment@planning.nsw.gov, au

Dear Sir / Madam,

RE: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

I strongly object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to "míne for coal seam gas (CSG)"
in Campbelltown and Camden areas.

My reasons in brief are as follows:

* CSG Mining is an Evolving Technology,
* No "lndepende nt or Scientific Research",
{. Health lssues,
* Self Monitoring by AGL,
å Air and Water Quality,
* Environmental lssues,
¡!. Government Regulations,
* Land and House Values,
* Future Gosts, and
* Conclusion.

CSG Mining is an Evolving Technology.

I am concemed that the CSG mining is a technologically -evolving industry whose impacts

has not been independently orscientifically researched, and remains largely unknown. This
view is supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW
Upper House and Senate Inquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2011, and bysub sequent

research in this country and overseas.

No Independent or Scientific Research

We have had torely onthe industry for much of our information when the industry has a
vested interest in the final outcome.

Third parly consultants and external laboratories' that are engaged and "paid for" bythe
industry are not independent!!
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Nor is any funded or co-funded research by the CSG mining industry

Health lssues.

Also doctors for the "Environment Austral ia" claim that health impacts from CSG mining
have not yet been assessed.

The lessons that have been leamt with "asbestos" in Australia, and with "Big Tobacco " in
the USA,these are indications and results from being able to "self monitor" any issues that
may arise - it just does not work - there are too many vested interests for the Mining Sector

to be impartial - they just wish to "make huge profits"!!

Self Monitoring by AGL.

It claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely operating for I 0 years.

Yet we understand the impacts on groundwater and air quality have not been adequately

monitored, and while AGL has been operatin g under an Environmental Protection Licence
(EPL No. 12003), ithas been allowed to self -monitor its compliance, self -investigate and

self-report such that we do not know what true impacts it may have had.

Air and Water Quality.

The National Water Commission in its Pos ition Statement (3rd December 2012) said that
impacts may emerge over a long time period.

Look atthe preliminary research ftom Queensland bythe Southem Cross University inTara,
and overseas, which is all deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used.

Look atthe land values inthat area now; noone can sell their property, asno wants tobuy
into that area!!

Plus, what about our water resources, no one knows where the aquifers run to or from, so do

AGL wish to destroy. these as well??

Then there is the proposal that AGL run their "gas pipes" beside the fresh water canal, as it
would suit AGL,that way theydonot have topurchase any land, orpay royalties tolocate
their pipes, on some ones property. This is anothet example of their greed.

Environmental lssues.

AGL's past performance on these issues has been very poor, exactly as you would expect

from a company that can self monitor and investigate environmental issues, where they can

"cover up any oftheir mistakes", even though they are contravening, and are in breach ofits
EPL No. 12003 licence.

This of course will only lead tomore cover ups, ifthey are not taken toaccount for these

issues already perpetuated.
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Government Regulations.

NSW Govemments new regulations for CSG mining will not ensure a safe operation of this
type of mining, it can be seen that AGL has little consideration' for any Govemment
regulations, it is ignoring governmental Environmental Licence regulations, it appears to be a

case of, "money talks", those with the money do as they please, and the rest of us suffer!!

It appears this Government has no "back bone", or are being "paid offl'byAGL, so that AGL
can do as they please.

As fo¡ the NSW minister ,Brad Hazzard, who trivialised this mining technique, and out
concerns, itjust goes toprove that you donot need any qualihcations toenter govemment as

a minister, just a "enough gullible people to believe your lìes to vote you into office"!!

It is unfortunate that I voted for the Liberal party in the last election, in both the State and

Local govemment elections, so I am now getting paid back for believing the lies!!

Land and House Values.

For those of us living in this area, and a growing area at tha! with a lot of new land releases

occurring at this present time , with no information being supplied to those new home owte¡s,
this is going to greatly impact on our major family asset, our home and land!!

I could easily bring this to the basic level of, "would you like this to occur where you
currently reside, would you like the implications to you, your family and neighbours ".

I think the answer would be NO !!

I have asked that question, and I ask that you look to your conscience, to see what is fair and

equitable to the general public, those persons living in this area, not what will make AGL
richer !!

Future Costs.

I am also very concerned that the costs of any unforeseen problems will have to be bome by
the community, which is me, a rate payer, all the other rate payers, and all of the taxpayers

after AGL are long gone from this area!!

