
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Matilda S <m_stevens8S@hotmail.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw. gov.au>
21712013 1:23 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 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,
Matilda S



From:
To:
CG:
Date:
Subject:

Hani Said <Hani.said@optus.com.au>
<matthew.riley@planning. nsw.gov.au>
<assessments@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
21612013 10:39 pm
Submission Details for Hani Said (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: HaniSaid
Email: Hani.said@optus.com.au

Address:
1 Braeside Crescent

Glen Alpine, NSW
2560

Content:
My family & I are extremely concerned about the long term impact of any gas projects in our
backyard.
People & Communities come before profits.

I P Add ress : d220-236-79-B9.dsl. nsw.optus net. com. a u - 220.236.7 9.89
Submission: Online Submission from Hani Said (object)
https ://majorprojects.affi n ityl ive. com ?action =view_d iary&id =54098

Submission for Job: #2921Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
https://majorprojects.affinityl ive.com?action=view_j ob&id=2921

Site: fÉ41 Camden Gas Field;, Camden/Wollondilly/Campbelltown
https ://majorprojects.affinityl ive.com?action=view site&id=41



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Danica Sajn <danicasajn@yahoo.com.au>
"plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
2171201310:12 pm
Opposition to AGL Coal Seam Gas Expansion - Camden

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW

lwrite to you to state my opposition to the the AGL Coal Seam Gas Expansion (Camden Gas
Expansion - Northern Expansion - Stage 3) which is currently being considered by you.

I live in the Camden area and am appalled to see that such a destructive and potentially destructive
project is even being considered for such a built up area (now and in the future). lt is truly sad to see
how quickly NSW Planning is decimating the semi-rural area of Camden and parts of Campbelltown
through unsuitable and unsustainable land use practices. You are slowly but surely destroying the
quality of life of the residents of far South-West Sydney.

It surely appears to be true that this current state government is intent on riding rough-shod over the
'westie' residents of south-western Sydney and we do not want to be nor will we be your 'guinea pigs'
for the introduction of such a destructive, toxic and visually distasteful mining practice into the suburbs
and semi-rural areas of greater Western Sydney. I await to see if such practices are going to be
allowed to occur in the leafy upper and lower North Shore suburbs of the core constituencies of the
O'Farrell government - and I HIGHLY doubt that such a thing WILL occur!

There are so many reasons to oppose this destructive mining practice that I could not possibly list
them all here, suffice to say that the environmental and HEALTH risks to us, the full-time residents of
these areas, are immense.

We the people of south and western Sydney have had enough of either being perpetually overlooked
for the provision of REAL VALUE services or of being used to expand the coffers of the governments
of the day as you and your predecessors go about DUMPING people into these areas. WE will not
forget when it comes 'round to voting day that YET again we have been hoodwinked and exploited by
another unscrupulous government! The INCREDIBLE Fact that your government has not stood up to
these voracious and exploitative mining and energy companies when SO MANY people oppose what
they do, only serves to prove YET AGAIN that most NSW politicians see western and south-western
Sydney as little more than a cash cow come mushroom - where they think that we can be
simultaneously exploited and ignored. This will be a mistake as the upcoming Federal election will
most likely highlight - so MANY people CANNOT be IGNORED ALL of the time!

I totally oppose the entire AGL-CSG Camden Expansion Proposal and expect that all consenting
authorities do likewise.

Could you please reply promptly confirming that you have received my submission

Kind regards
Danica Sajn
9 Southdown Rd
Elderslie
NSW 2570



Fromr Adam Salafia <ads2910@hotmail,com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nswgov.au>
Date: 112712013 3:15 pm
Subject: Opposition to AGL coal seam gas expansion
Attachments : Adam_Page_1 .docx; Adam_Page_2.docx

H¡,

Please find attached my letter to the opposition to the coal seam gas expansion.



Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW,
Reference : SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGL COAL
SEAM GAS (AGL-CSG)
GAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION
(Stage 3)
Project Application No. 09_ 0048

My family moved to Elderslie in 2012 for the great location, employment
opportunities and a great lifestyle for ourselves and our famliy. With a selection of new
and established schools, Campbelltown TAFE, the University of Western Sydney,
lndustrial Estates, Employment Zones, Town Centres and Sporting Facilities close by it
was the ideal place to settle down for the long-term and raise a family.
Recently we became aware of the proposed expansion of AGL Coal Seam Gas drilling,
mining and 'Fracking' or'Fracturing' under our homes, schools, workplaces, football
fields, cricket ovals, leisure centres, our community halls, our churches, our petrol
stations, our overhead bridges, open spaces and catchment areas.
lf we had known about the AGL-CSG expansion we would have avoided the area and
a $400,000 life-time mortgage in a suburb destined for degrading and devaluing. lt
doesn't make any sense at all I

'Fracking' is actually "Fracturing" - breaking and cracking the sub-surface under us.
AGL falsely compares its'Fracking' chemistry is to'harmless' products on a laundry
shelf, when in fact the real chemicals in vast quantities are highly volatile producing
toxic gaseous and particulate emissions to earth, water and air. AGL
Consultants have been grossly dishonest and deceitful in their minimal description of
'Fracking' processes.
Despite misleading media reports AGL-CSG will definitelv'Frack" under us. AGL's
intentions are very clear in both their 2010 ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESMENT at
Chapter 4.2 and in the 2012 MAIN REPORT at Chapter 3.4.
We are not against mining at all. However, introducing toxic and dangerous AGL Coal
Seam Gas mining under our existing permissible land use zones of established and
populated communities is totally inappropriate in every respect, and absolutely beyond
our belief.
AGL conceals its toxic'Fracking' chemistry behind claims of 'commercial
confidentiality'. We do know that AGL use concentrated acids and biocides among a
huge list of chemical cocktails triggering volatile chemical reactions in coal and
sandstone seams underneath our homes and schools. The fact that AGL will not
disclose its'Fracking toxicology' is absolutely absurd - a nightmare with disastrous
health and environmental consequences.
Mining is the most accident riddled industry in Australia. Mixing mining and untested
chemistry under our homes as we sleep is a disastrous formula for major critical
incidents. We don't need the threat of disaster.
Do you and Minister Hazzard fully comprehend the potential implications of cumulative
long-term toxic emissions to our earth, our water and breathing atmosphere? Have
your planning experts fully analysed AGL's
documents to find the serious omissions and false'conceptual modelling' promoted as
acceptable science ?



We understand that AGL-CSG drilling, mining and 'Fracking' under our populated and
established communities is totally new to urban Australia. ls South Western Sydney
AGL's and the O'Farrell Government's test case to expand toxic mining under
metropolitan Sydney?
lf you proceed with AGL's proposal you will be opening the pathway for a massive
class action against all the decision makers, back door dealers and promoters of this
toxic and hazardous industry.
We are not your "westie lab rats". We are not your experiment in 'social injustice' and
socio-economic and environmental degradation?
The major reasons why my family opposes the entire AGL Coal Seam Gas Expansion
include -
Threats to Air itv and health:
- Well documented historic poor air quality across the 'project area' and Greater South
Western Sydney.
- Serious health risks including dramatic increases in respiratory diseases and asthma.
- South Western Sydney already has the highest incidence of hospital admissions for
asthma.
- Dangerously incomplete physical and chemical analysis of Coal Seam Gas 'tracing'
processes.
-Potential for long term undetected gaseous leaks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our
breathing space.
- Risks of uncontrollable toxic particulate emissions to earth, air and water threatening
our communities.
- Will the ICAC belatedly examine the post political mining careers of suspect
politicians as we choke in AGL's neuro-toxins and overcrowd the very limited health
resources in Sydney's South West?



Threats to Our Natural Environment - Geoloqv and Hvdroloqv:
- Long term geological damage to - drinking water, water aquifers, water tables, creek
beds and rivers.
- Contamination of South Creek and Narellan Creek feeding the Hawkesbury-Nepean
Catchment.
- Structural damage to the Sydney Water Supply Channel undermined by at least 6
parallel drilling locations.
in our area at CU02, CU06, CUI 0, CUI 4, CU20 and CU22 - each with 6 wells
- Structural damage to built environments and dangerous land slip in a predominantly
clay sub soil.
- Expansion and shrinkage of clay and shale sub-structures causing fracturing to gas
pipes.
- lrreversible damage to native flora and fauna, soil, and vegetation.
- Risks in waste management of by-products including neuro-toxin particulates in earth,
water and air.

Contradictorv and lncompatible Land Use Laverinq:
- Allowing legally established and developed residential, commercial, educational and
recreational zonings- all funded by our rates and statutory government taxes - to be
undermined, compromised and degraded by a toxic and dangerous mining industry.

Unpredictable Noise Disturbance - AGL-CSG Con$ultants noise studies are totally
incompetent:
- lnadequate credible studies into 24 hour drilling, mining and 'tracing' noise levels
impacting on our health.
- Failure to acknowledge long term reflected and radiated sub-surface noise levels on
sleeping disturbance patterns, neurological concerns given that the human perception
of noise is six times greater at night time.

Deeplv Flawed Communitv Consultation - Lackinq Honestv, Openness and
Transparencv:
- AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environmental Assessment - one at Camden
Council foyer and one at Campbelltown - and withdrew the original Environmental
Assessment October of 2010 so that the community could not compare the original
proposalwith the amended Main Report October of 2012.
- Positioning the exhibition period leading into Christmas when families and work force
are busy in preparation for the holiday season.
- Failure by AGL to accept that many people do not have access to the internet, and
those who have internet access would have great difficulty reading a 3000 page
document on a computer screen.
- Failure by AGL to provide complimentary CDs of their proposal to residents upon
request - a practice of previous proponents of major projects.
- Poorly advertised, and consequently poorly attended, information sessions at which
AGL specialist consultants could not answer questions - but would make notes.
- A poorly designed AGL-CSG website - a potluck table of contents, using out-of-date
maps which do not clearly show the level of urban development, no index and illogical
page numbering.
- Using only small section and out of date maps so that it is impossible to view the
enormity of the whole project when previous proponents have provided fold out A3 size
maps.



- Failure by AGL to show the 2,500 metre radius of each drilling footprint under homes,
schools and creeks.
- Using an unidentifiable AGL-CSG public relations spokeswoman, unqualified in mine
engineering, as the front person quoted in daily papers while keeping faceless
"experts" in the next room.
o The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCC) does not
adequately represent the broader community and that it does not keep accurate
minutes and report back to the broader community.

Political Posturinq and Decision Makinq Processes
- Concerns that you, your government departments, including Environment and Health,
have not carried out complete, professional, expert and independent analysis of the
AGL-CSG proposal.
- Concerns that the Premier in the media has already indicated his approval for the
AGL-CSG proposal pre-empting the decision making process by the PLANNING
ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (PAC) - a 'selected' panel of "experts" to undertake a
"merit review" of the project.
- lt doesn't help when Premier O'Farrell insults us (SMH 7.7.13 page 7 Editorial) by
trivialising drilling lines as being the size of a "teacup" when in fact AGL state in 2012
MAIN REPORT at Chapter 4.3 that drilling varies from 178mm to 2000mm in diameter
in the 'Frackíng' reaming process and the lines are up to 2,5OO metres
long. There does not seem to be even a token separation between AGL and some
politicians
- lt is not up to me, my family, or members of our community to prove that AGL's Coal
Seam Gas mining is a serious risk to our local life, health and future. Camden Council,
the State Government's statutory authorities, Ministers, Cabinet, Premier and
PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION panel are the ultimate
consenting authority, with a "duty of care" to all residents of South Western Sydney. lt
is your collective responsibility to protect our health, living, learning, working and
recreatio nal envi ron ments.
- Politicians, AGL and PAC Members do not have an anti-social licence to degrade our
family lifestyle, our home, our backyards, our pools, our veggie patch, our
soil, our water, our air and the vital future of our communities.
We totally oppose the entire AGL-CSG Camden Expansion Proposal and expect that
all consenting authorities do likewise. Could you please reply promptly, confirming that
you have received my submission.

Kind Regards

Adam Salafia
2 Thornton Road, Elderslie
2570 NSW



Graeme Salter <G.Salter@uws.edu.au>
"plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov,au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
218120131:23 pm
Submission opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW,

I have 2 simple questions for you ...

1. lf you had children still at home would you want to have this project go ahead if it was in your
suburb?

Perhaps you don't believe all of the problems that have been reported here and overseas, so my
second question is

2. Would you approve the project if you were personally liable for any adverse health events?

All of us want to make a sÍgnificant oontribution to society. I suspect that if this project is approved
your name will be remembered in history for all the wrong reasons.

Dr Graeme Salter
Adjunct Fellow
School of Computing, Engineering and Mathematics
University of Western Sydney



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Toni <ton i@theveggielady.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
218120132:21 pm
Opposing CSG Camden-North Expansion

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW,

Reference: Submission opposing AGL CSG, Camden Project - Northern
Expansion stage 3

I have been a resident and rate payer of Currans Hill, NSW for over a
decade and moved to the area because of the safe, family nature of the
suburb. Recently, I have had grave concerns about the future safety
of the suburb that I live in if the proposed CSG expansion goes ahead.

I have read various reports which are still inconclusive about the
long term health impacts associated with this sort of project. I

think the project is an ill thought out proposal, with the residents
of Currans Hill being treated as human guinea pigs of an uncertain,
money driven, scientific "experiment". I do not think it is
appropriate for any such projecVexperiment to be conducted in such
highly populated areas. Leaks and uncontrolled toxic emissions from
other sites have been treated with a band-aid solution that does not
instill any confidence for me.

I believe the project is a politically driven, greedy endeavour on
behalf of AGL and oppose it vehemently.

Mrs Toni Salter
42 Spring Hill Circle
Currans Hill
Ph. 041 1 579 778

www. th eve g g iel ady. co m
www.cultivating-well ness.com



From: <monicasanders@bigpond.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 218120131:O2 pm
Subject: Objection to AGL CoalSeam Gas (AGL-CSG) CAMDEN GAS PROJECT -
NORTHERN EXPANSION (STAGE 3) Project Application No. 09_0048

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW,

We live in Mount Annan and are totally against any mining under our area or any other residential area
for that matter. We are aware that Fracing uses highly volatile and toxic gases to crack and break the
sub-surface, which ultimately pollute our earth, water and air. Are you and Minister Hazzard lully
aware of the potential implications of cumulative long-term toxic emissions to our earth, water and
breathing atmosphere? Are you seriously telling us that you have used independent experts to
examine scientifically the outcome of AGL's toxic mining now and the future implications?
lf it is safe according to AGL, why don't they fully disclose the toxins being used and in what
concentration, not hiding behind "commercial confidentiality". What are they really hiding?
Where is your "duty of care" for the residents/ratepayers in the South Western Sydney area?
We are not against mining, we know they have kept Australia liquid for many years, but they didn't do
it on our doorstep with such deception. Let them drill in the middle of Australia where they won't affect
the life and health of a community, flora or fauna or destroy our water and air quality which are
essential for a healthy community.
Let your conscience guide you, not the almighty dollar, stand up and fight for what we are paying you
to do, make the right decisions for the people.

Yours sincerely, Monica Sanders and Family



From:
To:
Date:
Subject

Sarah Sannen <sarah_sannen@hotmail.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
111912013 10:38 am
No Coal Seam Gas for Greater Western Sydney

6 Adina Street,
Seven Hills, NSW
Australia 2147

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,
Sarah Sannen



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Janice Sarin <celestial_visions@bigpond.com.au>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
21712013 B:37 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: 54 francis street Belmont Vic 3216

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 coalseam 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,
Janice Sarin



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Drita Sawdy <Mdjsawdy@bigpond.com >
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw.gov.au>
21712013 10:34 am
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_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.

Yours sincerely,
Drita Sawdy



Date 28 January 2013

Dear Director of Miníng and lndustry projects NSW,

Reference: Submission opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas (AGL-CSG) Camden Gas Project - Northern Expansion (Stage 3)
ProjectApplication No 09 0048

I wish to object to the entire AGL - CSG Camden Expansíon Proposal. I have only recently become aware of the full
extent of the proposed expansion of AGL Coal Seam Gas drilling, mining and "fracing" ("fracturing") under our homes,
schools, workplaces and catchment areas in my local area.

I am not against mining at all, however I believe that introducing toxic and dangerous AGL Coal Seam Gas míning under
our existing populated communities, in the Macarthur area and in the Sydney Metropolitan area is totally inappropriate.