This is, and will be grossly irresponsible, and it is something that both the Federal and State

Governments need to address NOril, all political parties need to be cognizant of this
possibility.

Conclusion.

It is evident that ALL Govemment parties chase the "dollar being offered by the big
companies",at the expense ofthe generalpublic, thetax and rate payers; weare onthe
bottom of the pile where any concems with "quality of life" are concemed.

3



4



t2/12112

 

Vanoville NSW 2566

Mining and Industry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2OOI

Dear SirÀ4adam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

We strongly object toAGL's project application 09_0048 toconsÍuct acoal seam gas plant in
the area of Campbelltown and Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below.

It is ofmy concern that within the area that you are seeking to initiate your proposal to
implement a Coal Seam Gas expansion within the Camden area, where the population is

distinctly against Coal Seam Cas mining. As a collective, the community shows explicit concern
about the areas that you wilt commence mining. Wepossess strong emotions regarding your
actions and the majority has deep worry for the effects that will inevitably befall this community.
Upon several sites where CSG mining remains, as stated by residents in the vicìnity of these sites,
pose a substantial risk to the sunoundings in terms of threats to water supply, wildlife,
commercial crops and forestry.

It has been both stated and witnessed that from s€veral accounts, from communities where CSG
is occurring, the population experiences a degradation ofland and property, utilized for
comme¡cial agriculture. The land in which CSG istaking place, thevalue of property decreases.
The purity of water is affected when CSG is occuning; placing a risk on the population's well
being therefore jeopardizing our access to clean, unpolluted drinking water.

In the area where you are also committing to place CSG, the¡e is the risk of flora and fauna
becoming endangered. There arenative animals in the areathat facerisks from CSG, asthey will
struggle to find proper drinking water ifCSG was to take place. The flora and fauna is a concern
if CSG is occurring. These pose as forceful factors against CSG to take place, as many species of
wildlife will become scarce/sparse in our area.





From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
1211412012 8:48 pm
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

Friday 14th December 2012

Bradbury 2560

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

We object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in
Campbelltown and Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below.

We have five children under the age of nine they are very precious to us
they were all born in Campbelltown and are healthy vibrant little
individuals with lots of curiosity for the world they live in.

We are concerned about the impact CSG mining will have on our lives our
community and our health.

The negatives for CSG mining outweigh the positives.

We enjoy our clean water our clean air and our safety, don't take these
things away from us.

We do not want our names made public on the Department's website or to AGL.

Yours sincerely,



<plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
12114i2012 8:49 pm
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

Friday 14th December 2012

Bradbury 2560

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in
Campbelltown and Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below.

I am nine years old I have heard about CSG mining I don't think it's a good
thing to be doing. I am concerned about the environment, the earth and our
future.

Please think about this issue.

I do not want my name made public on the Department's website or to AGL .

Yours sincerely,



From: 
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 1211412012 8:50 pm
Subject Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09-..1004S

Friday 14th December 2012

Bradbury 2560

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in
Campbelltown and Gamden. The reasons for my objection are stated below.

I am seven years old CSG mining doesn't sound good to me. Please don't hurt
our environment or us. Please stop this from happening.

I do not want my name made publlc on the Department's website or to AGL.

Yours sincerely,



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<plan_com ment@planning.nsw. gov.au>
121131201210:31 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

Kariong
NSW 2250

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and localwater supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

I would like my name and other personal details to be withheld from any and all publications.

Yours sincerely,



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

plan_com ment@planni ng. nsw.gov.au
1211812012 3:23 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: Macquarie Fields, 2564

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 0g OO48

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields.has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account fór methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,
* Please withhold my name from Department website publication*



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

 
<pla n_com ment@plan n i n g. nsw. gov.au >
12117120121:01 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

Goonellabah
NSW 24BO

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 0g 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account fór methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.
Please with hold my name from publication
Yours sincerely,



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

 
pl an_com ment@pla n n i n g. nsw. gov.au
1211812012 2:01 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

Surry Hills

Please note I would like my name and address withheld from publication

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Yours sincerely,



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

 
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
1211212012 3:01 prn
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

12 December2012

Medway Street

DALTON 2581

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Sent by email to plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048

We object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and
Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below.