The major reasons why I oppose the entire AGL Coalseam Gas Expansion are:
o Threats to air quality and health

o Serious health risks have been identified in other areas with gas wells, including dramatic increases in
respiratory diseases, asthma and skín conditions

o Potential for long term undetected gaseous leaks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our breathing space
o Risks of uncontrollabJe toxic emissions to earth, air and water threatening our communities

o Threats to our natural environment - geology and hydrology
o Long term geological damage to drinking water, water tables, creek beds and rivers
o Contamination of South Creek and Narellan Creek feeding the Hawkesbury-Nepean Catchment
o Structural damage to the Sydney Water Supply Channel, undermined by at least 6 parallel drílling locations in

our area at CU02, CU06, CUI-O, CU14, CU20 and CU22, each with 6 wells
o Structural damage to built environments and dangerous land slip in a predominantly clay sub soil
o Expa nsion a nd shrinkage of clay and sha le su b-structures ca using fractu ring to gas pipes
o Risks in waste management of by-products including neuro-toxin particles in eahh, water and air

r lncompatible land use layering
o Allowing developed residential, commercial, educatíonal and recreational zonings to be undermined,

compromised and degraded by a toxic and dangerous mining índustry
¡ Unpredictable noise disturbance

o lnadequate credible studies into 24 hour drílling, mining and fracing noise levels impacting on our health
o Failure to acknowledge long term sub-surface noise levels on neurologícal and sleeping disturbance patterns

o Deeply flawed community consultation, lacking honesty and transparency
o AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environmental Assessment - one at Camden Council foyer and one at

Campbelltown, and withdrew the original Environmental Assessment October of 2010 so that the community
could not compare the original proposal with the amended Main Report October of 2012,-

o Failure of AGL to accept that many people do not have access to the internet, and those who have internet
access would have great difficulty reading a 3000 page document on a computer screen or at all.

o Failure by AGL to provide complímentary CDs of their proposal to residents upon request

o Poorly advertised information sessions, at which AGL specialist consultants could not answer questions

o A poorly designed AGL-CSG website, which I found difficult to navigate to try to find lnformatíon
o Failure by AGL to show the 2,500 metre radíus of each drilling footprint under homes, schools and creeks

o Underhanded political posturing and decision making processes

o Government departments do not seem to have carried out complete, professional, expert and independent
analysis of the AGL-CSG proposal, and if they have, this has not be been conveyed to the general public.

o PremierO'Farrelltrívialised drilling lines as beingthe size of a "teacup" (SMH7.7-fZ page 7 Editorial)when in

fact AGL state in "2O\2 Main Report Chapter 4.3" that drilling varies from l-78mm to 2000mm in diameter in
the fracing reaming process and the lines are up to 2,500 metres long. I do not think having a 2m wide tunnel
drilled under my home is acceptable.

I totally oppose the entire AGL-CSG Camden Expansion Proposal and expect that all authorities do likewise in order to
protect my family lifestyle and the vital future of our community.

Yours sincerely,

¡€Qn,%/â -9ar+r.-, ,4tl o c,t
I O (Yl A C-¡loct ,1 c.lo S ,{ C,+S¿ L n AJ9¿..r Li +O

Name:

Address



ïo:
Mining and lndustry Projects

Depaftment of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

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

I object to AGfs 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 víew
ís supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquiríes ínto Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2OLI 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 L0 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 ít 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
Positíon Statement (3'd 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 eueensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University in
Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 2O1L,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 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. lt 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
cumulatíve 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 Envíronmental 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 admítted in August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its
Rosalínd Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years ín breach of its EpL No.12003.

Allowing CSG mÍning 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
instab¡lity and inequity. lt 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 capacíty to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the
entire historic Sceníc 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 ímpact 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 m¡ght 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 Bøsin is
well known, AGL's 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 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 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
evídence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. 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. lt is socially,
environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no socÍal licence to operate here.

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

Yours sincerely

Name l\¿U'ûeU ö t-Ìvlft¡urg ãc¿Ji'T
Address Lb WreuqsÐqF. Ru€

f =<ut¿r-.'kþ+.- I
Signature

II

Date -lþ-lb -



To:

Minlng and lndustry ProJects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Rer Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Applicatlon (D_ü)48

I object to AGL's project appl¡cation 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 ls a technologically-evolvlng lndustry whose impacts have not
been independently and sclentifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professlonal 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. We have had to rely on the lndustry for much of our information when the
industry has a vested ¡nterest ln the outcome. AGL is no dlfferent. 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 monltored, and whlle AGL has been

operating under an Environmental Protect¡on 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 ls any funded or co-

funded research by the CSG minlng industry. These lessons should have been learnt with
asbestos in Australia and wlth 'Big Tobacco' in the USA. The National Water Commission in its

Pos¡tion Statement (3'd December 2010) said that ¡mpacts may emerge over a long tlme
perlod, 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.9. by Southern Cross University in

Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used, As at
December 20LL,85Yo of the product¡on wells in the Camden Gas ProJect had been fracked

(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) wlth inadequate monitoring of its impacts on

water in part¡cular. AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking, but lt seems that this is not entirely true since lt has reserved the
right to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology becomes ava¡lable. 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 lncluding the posslbility 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 w¡th 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 monltoring at its

Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years in breach of its EPL No,12003'

Allowing CSG mlnlng ln areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zonlng controls

and confldence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic

instabillty and inequlty, lt will disrupt religious commun¡ties whose vocations have so far been

protected by the Scenlc Hills zoning; it wlll place undue burden on small rural allotments

whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the

entlre historic Scenlc Hllls), and it is unsightly and unsafe in urban areas wlth a potential

escalation in CSG mlnlng incldents and accldents associated with the more intense urban

activlty (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandallsm. The

consequent lmpact on land and house values for exlsting land and home owners may be

devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged to support

small buslness. Any devaluatlon by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods and life savings,

I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulatlons for CSG mining will ensure its

safe operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW, the Camden Gas

Prolect 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 lts licence

condilions, and the discovery of incldents that might not have been reported were it not for

community vigllance, such as the SuBarloaf well lncident ln May 2011 ln 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 ¡n general and to the South West in partlcular that

have not been adequately assessed. While AGt claims that lhe geology of the Sydney Basin is

well known, AGL's rationale for the constant modlfication of prior stages of the Camden Gas

Project seems to contradict thls, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it

does not know where the aqulfers here run To but probably Sydney Horbour. Potential impacts

on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL's proposal to run its 8as

gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to

Sydney's water, and are an abuse of publlc property for the benefit of prlvate 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 lnquiry. This does not Justify the rlsks

and potentlal 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 soclal licence to operate here.

I acknowledge that my name wlll appear on my submisslon when publicly exh¡b¡ted.

Yours sincerely

Name N\
\rsNl-¡,þq I \s{òil

t \òSù\c{lÈ >'€ \-s
Address

.€r \t
\- \ V¡VTS¡gneture VY

Oate



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

shashi sharma <Shashim.Sharma@uts.edu.au>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
11231201310:42 am
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 b-een 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,
shashi sharma



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Nikki Sharp <niksta_1 3@live.com.au>
< pla n_com ment@pl a n n i n g. nsw. gov. au>
21712013 11:57 pm
AGL Northern expansion of the Camden Gas Project 09_0048

To Whom it may concern
I am writing to you to OBJECT against the proposed project for the AGL Northern expansion of the
Camden Gas Project Application No. 09_0048.
Some of the reasons why I object against the proposed project are as follows:
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT including but not limited to:The effect of gas and polluting agents being
released into groundwater and watenrvays due to the method of fracking.Uncontrollable deviation of
water courses underground.Clearing of land and vegetation.Air pollution.Wastage of clean water to
frack which is then worthless.
HEALTH lMPACTKnown and unknown effects on humans and animals health.Livelihood of people
who are directly and indirectly affected by Coal Seam Gas Extraction and Fracturing.
For further facts and information on how humans health and the environment are being impacted,
please see the following for your interest:Four Corners episode: The Gas Rush
http://youtu.be/wCMcr2TuAg4Gasland : http:/iwww.gaslandthemovie.com/
Thank you taking this objection into consideration
RegardsNikki Sharp3/451 Willoughby RoadWILLOUGHBY NSW 2068



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

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 Ís a technologically-evolving industry whose ímpacts 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 lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2O!l 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. 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 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 (3'd December 2010) saîd that ímpacts may emerge over a long time
period. I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen probfems 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 2Ot1,85% 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 ín the proposed Stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this ís not entirely true since it has reserved the
right to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology beeomes available. The size of
the proposed well clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested

here. lt willtherefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and

propefi including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban properties.

I arn also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the
cumulatíve ímpact 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). AGIJs 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 Ín August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monitoring at íts
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years in breach of its e pt No.12003.

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

and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic
instability and inequity. lt 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 incídents and accidents associated with the more intense urban

activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potentíal 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 operatlon here. As the only commercially producÌng CSG field 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 evidenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its licence

conditions, and the discovery of incídents that might not have been reported were it not for
community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incídent 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 Ìs

well known, AGfs 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 Horbour. Potential impacts

on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGfs 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 NSWs gas from the Camden Gas Project according to
evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquÍry. This does not justiñ¡ the risks

and potential costs to the community, particularly since L50,000+ 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

Name
ß .,ruO.S € TTC .S ¡1e.s---¡ r¡

Address LÉR ((-n'.¡,+*¿G €-ri Ce Q.urs€ ,rSSG.:

Signature

Date
t8_ (.3.