While we are not living in the affected areas, we do have a number of relatives living in the Camden
area, grown-ups ranging in age from 40 to over 70 and including two young children, aged 10 and 2
years

We would like them to be able to live grow up in a clean and friendly environment, not an atmosphere
filled with chemicals; an atomosphere that causes many intolerable health problems

It goes without saying that every citizen in this country should be able to live, play and grow up in a
friendly environment

Please keep our names private, thank you.

Yours sincerely



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

 
<plan_com ment@planning.nsw. gov.au>
1211212012 8:39 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS:

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 0g 0049

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_004S to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fíelds has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account fór methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by cõal seam gas extraction.
Please withhold my name from publication!



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

 
< pla n_com ment@ pla n n i n g. nsw. gov. au>
1211712012 4:26 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: Faulconbridge

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 0g 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantifu
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fíelds in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and localwater supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account fòr methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.
Please withold my name from publication.

Yours sincerely,



(2011212012) Clay Preshaw - Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas Seite I

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

< pla n_com m ent@plan n in g. nsw. gov.au >
12113120127:24 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: Glen Alpine 2560

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048

Please accept this as a submission on the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion which is
currently on public exhibition. I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to drill for coal seam gas
in Western Sydney.

Please put the health and wellbeing of the people of Greater Western Sydney above the profits of
AGL who plan to expand their gas field around and under people's homes and businesses.

I urge you to reject the proposal by AGL to drill 66 new coal seam gas production wells on the
grounds that:

- Reports from Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human
health from unconventional gas drilling. However there have been no detailed studies done to quantify
those risks especially in urban areas. The people of Camden and Campbelltown should not be
treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

- People's homes should not be undermined by coal seam gas drilling without their knowledge or
permission.

- Homeowners face declining property values within and adjoining coal seam gas fields with some
estimating house values may fall up to 30%.

- The integrity of gas wells can't be guaranteed and research from gas fields in Queensland and the
US has shown many fail in their first few year. This will leave the community to deal with the impact of
leaking wells on air quality and local water supplies.

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account for methane
leakage on their existing coal seam gas wells.

- Despite research from the Queensland and the US suggesting ground water contamination and gas
leaks from fracking, the proposal by AGL will allow fracking.

- The impacts of horizontal drilling have not been adequately considered in the Environmental
Assessment.

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.

Please note I would like my name to be withheld from publication.

Yours sincerely,



13/t2/2Ot2

Raby 2566

Mining and lndustry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1-

Sent by emdil to plan comment@olønninq.nsw.oov.au

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

I and my family object to AGfs project application 09 0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and
Camden. The reasons for [my/our] objection are stated below.

Coal Seam Gas mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not been independently and
scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown and yet it seems that the Government is saying to big
business you do what you want. You self monitor and let us know if things go wrong. When is government going
to learn that this does not happen because the dollar signs light up in the eye's of management of these
companies and that is all that the care about, the almighty dollar, and they'll make all the excuses in the world as

to why thíngs went wrong but it will not be their fault.

When is Government going to realise is not all about the business world. There must be times when big business
takes a back seat for the better good of all.

How many of you would like to have a mine under your house, under your livelihood. How many of the AGL

management would like to have what they propose Campbelltown and Camden under their own homes. I bet
none. Well if it's not good enough for you or for AGL management then it's not good enough for the rest of us

hard working people of the Campbelltown and Camden regions.

You cannot have it both ways and have the region designated as a growth area and then say but also you'll need
to put up with mining under your house. Do you think families would have bought land and built homes at Oran
Park Town, or Gregory Hills or Edmondson Park if they knew that. These families have invested in the area and
this is how it is proposed that they'll be thanked.

Money is not the be alland end allof this world, there are times when the people must be listened to and a

decision made for the greater good of all and not just businesses.

I implore you not give the go ahead to this project.

I do not wish my name to be made public or to be given to AGL

Yours sincerely



PCU040128

12th December 2012

Mining and lndustry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam,

Depar-tment oi' Planning
rQ.,.:reiirlet

'¡ b DEC U¡tiz

Íì can ii i ri¡¿ i:],üú I rr

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

We object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown
and Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below.

Coal Seam Gas exploration or then said mining should not be allowed to infringe on the lives
of people.

The proposed Stage 3 project is in densely populated suburbs not to ment¡on that the
Campbelltown City Councll had the foresight to make this area

Coal bed methane gas (CBM or CSG coal seam gas), as the name suggests, is a by-product of
the geological processes that created our waste deposits of coal. lts original name was
firedamp because it is the most dangerous of the explosive mine gases. 1

Following up of correspondence sent July 20L1-, (copy attached).