?



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<colin.sheedy@optusnet.com.au>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw. gov.au>
11812013 5:22 pm
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048

[8/01/13]

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

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 0g 0048

[/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.

The process has been proven to be toxic to the environment.

The process hasn't been properly investigated.

Those politicians that are in favour of thís mining are in bed with the csG groups.

The gas is intended for overseas markets and will not be of value to Australia, other than

AGL and CSG companies.

Australia has gas reserves in abundance and do not need this type of mining to exist.

The scare tactics that are being used (we'll run out of gas if we don't act now is a LlE, a

Trait often evident in this government.

The valley in which Campbelltown sits is often inundated by smog from the city, it comes in and
settles here when the winds are right, having this extraction in and around Campbelltown will be
disastrous to the health of ALL the residents in the area, healthy and frail.

Campbelltown and the scenic hills DO NOT NEED OR WANT THIS CANCEROUS LESSTON ON
OUR LAND.

lF YOU WANT US GONE JUST DROP A NUCLEAR BOMB AND DO lT QUICK, because sure as hell
we will all suffer the likes of towns in Queensland, which are under the incessant attack by these
poisonous companies who are backed by a broke socialist ( communist ) government intent on
getting themselves more cash to pay for their failed government policies and like all communist
leaders, don't give a damn who they crush in the process.

Governments are supposed to represent the people, do their bidding help, support and protect them;
WELL, WHEN WILL THIS GOVERNMENT START DOING WHAT THE PEOPLE WANT.

TRASH THIS BASTARD OF A CONCEPT CALLED CSG AND GET OUT OF OUR LIVES.



WE THE PEOPLE OF CAMPBELLTOWN, LIKE MANY OTHER TOWNS IN AUSTRALIA

DO NOT WANT IT

Yours sincerely

C SHEEDY

Concerned resident



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

PCU04 0627

Depar tmr:nt oi Planninü

Rçc,ri'lec

i 0 ,Jirlr! ?tii

Dear Sir/Madam
$ca ri ti i iiç; i:ir;riin

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

I object to AGfs 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.scientífically fully researched and remain largely unknown. 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. 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. 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. 1-2003), 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 pafi 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 Natíonal Water Commission in íts

Position Statement (3'd 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, especia[[y where fracking has been used. As at
December 20L1,85% of the pr,oduction 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 will
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 experímental 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
cumulatíve impact of AGUs expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of
unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated with respiratory
probfems (NSW Environmental Protectíon Authority). AGL's past performance gives no

confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it can be managed ín the future,
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having admitted ín August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monitoring at íts

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 confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic

instability and inequity. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the Scenic Hills zonîng; 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 potentialfor vandalism, The

consequent ímpact 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 producÌng CSG fîeld 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 evídenced 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 Sydner/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 ís

well known, AGUs 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 Assocîation 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 publíc property for the benefit of private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Prolèct according to
evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House Inquiry. This does not justifli the risks

and potential costs to the community, partícularly since 150,000+ people already live and work
in the ímmediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially,

environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no socíal licence to operate here.

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

Yours sincerely

Name

Address
Ì¿

Signature fu"æ
Date //3



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

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 lnquiries 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 ínterest 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 whîle AGL has been

operating under an EnvÍronmental Protection Lícence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate inc¡dents 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 paíd for bythe industry are not independent Nor is any funded or co-

funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons shouJd have been learnt with

asbestos in Australia and wíth 'Big Tobacco' in the USA. The National Water Commission in its

Position Statement (3'd 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 Envíronment Australia claims that health ¡mpacts from CSG mining have not

been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross Uníversity in

Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 20LL,85% of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked
(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate mon¡tor¡ng of íts impacts on

water in particular. AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will

reduce the need for frackíng, but it seems that this ¡s not entirely true sînce 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.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the
cumulative impact of AGL's expansion into an areâ that already experiences incidents of

unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated w¡th respiratory
problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGfs 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 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. 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 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 onÍy commercially producîng 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-goíng 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
ailowed 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 wìll only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project according to

evídence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. 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. 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

Name ta
Address

()

Signature

Date ,7ç.i//t2



"Sqmple Submission no. I - AIL SUBURBS" prepored by Noretton Acfion Group
OUR OPPOSITION TO AGI CoqlSeom Gos Exponsion poge I of 2
t^€IEgEIilgNS - Use lhis only os o gu¡de -!Êw!j!e-!!-Wu!._swn_vts!.dt_- edil - odd your own ideos - mix ond moÍch
- cul ond posle - "quoîe" medío reporfs - READ DAILY 8, LOCAL NEWSPAPERS - express you feetîngs - o lillle
controlled onger is fine - gel your kids reseorchîng AGL ond COÁ¿ SEAM GAS FRAC,NG CHEMICA| S webs jtes ond
wriling submissions os well !! You con Íu¡n lhe fone of lhis somple submission up or down to suit yovr Ínessoge.
BE EARLY - OUR DEADLINE IS . FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2OI3

oF SAMPLE SUBMTSSTON ----------
EMAIL TO: plan comment@planninq.nsw.gov.au ,'without prejudice',
POST TO: THE DIRECTOR, MlNlNc AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING, GPO BOX 39, SYDNEY, NSW, 2()O1

Deor Direclor of Minino ond Induslrv Proiects NSW,
Reference: SUBMISSION OPPOSTNG AGt COAL SEAM GAS (AGt-CSc)

CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORIHERN EXPANSTON (Stoge 3)

Project Applicotion No. 09 0048
My fomily moved 1o..,... ...(SUBURB NAME) in 2005 for ïhe greot locotion, employment

opportunities ond o greot lifestyle for our 3 children. With o seleclion of new ond esloblished schools.
Compbelltown TAFE, the University of Western Sydney, lnduslriol Estoles, Employmenl Zones, Town Centres ond
Sporling Focililies close by it seemed o perfeci ploce to seltle down for lhe long-term ond roise o fomily.

Unforlunolely, my youngest son hos developed osfhmo since we moved here. We did not reolise thot fhe
oir quolily is deceptively poor - in foct, the worst polluted otmospheric Akshed in Greoter Sydney. lf we con't
breolhe here, we con'T live here. Air Quolily is the crilicol heolth issue for oll of us out here.

Recently we become owore of the proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seom Gos drilling, mining ond
'frocing' or 'fiocluring' under our homes, schools, workploces, foolboll fields, crickel ovols, leisure centres, our
community holls, our churches, our petrol stotions, our overheod bridges, open spoces ond colchmenl oreos.

lf we hod known cbout lhe AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoided the qreo cnd o g450,000 life{ime
mortgoge in o suburb destined for degroding ond devoluing. li doesn'T moke ony sense ot oll I

'Frocing' is ocluolly "FRACTURING" - breok¡ng ond crocking the sub-surfoce under us. AGL folsely
compores its 'fiocing' chemistry is to 'hormless' products on o loundry shelf, when in foct the reol chemicols in vost
quonlities ore highly volotile producing toxic goseous ond porliculote emissions to eqrlh, woter ond oir. AGL
Con$ultonls hove been grossly dishonest ond deceiÏful in their minimol description of 'frocing' processes.

Despile mlsleoding medio reports AGI-CSG will definilelv 'froc" under us. AGL's intentions qre very cleor ¡n
bolh their 2010 ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESMENT ot Chopler 4.2ond in the 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopfer 3.4.

We ore not ogcinsl mining ot oll. However, inTroducing ioxic ond dangerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our exisling permissible lond use zones of estoblished ond populoted communilies is totolly inoppropriole in
every respecf, ond obsolutely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols its foxic 'frocing' chemislry behind cloims of 'commerciol confidentiolity'. We do know thot
AGL use concentrqted ocids ond biocides omong o huge list of chemicol cocktoils triggering vololile chemicol
reoctions in cool ond sondstone seoms underneofh our homes qnd schools. The foct thot AGL will not disclose ils
'frocing loxicology' is obsolutely obsurd - o nightmore with disostrous heolth ond environmentol consequences.

Mining is the most occident riddled indusiry in Austrolio. Mixing mining ond untesled chemislry under our
homes os we sleep is o disoslrous formulc for moior crillcol incidenls. We don'T need lhe lhreot of disosler. tololly
'fiocing' our dreoms info nightmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofter busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minister Hozzqrd fully comprehend lhe potentìol implicclions of cumulotive long-term loxic
emissions io our eorth, our wqter ond breothing otmosphere? Hove your plonning experts fully onolysed AGL's
documents lo find the serious omissions qnd folse 'conceptuol modelling' promoled os occeptoble science ?

lf you proceed with AGL's proposol you will be opening the polhwoy for o mossive closs oction ogoinsf oll
the decision mokers, bock door deolers and promoters of this loxic ond hozordous industry.

We qre not your "westie lqb rots". we ore nol your experiment in 'sociol injustice' cnd socio-economic ond
environmentol degrodotion? Don't do it in onyones' bockyord. We know you'll never ollow ii in yours !

Threols lo Air Quolity ond heollh
o Well documented hisloric poor oir quolity ocross the 'projecl oreo' ond GreoterSouth Western Sydneyc Serious heollh risks including dromotic increoses in respirolory diseoses ond osthmo
o South Weslern Sydney olreody hqs the highest incidence of hospitol odmissions for osthmo. Dongerously incomplete physicol ond chemicol onolysis of Cool Seqm Gos 'frocing' processes
¡ Pofentiol for long term undetected goseous leoks forming toxic fugilive plumes in our breothing spoceo Risks of uncontrolloble toxic porticulote emissions to eorth, oir ond woter threotening our communities. Will the ICAC beloledly exomine the post polilicol mining coreers of suspect polificions os we choke in

AGL's neuro-toxins ond overcrowd the very limited heolth resources in Sydney's SouTh West?



Norellon Action Group "Somple Submission" Guide
Threols to Our Noturol Environmenl - Geology ond Hydrology

Poge 2 ol 2

Long lerm geologicol domoge to - drinking woter, woier oquifers, woter lobles, creek beds ond rivers
Contominotion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding lhe Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchment
Struciurql domoge to lhe Sydney Woter Supply Chonnel undermined by ot leost ó porollel drilling locctions
in our oreo ot CU02, CU0ó, CUl0, CUì4, CU20 and CtJ22- eoch wifh ó wells
Struclurol domoge fo built environmenls ond dongerous lond slip in o predominontly cloy sub soil
Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cfoy ond shole sub-structures cousing frocturing To gos pipes
lneversible domoge to notive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegetolion
Risks in woste monogemenl of by-products including neuro-toxin porticuloles in eorth, woter ond oir

Conhodictory ond lncompotible [ond Use Loyering
. Allowing legolly estoblíshed ond developed residenl¡ol, commerciol, educotionol ond recreotionol zonings

- oll funded by our rofes ond stotutory government Toxes - to be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o toxic ond dongerous mining industry

Unpredicloble Noise Dislurbonce - AGI-CSG Con$ullonts noise sludies ore lololly incompetenl
. lnodequote credible studies into 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heolth.. Foilure to ocknowledge long term reflecfed ond rodioted sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping disiurbonce

pollerns. neurologicol concerns given thol lhe humon perceplion of noise is six limes greoler ol night lime
Deeply Flowed Communily Consullqlion - locking Honesly, Openness ond Tronsporency
o AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environmentol Assessmeni - one ot Ccmden Council foyer ond one of

Compbelltown - ond withdrew the originol Environmentof Assessment October of 20l0 so thoi lhe
community could not compore the originol proposcil with the omended Moin Report Ocfober of 20l2o Positioning the exhibition period leoding into Chrislmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporotion for ihe holidoy seoson.

. Fqilure by AGL io occept lhoi mony people do nol hove occess to fhe internet, ond those who hove
inlernet occess would hove greot difficulty reoding o 3000 poge documenf on o computer screen

. Foilure by AGL lo provide complimenlory CDs of lheir proposol to residents upon request - o proctice of
previous proponenls of mojor projecls

e Poorly odvertised, ond consequently poorly otlended, informolion sessions ot which AGL speciolist
consulTonls could not onswer questions - but would moke noles

o A poorly designed AGL-CSG websiTe - o potluck toble of contenls, using oui-of-dole mops which do not
cleorly show lhe level of ufbon development, no index ond illogicol poge numbering

. Using only smqll section ond oul of dote mops so thot il is impossible to view the enormily of fhe whole
projecl when previous proponents hove provided fold oul A3 size mqps

. Foilure by AGL to show the 2,500 metre rodiius of eoch drilling footprinf under homes, schools ond creeks

. Using on unidentifloble AGL-CSG public relotions spokeswomon, unquclified in mine engineering, os lhe
fronl person quoted in doily popers while keeping fqceless "experts" in lhe nexl room

o The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE ICCC) does not odequotely represent lhe brooder
community ond fhot il does nof keep occuroie minutes ond report bock lo the brooder community

Polilicol Posluring ond Decision Moking Processes
. Concerns thot you, your government deportmenls, including Environment ond Heolth, hove not conied

out complete, professionol, expert ond independent onolysis of the AGL-CSG proposol
. Concerns thot the Premier in the medio hos olreody indicoted his opprovol for the AGL-CSG proposol pre-

empt¡ng the decision moking process by lhe PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (PAC) - o 'selecled'
ponel of "experls" to undertoke o "merit review" of lhe project

¡ ll doesn't help when Premier O'Forrell insulis us (SMH 7.7.13 poge 7 Ediloriol) by lriviolising drilling lines os
being the size of o "teocup" when in foct AGL stote in 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopler 4.3 lhol drilling vories
from l78mm to 2000mm in diometer in the 'fioclng' reoming process ond the lines ore up to 2,500 melres
long. There does not seem to be even o token seporotion between AGL ond some polilicions-

. li is not up to me, my fomily, or members of our community to prove thol AGL's Cool Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk To our locol life, heollh ond future. Comden Council, .the Stote Government's stotutory
outhorities, Ministers, Cobinel, Premier ond PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore the ultimote
conseniing outhorily, with o "duly of core" îo oll residents of Soulh Western Sydney. ll is your collective
responsibilily fo protect our heollh, living, leorning, working ond recreolionol environments.

. Politicions, AGL ond PAC Members do not hove on onti-sociol licence to degrode our fomity lifestyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon loft, our greyhound run, our veggie polch, our
so¡I, our woter, our oir ond the vitol future of our communilies.

do likewise. Could you pleose reply promplly, confirming lhol you hove received my (fomily) submission.

Yours Foithfully
Signolure(s)....
Full Nome(s) ..
Address.......r/..Q..

OUR DEADUNE lS - FRIDAY I FEBRUARY 2013 "zntríte eørlt), uríte often"
Copy q.nd pa.ss on.



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Margaret Sibbald <mmsibbald@hotmail.com>
<plan_comment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
112612013 9:09 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 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,
Margaret Sibbald



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Brett, Toni and Grace SlLLlS" <sillis3@bigpond.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw. gov.au >

217120139:24 pm
Submission on AGL's Northern Expansion

157 Macarthur Cct

Camden Park

NSW 2570

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 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 decliníng 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 frackìng.

- 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 securlty without the unacceptable
environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.



lo:

Mining and lndustry Projec'is

Depaftment of Planning

GPO Bo¡r 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001.

Dear Sir/Madarrr

Re: ear¡nden Gas ProjecË Stage 3, fnoject,Application 09 0048

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in Campbelltown
and Camden. The l<ey 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 unlcnouvn. This view

is supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper

House and Senate lnquíries inio Coal Seam Gas È'/lining in \ALI and by subsequent research

here and overseas. We have liad to rely on the indurstry lar m uch of our information when the
industry has a vested interest in the outcome. AGL is no different. lt claims that the Camden

Gas Projeci has been safely operating for 1-0 years. Yet we understand that impacts on
groundwater and air quaf ity have not been aciequately 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-investigaie incidents and self-report such thatv're do not
l<lrow whattrue impacts it rnay have had. Third parir¡ consultants and e:riernal lalooratories
-ihat are engaged and paid for by the indusiry 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' ín ihe USA. The Naiional Water Commission in its

Posiiion Statenrent (3'd Decenrb er ZOLOI said that impacts may emerge over a long time
period. I arn deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen problenrs will be borne b1r the
community and taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. Thís is grossly irresponsible.

Doctors for the Environment Australia claíms that health ¡mpacts from CSG mining have not
been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University în

Tara) and overseas is deeply concerningf especíally where fracl<ing has been used, As at

December 20LL,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 will

reduce the need for fracl<ing, but it seems that this is not entirely irue since it has reserved the
right to frack these wells in the future if/when ihe technology becomes available, The size of
the proposed well clusters and any fraclcing of horizontal wells are both new and untested

here. It will therefore be entire{y experimental with unlcnown 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 experíences incidents of
unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozotre 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 admirÏed in August this year that it had not conducted contínuous air monitoring at its

Rosalind Parl< Gas Treatment Plant for three years in breach of its EPL No.1-2003.