Mr Pearson's letter stated that22 submissions were received in relation to the proposed
expansion of the Camden Gas Project exhibited between 25th October 2010 and 7th
December 2010, the public cannot object if they don't know what is happening.

As stated in previous correspondence we were only made aware of the proposed expansion
on the 24th June 20L1, when two Nuns went door knocking in Chasselas Avenue Eschol Park
informing people of a Public Forum the following day.

Over past year we have received two letter box drop offs in our street but our son who lives

in Chasselas Avenue and is approximately 150 metres away from proposed CU29 well did
not receive anWhing.

As you can see from the flyer it is very plain and with very little information informing the
reader of exactly who will be affected by the expansion.

Ordinary hardworking families that we know, work up to 50 hours per week not including
traveltime to and from work. People just do not have the time or resources to read
hundreds of pages of amendments and duplicat¡ons just to have a peaceful life.

1As defined in Wikipedia, free on line dictionary



Please find attached a signed petit¡on that was left our local newsagent for two weeks with
ONE HUNDRED AND SIXTY signatures.

Once people were made aware of the expansion they willingly put pen to paper.

The rapid development of CSG in Queensland should be used as a marker especially the very
serious impact of the Air, Land, and water and more recently of the concerns of Tara,
Mother of five Mrs D orr who claims that her children are suffering from gas exposure..

The children complain of headaches, rashes and nose bleeds.

This has been substantiated by another Mother of seven children, Marion Palmer who has
taken her children to Doctors with rashes, headaches, nausea and vomiting.

There are a further nineteen families who have experienced the same symptoms.

Dr Christian Rowan from AMA Queensland stated "a number of people live near where CSG
exploration is occurring and they are report¡ng symptoms that are cons¡stent to gas
exposure." "There is not enough information to comment of the complaints of rashes,
bleeding noses, severe headaches and vomiting from families living on the Tara estate
however, eye and throat infections, headaches, nausea, vomiti8ng, dizziness and sometimes
heart palpitations and blurred vision were symptoms of a gas exposure.'

Dr Helen Redmond - a physician representing the NSW Brand of the group Doctors for the
environment stated "While the cause of these symptoms has not yet been determined, they
show many similarities to symptoms experienced by communities living the gas fields
overseas." "Hydrocarbon exposure cannot be ruled out as a cause without much more
comprehensive investigation." a

When people purchased their homes in Tara it was called the "Golden Gates Estate" is now
known as the TARA COAL FtELD.

ln light of the above and the request by Dr Andrew MacDonald for more information there
should be a monitorium until allthe facts are out in the open.

2002 - Coqls Seam Gas Mining Health Effects
Advised NSW Health wíll provide submission to the Department of planning ond
lnfrostructure ínto possible heolth effects of csG mining during the development
application process.t

3765 - Cools Seom Gas Mining Heatth Effectsq

No Answer hos been provided to Dr McDonald on question 3L65

2 Brisbane Times dated 06/06/12
News.com.au article dated 02/OB/L2t AAP dated 06/o7 /1,2

o sydn tL/72t e&At 
e&A



Please find attached a signed petition that was left our local rrewsagent for two weeks with
signatu res.

Once people were made aware of the expansion they willingly put pen to paper.

The rapid development of CSG in Queensland should be used as a marker especiallythe very
serious impact of the Air, Land, and Water and more recently of the concerns of Tara,
Mother of five Mrs D Orr who claims that her children are suffering frorn gas exposure.'

The children complain of headaches, rashes and nose bleeds.

This has been substantiated by another Mother of seven children, Marion Palmer who has
taken her children to Doctors with rashes, headaches, nausea and vomiting.

There are a further nineteen families who have experienced the same symptoms.

Dr Christian Rowan from AMA eueensland stated "a number of people live near where CSG

exploration is occurring and they are reporting symptoms that are consistent to gas

exposure." ,,There is not enough information to comment of the complaints of rashes,
bleeding noses, severe headaches and vomiting from families living on the Tara estate
however, eye and throat infections, headaches, nausea, vomiti8ng, dizziness and sometimes
heart palpitations and blurred vision were symptoms of a gas exposure.'

Dr Helen Redmond - a physician representing the NSW Brand of the group Doctors for the
environment stated "While the cause of these symptoms has not yet been determined, they
show many similarities to symptoms experienced by communities living the gas fields
overseas." "Hydrocarbon exposure cannot be ruled out as a cause without much more
comprehensive investigation." a

When people purchased their homes in Tara it was called the "Golden Gates Estate" is now
known as the TARA COAL FIELD.

ln light of the above and the request by Dr Andrew MacDonald for more information there
should be a monitorium until all the facts are out in the open.

2002 - Cools Seqm Gos Mining Heolth Effects

Advised NSW Health will provide submission to the Deportment of Planning and
lnfrastructure into possible heolth effects of CSG mining during the development
applícøtion process.5

31-65 - Coals Seam Gos Mining Heolth Effectss

No Answer hqs been provided to Dr McDonald on question 3165.

' Brisbane Times dated 06/06/1,2
News.com.au article dated O2/OB/I2

t AAP dated 06/07/tz
o Sydney Morning Herald dated 17 11.1./12
s 

Q&A Legislative Assembly Q:2002
6 

Q&A Legislative Assembty e:3165



Has NSW Health provided a submission?

There is also evidence from a study by researchers at Southern Cross University that
methane, carbon díoxide and other gases appear to be leaking up through the soil
undetected inside the Tara gas field. T

Leaks are uncontrolled when escaping up through rock fissures and soil, so where do they
go? lnto the atmosphere that people are breathing.

It has beenfound that people living in communities closeto mining areTOo/o more likelyto
develop kidney diseases, 640/o more likely to develop chronic obstructive pulmonary disease
and3O% more likelyto have high blood pressure.t

Forsome reason promoters of the coal gas mining preferto move into undisturbed areas
inhabited by small rural communities where they will get little or no objection.

There is no balance of power in this debate -the big business have all the resources and the
means and the people that are go¡ng to affected have to have the burden of proof.

As per Mr. Chris Hartcher's parliamentary speech in opposition requested:-

"An inquiry into activities related to gas exploration"

"Balanced against that is the need of 300,000 people on the Central Coast to have
access to safe, clean water-and that issue lies atthe very heart of this debate,,,

"We face a serious issue and we are entitled to a better explanation from the
Government." e

The people of Varroville, Kearns, Raby, Eschol Park, Eagle Vale, Blairmount and Mount
Annan also deserve this right.

License holders do not have the right to experiment with our lives.

Parsons Brinckerhoff (PB) was commissioned by AGL Energy Ltd, (AGL) to undertal<e a phase
L groundwater assessment (and hydrogeological conceptual model) forthe new coal seam
gas (CSG) development area associated with the Camden Gas Project (CGP).

As Parsons Brickerhoff and AGL Energy Ltd are partners in many projects this should be
potentially seen as biased and in the best ¡nterest of both parties.

An independent assessor must be appointed to ensure that all of the impacts and
assessments have been correctly addressed. There should no conflict of interest.

There is also a revolving door between personnel in the industry, industry consultants and
the regulatory body, with scientific objectivity being lost in the process.

t Sydney Morning Herald dated t4/I7/I2t L0 Michael Hendryx and Melissa M Ahern "Relations Between Health lndicators and Residential Proximityto
Coal Mining in West Virginia" the American Journal of Public Health, April 2008, Vol 98, No 4.
e Parliamentary Speech Mr. Chris Hartcher June 2005



12th December 2012 The Hon Barry O'Farrell MP said:-
"ln the ten years AGL Comden there hqs been no interference with woter."

The 50 page repoft includes only two small paragraphs about groundwater monitoring, that
state that a technical assessment was done pfediCting there would be no impact on
groundwater and so they do not monitor groundwater and therefore there is no impact.

It is bit hard to comprehend that matters raised in the Community Consultative Committee
meetings count as no interference. Nothing is monitored so nothing has to be reported.

The people that are monitoring it are the establishers of the Gas extraction.

Ihis just doesn't make sense!