Allovuíng CSG nrining ín areas'¡hat are not zoned for heavy industry undermînes zoning controls

and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic

instability and inequity. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been

protectec,l by the Scenic Hills zoning; Ít will place undue bulrden on small rural allotments

whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of ihe
ent¡re historic Scenic Hills), and it is unsíghtly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential

escalation in CSG mining inciden'ts and accidents associated w¡th the more intense url¡an

actitritV (traffic, people etc,), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The

consequent impaci on land and house r'ralues for existing land and home owners may be

devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged to support
snrall business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods and Iife savings.

I do not believe that the NSW Government's nevu regulations for CSG mining will ensure its

safe operation here, As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW, the Camden Gqs

Project has already been operating under consent conditions. Yet the NSW Government lras

not been able to ensure conrpliance, as evidenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its licence

conditions, and the discovery of incidents that mighi not have been repofted v,rere it not for
comnrunîty vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May 20LLin Menangle that
allowed well contents to drift over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen A.lpine houses

The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water ín general and io the South West in particufar that
have noi been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Bøsin is

well known, AGL's rationale for the constant modificaiion of prior stages of the Camden Gas

Projeci seems to contradict this, as does its admission to ihe Scenic Hills Association that it
does not l<now where the aquifers here run to bui probably Sydney llarbour. 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 t'vill continue to produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project according

to evidence it gave under oaih at'che NSW Upper House lnquiry. The risl<s and potential costs

to the community do not justify this, 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,

environmentalfy 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

Name l,jtJilz to 'i!n)tùtt¿

Address i'?Q çì&tr:,L¿t ni
i¿ú ,2nLi

SEgnature

Date 'irotuf, 
t¿



Camden Gas Proiect Stage 3, Northern Expansion

AGL Energy Ltd (AGL) has applied to the NSW Minister
for Planning (Project Application 09_0048) to put up to
66 coalseam gas (CSG) wells across Campbelltown's
Scenic Hills from Denham Court in the North to Mount
Annan in the South, and into Camden's newest
suburbs,..and this is just the beginning: storage tanks,
lateral wells that run for up to 2.5 kms under the
surrounding Sydney suburbs, well sites joined by
pipelines and access roads for industrial rigs and trucks
carrying contaminated waste water and chemicals
leading into residential streets and roads. A gas

treatment plant may still be built.

The Scenic Hills Today: horses, historic 1830's
Charles Sturt dams and Carmelite Monastery.

What is this madness?

o The Sceníc Hills are zoned Environmental Protection
(Scenic). Extractíve industries and mines are
prohibíted under the zoning. Religlous communities
of nuns and friars, small rural-residential holders,
recreational establishments and farmers set up
here believing their rural tranquillity was protected.
Yet NSW legislation allows AGL to ignore this and
treat the area as if it was zoned for heavy industry.

o Approximately L50,000 people live in the area with
plans to expand the local region to 500,000 taking
much of Sydney's planned population growth.

o AGL already has a Petroleum Production Leøse (PPL)

within the Sydney area as far north as Raby Road.

o lts Petroleum Exploration Licence (PEL2) allows it to
go even further, exploring for coal seam gas across
Sydney's outer western suburbs from
Campbelltown to the Hills District in the north.

o And it doesn't stop there...AGl says it does not
know where the aquifers in this area flow to but
'proba bly Sydney Harbour'.

STOP AGF,'s COA,H, SHAVf, GAS FËEilÐ
CAßf, PB E[,H,TTWh[ & CAIVf, D EhI

November 201_2

Tell the NSW Department of Planning you won't
support this.

AGL produces 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas

Project. This is sustained by the addition of new wells,
now spreading into Sydney. ls this worth the risks?

o lt will 'industrialise' our much loved Hills...our
suburbs, our 'Centennial Park'.

o AGL's main gas gathering pipeline will run beside
the Upper Canal that supplies water to Sydney.

o AGL will use 'fracking' to release the gas (while the
NSW Government refuses to release the report of
the Chief Scientist into its safety).

o Land & house values may be at risk.
o The National Water Commission has warned about

the cumulative impact of CSG extraction.
n The NationalToxics Networh says many of the

chemicals used in drilling and fracking' are not
approved for safe usage.

o Doctors for the Environment says health impacts
from CSG extract¡on have not been assessed.

ø Accidents happen:

AGL's gas well 'incident'at Menangle May 2011

The Camden Gas Proiect, operated first by Sydney

Gas and then AGL, has been producíng gas on Sydney's
urban fringe for 10 years...but did you know...?

o There has been non-compliance with licence
conditions of the Camden Gas Projects'
Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No 12003) in
each year since it was issued in 2004.

o Full impacts on groundwater in prior stages of the
project are unknown due to the minimal level of
data provided by AGL in its Annual Environmental
Performance Reports (Mudd, 201.0), a claimed
breach of its PEL2 & PPLs (Potts, 20i_1),

e ln August AGL admÌtted it had failed to conduct
continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas

Treatment Plant for 3 years in breach of its EPL,

now the subject of an investigation by the EPA.

You have untÍl 1-8tt December ZOLZto make a submÍssion to the NSW Department of Planning on AGL's
application for Stage 3. Visitthe "Issues" page of ourwebsite for more information.

Scenic F{ills Associatnoil wehsite:
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

J Simmons <thegreatmaharaj@hotmail.com>
<pla n_com ment@pla n n i n g. nsw. gov.au>
21812013 8:33 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: Galway Cresent Metford NSW 2323

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,
J Simmons



From: Jelena Simunovic <jsimunovic@nswtf.org.au>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 21812013 6:29 pm
Subject: SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGAL COAL SEAM GAS (AGL-CSG) CAMDEN GAS
pRoJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSTON (STAGE 3)

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW

I am extremely concerned that Coal seam gas (CSG) companies are moving
into the suburbs of Sydney, posing risks to our water supplies, our
families' health and also house prices.

The risks of uncontrollable toxic particulate emissions to earth, air
and water threatening our community here in Camden or anywhere else for
that matter is unacceptable.

The threats to our natural environment particularly water impacts not
only us but can cause irreversible damage to native flora, fauna, soil
and vegetation.

The potentialfor long term undetected gaseous leaks forming toxic
fugitive plumes in our breathing space not to mention dangerously
incomplete physical and chemical analysis of Coal Seam Gas 'fracing'

processes are truly frightening.

I am also extremely disappointed by the lack of community consultation
which lacks honesty, openness and transparency. One point I would like
to comment on in relation to this is that the AGL-CSG Community
Consultative Committee (CCC) does not adequately represent the broader
community and that it does not keep accurate minutes and report back to
the broader community.

I totally oppose the entire AGL-CSG Camden expansion proposal and expect
that all consenting authorities do likewise.

Could you please reply promptly confirming that you have received my
submission.

Yours sincerely



Jelena Simunovic

21 Brigalow Avenue

CAMDEN SOUTH NSW 2570



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Con Sismanis <csismsnis@mac.com>
<plan_com ment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
112712013 8:46 am
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 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,
Con Sismanis



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

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-evolvíng índustry whose impacts have not
been independently and scientifícally fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Míning in 2OtL 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 L0 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. L2003), ¡t 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 Índustry. 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 (3'd 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. bySouthern Cross University in
Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 201L,85% of the productíon wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked
(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of its ímpacts on
water Ín 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. lt 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 ímpact 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). AGf 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 ín August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monítoring 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 confidence in the planning process, and createssevere land use conflicts, economic
instability and inequity. lt wíll disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the Sceníc Hills zoning; it wilf place undue burden on small rural allotments
whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survivat of the
entire historic Scenic Hills), and ít 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 istheir largest asset and ís often leveraged to support
small busíness. 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 incidentsthat might not have been reported were it notfor
community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incídent 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 ín general and to the South West in particularthat
have not been adequately assessecl. 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 contradìct this, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquifers here run to but probobly Sydney Harbour. potent¡at impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL's proposalto run its gas
gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canalon 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 accordíng to
evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. This does not justify the risks
and potential costs to the community, particularly sÍnce L5O,0O0+ people already live and work
in the immediate affected area, and this is ín 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

Name Õ.:c\ Íjr *,, ct,. I
Address -[ 

\.¡ cr .-., o- C tca'a RC:g.-r-1¿.j^¿.-^ O VJ

Signature

Date l'¿



From:
To:
Date:
Subject

Lesley Smart <Lsmart2000@hotmail.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
2171201310:12 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: 16 jacket drive, Camden park nsw

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.

Yours sincerely,
Lesley Smart



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Tanya Smart <tanya.smart@det. nsw.edu.au >
<plan_com ment@plan nin g. nsw. gov.au>
21812013 7:53 am
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
permrssron.