AGL cannot give any guarantees as to what damage had been done or will done to the water
aq u ife rs.

ln 20L1 a key river of the Sydney drinking catchment, the Waratah Rivulet, had been
contaminated with methane as a result of long wall coal mining cracking riverbed.l0

The Northern Expansion Area ofthe Camden Gas ProjectStage 3 is on Sydney Catchment
Authority land, despite the fact this land is meant to be protected to ensure the quality of
Sydney's d rinking water.11

Mining poses a significant threat our water supply, in terms of pollution and contamination
of creeks, rivers and aquifers. Coal seam gas mining also uses and loses enormous amounts
of water th rough subsidence, the dewatering of aquifers and during many aspects of the
mining process.

Coalseam gas exploration and extraction istipped to use around 300 gigalitres of water per
year in Australia. The amount for NSW is unl<nown because there has been no study of the
cumulative impact of mining on water. There must be an audit undertaken of the total
amount of water used by all mining operations across the state (including forecasted mining
operations), as well as the total impact of these mining operations on our water sources.

Up to 19 million litres of water are necessary to fracture each horizontal shale-gas well. The
fracturing fluid can conta¡n as much as 57,000 litres of chemicals per well, Although some of
the fracturing fluid is recovered after withdrawal, up to 85 per cent of the slurry remains
underground. lt

ln the Hunter Valley AGL has been accused of dumping 120,000 litres of dírty, salty, waste
water from a test bore into a paddock. lndependent tests undertaken at Hunter Water
Laboratories showed high salt levels and the presence of some chemicals associated with
drilling machinery. AGL responded that this would have no effect on the surrounding
country. 13

to 
http,¿***..th.com.au/environment/water-¡ssues/catchment-Bas-leak-as-coalmine-cracks-20110308-1bmo9.html

1t http:¡/www.sca.nsw.gov.au/the-catchments/m ining-update
12 http://www.epa. gov/safewate r / uic / pdf s / hlr esea rchstudyfs. pdf
13 

http:77www,smh.com.au/environment/water-issues/agl-accused-of-dump¡ng-tainted-water-in-hunter-20100908-151co.html



As per fact sheet prepared by the Australian Petroleum Production and Exploration
Association "ground pits (or sumps) ore excqvated to hold dríllÌng woter, but tonks olso may
be used in some cases. up to three sumps mqy be dug with a totql cqpoc¡ty of øpproximotely
30 000L for exploration v'rells, and potentÌally ten times this amount for productíon wells.
However, sonte chemicals remain in treoted CSG woter."

The Queensland Government has forecasted:
Assuming an average salinity of 2500 mg/l, the expected annual production rate of 25
gigalitres (GL) of csG water in the surat Basin, willgenerate 62 500 tonnes of salt per
year. Over a 30-year period, this amounts to 1.8 million tonnes of salt. lf the industry
expands further this volume will increase.la

Saline water has a relatively high concentratíon of dissolved salts, Salt is not just "salt" as we
know it - sodium chloride (Nacl) - but can be dissolved calcium (ca2*), magnesium (Mg2*)
sulfate (5042-), bicarbonate (HC0.-) and Boron (B),

I refer to Community Consultative Committee AGL, meeting no 15
AGL RPGP Site on 23 November 2006 at 5pm
L4-6.3
MR-A Mt Gilead resident lodged a compla¡nt with the Department of Planning regarding an
observation of saline water leak¡ng into the Menangle Creek. On 6111./2006 AGLchecked their surface
facilities, and no tanks or equipment indicated leakage. On t1/71/2o06 The EPA came to site to conduct
field water tests within Menangle Creek. The test identified that the water was welling out of the
ground, and was not câused by AGL. The level of the salt was at 7100 pS/cm which is almost 1.0 times
the level of salt in the river under normal conditions. The EPA confirmed that the water was not a result
of any AGL operations.
MR -The EPA reported the results to the Department of Natural Resources, and any further
investigations will be conducted bythem.
DH - Where was this pârticular area ín relation to AGL activity?
AC - Approx 70m downstream of our nearest well.

I refer to Community Consultative Committee AGL, meeting no 2Zt-
25 November 2010 at 5.30pm
27-6.7
MR - From the surface the well paths can be horizontal in multiple ways. There is no subsidence, and
no effect on the surface ¡nfrastructure.
lK- Have you looked atthe natural splings?
MR - We had to do a hydrological study review in the past, and the Hawkesbury ¡s a fresh water aquifer
which is a shallow one at 80-100m down, and we drill at over 7O0m vertical depth.
J K - lt won't affect any water?
MR - Correct.
J K - Can we have that in writing?
MR - I can't put that in writing.
J K - Why don't you?
MR -There are no guârantees. We know where the water is, and we know where the aquifers are from
our studies. I can show you in today's presentat¡on how the process works.

I refer to Community Consultative Comm¡ttee AGÇ meeting no 28
10 March 2011 at 5.35pm
28-4.r
AC - We don't monitor all ground water levels, we mon¡tor the main beneficial use aquifiers which are
approx¡mately 120m underground.
SH - What about surface monitoring?
NR - We don't touch surface water.

la http://www.dip.qld,gov.au/statewide-planning/queensland-coal-seam-gas-water-management-pol¡cy.html



AC - We have exclusion zones of 20-40m from creeks, so if there was a spill no ground water would be
affected as the spill would be conta¡ned before entering a surface water body.
J K - lt's not just ground water, surface water should also be monitored.

12th December 20L2The Hon Barry O'Farrell MP said:-
"We have upped the f¡nes."

It ¡s bit hard to fine mining compan¡es when they are self-mon¡tored, they need to be strictly
scruti nise d.

12th December 2012 The Hon Barry O'Farrell MP said:-
"The Stste con't offord the compensation to license holders."

ls the compensation worth more than the health and detriment of the constituents, the
Government was elected by the people for the people not to let greedy companies destroy
our land.

Where is the money going to come from to support the community in regards to future
health issues?

The NSW Government is hereby put on notice that health issues to residents ¡n

Campbelltown and Camden will be a direct result of Government neglect by failing to put
health assessments first over the recovery tax benefits.

The NSW Government has a duty care and therefore, can and will be liablefor legal action
being taken aga¡nst the Government by affected residents suffering health issues and for the
devaluation of the homes and land once the coal seam gas infects our community.

This is the James Hardy of the 21't century.

12t December 2012 The Hon Barry O'Farrell MP said:-
"We went to open ond tronsparenf'

Have the new residents of Catherine Fields, Leppington and Gregory Hills been made aware
that they may have purchased their new dream home/land and are potentially sitting on an
abandoned well?

AGL being the self-regulator have no requirements to let the Council know where the
abandoned and plugged wells are!

I refer to Community Consultative Comm¡ttee AGL, meeting no 12
23 FEBRUARY 2006
11-9.1
Plug and abandon of 7 of the 10 existing Johndilo wells will take place due to poor output.
DG - When plugging and abandoning a well does the cement go to the surface?
MR - The pipe is filled w¡th cement to one metre below surface and with a steel plate put on top,
before being covered with 1 metre of soil. Any plug and abandoned wells are registered with Díal
Before You Dig and with the Department of Prlmary lndustries. The wells are not registered on the land
title.
PH - Concerned about how many people would do a dial before you dig ¡n a rufal area.
MM - Would the council have any record of where wells are located?
PH - No record kept by the council.



AGL don't have to let the Fire Brigade know for 10 - 15 minutes if there is a fire in/near a
well. How is this in the best interest of public safety?

I refer to Community Consultative Committee AGL, meeting no 14
L7 August 2006 at spm
t4-6.4
MR - No complaints have been received since last CCC meetÌng.
DH - Have there been any fire services complaints when the lare is on. The brigades have come to site.
MR -There has been a recommendation to have a flashing light, so that when people are driving by
they make the assumption that the brigade is already there. We are looking at cãlling a central dispatch
number lo inform '000' as we have 10-15 minutes before pressure builds up to release gas to the flare.
Has been noted and will be done.
DH - What about an automatic button?
MR - We have adopted in the procedure that we wìll notify them. We have lO-LS minutes to call them
and advise the situation so they don't have to worry.
AC - All local brigades have been to s¡te, and are aware ofthe circumstances.

12th Decembe r 2Ot2The Hon Barry O'Farrell MP saidi
"99% of fraccing is sand qnd water the other 7% is whole range of d¡luted chemicals.,,

The diluted 1% of chemicals is a mixture of chemicalsthat in some cases used in small
amounts probably do no damage at all, but how many gigalitres of water are required for
each well?

So, this 7%has now grown significantly.

The burden of proof should be worn by AGL not for our commun¡tìes to wait for years to find
out the impacts.

We need to know exactly what chemicals are used BEFORE the drilling process not during or
after.

lf AGL cannot conclusively state what chemicals they use then should not be drilling this
includes their exploration wells because AGL don't divulge thís information.