- 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,
Tanya Smart



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Janine Smith <janezbookkeeping@gmail.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
21812013 9:28 am
AGL proposed gas wells in Camden/Campbelltown Area

Dear Sir/Madam,

As a resident of the Camden Shire, I object to the AGL proposed gas wells
for the Camden/Campbelltown area.

After watching a documentary called Gaslands on SBS last night on the US
gas wells, the drilling of these types of gas wells and storage tanks would
be an abomination, especially in such a highly populated area. lt is a
proven fact that the drilling of these wells cause contamination of the
surrounding water supplies.

Water wells tested in Pennsylvania show the presence of the following
metals:

- aluminum
- copper
- silicon
- lithium
- molybdenum
- zinc
- nickel
- cobalt
- titanium
- boron

ln addition, the following volatile organic compounds commonly used in the
Fracking process were also found in wells and not reported:

- acetone
- chloroform
- T-butyl alcohol

The chemicals used in Fracking, causes monumental health problems for the
local citizens. Once our watenruays become contaminated the local
birdlife, fish etc who rely on the watenrvays die. Once our drinking water
supplies become contaminated, where are we to go for drinking water? These
are the consequences that AGL will not take responsibility for and the
local citizens will have to live through. Once these problems arise, the
local citizens have no where to go, property values will decline at an
alarming rate and once this happens it will be almost impossible to sell
and move to a safe neighbourhood.

With all the evidence showing this type of gas mining is detrimental to the
health of the local citizens, waterways and environment, why would you even
contemplate allowíng AGL a licence to decimate a highly populated area and
risk the health of everyone who lives in the area, which amounts to
hundreds of thousands of people.

I'm an not against mining in any form, however all types of mining must
take place away from the water catchment areas, food producing areas and
highly populated areas.

Australia is a large country with vast expanses of uninhabited areas in the
centre of Australia, where this type of gas mining would not impact



adversely.

PLEASE LET COMMONSENSE PREVAIL AND SAY *NO* TO AGL'S LICENSE TO DRILL FOR
GAS lN THE CAMDEN/OAMPBELLTOWN AREA



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Christine Sm ith <chris.cynthia49@gmail.com>
<plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
218120132:23 pm
No gas mining

We are objecting strongly to the gas mining in our Camden area. After
watching the program on SBS on gasland in America this is shocking by all
accounts to what can happen. Camden does have its problems due to the fact
we are in a basin and children have more asthma than most areas of Sydney.
We move to this area 20 plus years ago for a quiet peaceful life, further
mining would truly impacted on the quality of life in our beautiful
Camden. This can not happen it has been proven it gets into the water ways
and this would kill the river here and pollute the drinking water.

*Jim & Christine Smith *
*Camden Park.*



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Lesley Smith <lesleysmith4T@gmail.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw. gov.au>
112412013 2:13 pm
Submission opposing AGL coal seam gas

Re: AGL-CSG
Submission opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas - Camden Gas Project Northern

Expansion - Stage 3
Project Application No. 09_0048

ln 1985 my family of 4, 2 children, husband and myself moved to Camden from
Campbelltown for a quality of life that we were unable to experience in
Campbelltown due to many undesirable government inspired socialfactors.
My children were enrolled at Mawarra public school and I enrolled myself at
Campbelltown TAFE to complete several courses that I believed would help me
in later life. We had found our "mecca"...Camden being a haven with plans
for light industry, great shopping, sporting fields provided, employment
and a beautiful rural countryside where we knew we could live for the rest
of our lives.
I became aware (through bureau of meteorology and with the proposed plans
for Badgerys Creek airport) of the importance of air quality in our "basin"
and quickly realised and learned that already we displayed the worst
polluted atmosphere in Greater Sydney. We became visually aware already of
the pollution in our pocket of paradise.
I used to own shares in Sydney Gas, and it was my attendance at their (l
think) Extraordinary General Meeting in Bridge Street Sydney that lfound
out that Sydney Gas was planning unbelievably huge expansion throughout
Australia. Already there were some gas wells in Camden, which in those
days, because of my shareholding, I was happy to support. I knew that
"fracing" was being performed as I had a friend who worked in an industry
that physically supported the practice. She convinced me that fracing was
safe,
Since that meeting that I attended I have followed the progress of Sydney
Gas through newpaper and radio reporting and am increasingly concerned
about the practices and proposed expansion of (Sydney Gas) AGL Camden Gas
Project northern expansion, Stage 3.
I am concerned for the fact that this fracing will be conducted under
homes, schools and workplaces, playinhg fields, leisure centres and all
buildings of all descriptions in our area, as well as open spaces and in
particular WATER CATCHMENT AREAS.
I WOULD LIKE YOU TO PROVIDE ME WITH A LIST OF *ALL -CHEMICALS AND OTHER
PRODUCTS THAT ARE USED IN THE FRACING PROCESS.
I believe that AGL's intentions are clear and misleading at the same time.
*l believe that despite misleading media reports, AGL-CSG will definitely
frac under us.
We are not against mining at all BUT introducing **toxic and dangerous AGL
Coal Seam Gas mining under our existing permissible land use zones of
established and populated communities is TOTALLY INAPPROPRIATE lN EVERY
RESPECT, and quite frankly absolutely beyond our belief.
My objections to this project are also based on the fact of threats to our
natural environment, being both geology and hydrology.
Also the deeply flawed community consultation which totally lacked honesty,
openness and transparency.
There is also the concern regarding unpredictable noise disturbance.
I am hoping you will accept my abbreviated submission which states that I

totally oppose the whole entire AGL-CSG Camden Expansion proposal and I

expect that all consenting authorities do likewise.
I would appreciate an early reply to my emailed submission.
Yours faithfully
Lesley Smith



62 Harrington Street
Elderslie, 2570.



Koren Oliver ond Roberl Smiïh

1ó Edword Howeplace

Narellon Vole NSW 2b67

251h Jonuary 2013

Deor Direcfor of Mining ond fndustry Projects NSW

Reference: Submission Opposíng AGL Cool Seom 6as (A6L-CSG)

Comden 6os Project - Northern Exponsion (Sfoge 3)

PROJECT APPLICATION No 09 0048

We write to you ro exPress our grove concerns ond ToTol opposítion Io the AGL 6os exponsion in lhe Comden

We hove enjoyed living in this community f or over 20 yeors, The lif estyle, focilities ond business opporfunities
hove enobled us to live o happy, heolthy life. It concerns us greotly thql our oreo will be so odversely offectød
by the AGL exponsion. We ore porticulorly concerned obout the environmentol, heolth ond economic ef f ecls the
drilling, ond frocing process will hove.

Wefeel lhot the communily consultotion process hss locked honesly, openness ond tnonsporency. providing

limited copies of the Environmenfol Assessment mode it difficult to qccess. Added to this the exhibition wos
timed over Christmos when my fomily wos owoy. The lock of defoil, ond using smoll scole mops did not show th¿
rtuøexlenl of rhe2,Sojmefre drilling rodius underneqth our home, schools ond creeks. lhis is misleoding.

The lhreot to our heolth ond cir guolity is olorming. Air gucilily is criticol for oll of us. The serious heolth risks
ossocioTed with the exponsion ore unocceploble. Potentiol for long term undetecl¿d gosøous leoks forming toxic
fugi'tive plumes in our breolhing spoce is likely to exocerïoteond couse respirotory diseoses.

W e ore concerned obout the long lerm geologícal domage to our drinking wot e? , walet ogu if ers, woter tob les,
creeks ond rivers. The contominolion of locol creeks ond rivers will impoct odversely on lhe greoler cotchment
oreo.lhe slructurol domage thot could occur to the Sydnøy Woter Supply Chonnel undermined by ot leost ó
porollel drilling locofions, is frought wilh dongerous consequences fo fhe communily. The irrøversible domoge
coused fo the floro ond founo, soil ond vegetation in the oreo is disturbing. The flow on effecl lhot destroying
our environmenï, oir guolify, heolth ond lifestyle will hov¿ on us, qnd the volue of our property, is totolly
unocceploble.

ft concerns us thot you, your governmenl deportmenls, including Environment ond Heqlth, hove noT corried out
complete, professionol, expert ond independent onolysis of |he AGL-CS6 pnoposol. Comden council, the Stote
Government's stotutory oufhorilies, Ministers, Cobinet, the Premier ond ihe Plonning Assessment Comrnission
Ponel ore the ultimoTe consenting outhorify ond oll hove o duty of core to prolect my fomily and oll residents of
South West Sydney.

We totolly oppose fhe entire AGL-CSG Camden exponsion proposol ond expect thot oll consenting outhoríties do
likewise could you pleose reply promptly, confirming thot you hove receíved our submission?