I refer to Community Consultative Committee AGL, meeting no 28
10 March 2011
28-4.t
MH - (Refer previous minutes 27-6.7, Slide 12) Sect¡on 75J of the Sartor approval.
AC - When you refer back to the environmental âssessment with regards to fraccing, it describes and
talks about water and sand as a slurry. This makes up a fair portion ofthe slurry used. lt is not until we
drill a well that we can build a frac programme, tender to the frac companies, review the geology and
get a programme together whlch include details of any chem¡cals to be used. Our condit¡ons are such
that we aren't required to give Dll further information on chemicals used.
MH - Are the landowners involved in that?
AC - We brief them on the fracture st¡mulation activit¡es being undertaken but we don't discuss finer
details of the fracture stimulation âctivities such as what chemicals are being used. We haven't been
required to provide that level of informat¡on to date.
J K - Sand and water doesn't mean sand and water. What is the level below that?
AC - We can't say exactly what chemicals, if any, are going to be used to fracture stimulate a well as
we don't know until we âssess the geology following drilling.

12th Decembe r 20L2The Hon Barry O'Farrell MP said:-
"Licenses were gronted by the former Government thqt should not have been granted."



lfthe Government knows that they should not have been granted then the Government
should not have renewed new licenses for exploration without health and water
assessments being correctly carried out,

Coal Seam Gas mining in recent years has moved fasterthan the regulations that we would
expect should be in place to protect farmers, local residents and the environment.

There needs to be as Mr. Chris Hartcher when in opposition requested:-

tt"An inquiry into activities related to gas exploration"

"Balanced against that is the need of 300,000 people on the Central Coast to have
access to safe, clean water-and that issue lies at the very heart of this debate."

Ihe people of Varroville, Kearns, Raby, Eschol Park, Eagle Vale, Blairmount and Mt Annan
also deserve this right.

Where are the assessment study on the risk of the potential devaluation of land and homes
within the surface and subsurface area of the Camden Gas Project Stage 3 and its impact on
ôwners, their livelihoods and the flow on effect on the local economy?

There must be a thorough investigation of the economic, environmental and social
consequences of this developing industry before it is expanded in NSW especially in highly
populated area such as Campbelltown NSW.

We do not want our names made public on the Department's website orto AGL

Yours sincerely

15 Parliamentary Speech Mr. Chris Hartcher June 2005
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To:
Date:
Subject:

 
plan_com ment@planni ng. nsw. gov.au
1211812012 5:50 pm
Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 0g 0049

10 December 2012

REVESBY NSW 2212
Mining and lndustry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2OO1
Sent by email to plan-comment@planning.nsw.gov.aucmailto:plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Dear Sir/Madam
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, project Application 0g_004g
lobject toÁGl's projec! application 09-0048 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and
Camden. The reasons for my objection are stated below.

1' Coal Seam Gas in close proximity to water sources and residences may have unacceptable
impacts' There are no conclusive studies clearing CSG of unacceptable short and long term health
and safety impacts

2. Chemicals used in Coal Seam Gas mining may or may not be harmful, or may or may not be
catalysed or otherwise synthesised into other harmful chemióals. There are not enoúgn studies done
by independent scientific bodies to verify the net outcome of long{erm intensive CSG-mining

3. Coal Seam Gas mining has the potential to disrupt tranquil rural and residential areas with
noisy trucks and equipment, and also seismic shock

4. Coal Seam Gas mining has the potential to be railroaded by lucrative profits over the safety of
residents

5. Coal Seam Gas mining has the potential for harmful chemicals and residues to be forced under
high pressure and left dormant ín the ground, either inert or broken down, and the potentialfor
fissuring, geysering, permeation and leaching, without any way to control the location and
concentration of such chemicals. There are no studies conclusively proving the harmlessness of
these chemicals

6. Coal Seam Gas mining close to residential areas puts residents at risk of exposure, breaches
and explosions resulting from pipeline ruptures and leaks, even if the mine is not in direct proximity

dangero f the
o exploit the

sidential d and
community consultation has not taken place to gauge the response to these risks. Therefore it is
unacc-eptable for the government to contemplate allowing CSG mining to go ahead until sufficient risk
identification and mitigation has been carried out to the cõmmunity's sat¡stãct¡on and acceptance.
I do not wish to make my name made public on the Department's websíte or to AGL
Yours sincerely
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