Yours foithfully

PCU041 073

Deparlment of Planning
I re tìaji\ii'l

J O JAN 2O1J

Scanninq lioonr



To:

Mining and lndustry projects

Department of planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001.

DearSir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas project Stage 3, project Application 09 004g

I object to Aclls project application 09-0048 to míne for coalseam gas (csc) in campbelltown
and Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.

I am concerned that csG minÍng ís a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have notbeen independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. Thís view
ís supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW upper
House and senate lnquiries into coal seam Gas MinÍng inZoLland by subsequent research
here and overseas' we have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when theÍndustry 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 aír quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been
operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EpL No, Lzo03),it has been allowed toself-monÍtor its compliance, self-investigate íncídents 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 índustry. These lessons should have been learnt with
asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the usA. The National water commission in ÍtsPosition statement (3'd December 20L0) said that impacts may emerge over a fong timeperiod' I am deepfy 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 Australía claims that health impacts from cSG mÍning have not
been assessed' Prelíminary research from Queensland (e.g. by southern cross university Ín
Tara) and o\/erseas is deepry concerning, especiaily where fracking has been used. As at
December 20Lt,85% of the production wells in the camden Gas project had been fracked
(evidence from the NSW upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of íts impacts onwater in particular. AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed stage 3 wÍll
reduce the need for frackíng, but ít seems that thís is not entirely true since ít has reserved theright to frack these wef ls in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size ofthe proposed well clusters and any fracking of horizontar wells are both new and untested
here' lt willtherefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health andproperty including the possibirity of subsidence under so many urban properties.

l am also concerned about evídence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the
cumulative ímpact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of
unacceptable fevels of air pof lution (ozone and fine particles) assocÍated with respiratory
problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGIJs past performance glves no
confídence that it has not already contríbuted to this or that it can be managed in the future,
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having admitted in August this year that Ít had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment plant for three years ín breach of its EpL No.i_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 conflícts, economíc
instabilíty and inequity. lt 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 unslghtly and unsafe ín urban areas with a potentíal
escalation Ín CSG mining incidents and accidents associated wíth the more intense urban
activity (traffíc, 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 ís 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 operatíng under consent conditions. yet the NSW Government has
not been able to ensure compliance, as evidenced by on-goíng breaches by AGL of its licence
conditions, and the díscovery of incidents that míght not have been reported were ít not for
community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incídent in May 2011 Ín 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. whíle AGL claims that the geology of the sydney Bosin is
well known, AGL's rationale for the constant modifícation of prior stages of the camden Gas
Project seems to contradict this, as does íts admission to the scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquifers here run to but probobty sydney Harbour. potential impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water catchmen! and AGL's proposalto run íts gas
gatheríng pipeline afong sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of publíc propertyforthe benefit of private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the camden Gas project according to
evidence ít gave under oath at the NSW upper House lnquiry. This does not justífy the risks
and potent¡al costs to the communíty, particularly since L50,000+ people already live and work
ín the immediate affected area, and thís îs in Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially,
environmentally and economícally unjustîfíed, and has no social licence to operate here.

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

Yours sincerely

Name /t/ 30 ,4 t/'
Address

.4¿.¿/'Z'7

5-ó 0
Signature

Date 7,t



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001.

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, project Application 09_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 objectíon are stated below.

f am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not
been índependently and scientifically fully researcheC ancl remain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Miníng in 2}tl 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. 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. 12OO3l, it has been allowed to
self-monitor its complíance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not
know what true impacts it may have hacl. 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 ¡n Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA. The National Water Commission ín its
PosÍtion Statement (3'd 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. Prelíminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University in
Tara) and overseas ís deeply concerníng, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 201"1,85% 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 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. lt 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 experíences 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 contríbuted 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 íts
Rosalínd Park Gas Treatment plant for three years in breach of lts EpL No.i.2003.

Allowing csG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls
and confídence ín the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic
instability and inequity. ft will disrupt religíous communities whose vocatíons have so far been
protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; ít 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 ít is unsíghtlyand unsafe in urban areaswith a potential
escalation in csG míning íncidents and accidents associated wíth the more intense urban
activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potentialforvandalism. 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 Iífe savings.

I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for csG miníng 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 conditíons, yet the NSW Government has
not been able to ensure compliance, as evídenced by on-goíng 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 2ol1,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 ¡n general and to the south west in particular that
have not been adequately assessed. whÍle 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 aquífers here run to but probably sydney Harbour.potential impacts
on sydney Harbour, on the nearby sydney water catchmen! and AGUs 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 wíll only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the camden Gas project according to
evidence ít gave under oath at the NSW upper House lnquiry. This does not justífli the risks
and potential costs to the community, particularly sínce L50,000+ 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 unjustífÍed, and has no social licence to operate here.

I acknowledge that my name wiil appear on my submíssion when pubrÍcry exhibited.

Yours sincerely

Name
l4

Address

Signature
/

Date h-



To:

Miníng and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, project Application 09 O04g

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 miníng is a technologically-evolving industry whose ímpacts have not
been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professional organisations and academÍcs in evidence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2}Itand by subsequent research
here a nd overseas. We have had to rely on the industry for much of our ínformation when the
índustry has a vested interest in the outcome. AGL is no dífferent. 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 aclequately monitored, and while AGL has been
operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 1-2003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-repoñ such that we do not
know what true impacts ít may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories
that are engaged and paíd 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 (3'd Decembe r 2o1o) 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 ís grossly irresponsible.

Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG minÍng have not
been assessed. preliminary research from eueensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University in
Tara) and overseas is deeply concerníng, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 2011',85% of the production wetls 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 will
reduce the need forfracking, but it seems that this is not entirely true since it has rese¡ved the
right to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of
the proposed well clusters ancJ 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 possibitity of subsidence under so many urban properties.

I am also concerned about evidence from eueensland 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 fíne partícles)associated with respiratory
problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authoríty). AGfs past performance gives no
confidence that it has not already contributed to thís or that ít can be managed in the future,



2

having admitted in August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monitoríng 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 confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic
instabílity and inequity. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the scenic Hills zoning; ít will place undue burden on small rural allotments
whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survivat of the
entire historicscenic Hills), and it is unsightlyand unsafe in urban areaswith a potential
escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents associated with the more íntense urban
activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalísm. 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 condítions. yet the NSW Government has
not been able to ensure compliance, as evidenced by on-going breaches by AGL of íts licence
condítions, and the discovery of incidents that might not have been reported were it not for
community vígilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May 20i.1- in Menangle that
allowed well contents to drift over sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.

The proposal poses risl<s 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 modífícation of prior stages of the camden Gas
Project seems to contradict thÎs, as does íts admission to the Scenic Hills Associatíon that it
does not l<now where the aquifers here run to but probabty Sydney Harbour. potential impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGfs 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 propertyforthe benefít of private învestors.

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 lnquíry. This does not justifli the risks
and potential costs to the communitç particularly since 1-50,000+ people already live and work
in the immediate affected area, and this is in sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially,
environmentaf ly 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

Name

Address

6
Signature

Date 3a \



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Jeffrey Spargo <spargo.jeff@gmail.com >
<pla n_com ment@plan ning. nsw.gov.au>
21712013 B:21 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 dealwith 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.

- lt is my will that CSG aka fracking stop immediately

- lt is my will that the politicians that support and refuse to stop CSG are wholly accountable and all
their estates be liquidated to repair the damage caused to untold generations of Australians by CSG
contamination of underground water tables including the great artesian basin. I also submit that their
family trees be followed and assets of relatives be liquidated to repair said water tables until the
damge has been repaired.

Yours sincerely,
Jeffrey Spargo
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,NSIEggLoxS - Use this only os o guide -rcuryleJllout-own-vusls-- edit - odd you¡ own ideos - mix ond molch
- cut ond posle - "quofe" medio reporfs - READ DAILY a LOCAL NEWSPAPERS - express your feet¡ngs - o lîllle
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---START OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION .-.-------
EMAIL To: plan-comment(@planninq.nsw.gov.au "without prejudice"
POST TO: THE DIRECTOR, MINING AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING, GPO BOX 39, SYDNEY, NSW, 2OO1

DÊor Direclor of Minino ond lnduslry Proiecls NSW.
Reference r SUBMISSION OPPOSTNG AcL COAL SEAM GAS (Act.CSG)

CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSTON (Stoge 3)
Project Applicotion No. 09 0048

My fomily moved io...... ...(SUBURB NAME) in 2OO5 for the greol locofion, employment
opportuníties ond o greoi lifestyle for our 3 chiidren. With o selection of new ond esfoblished schools,
Compbelllown TAFE, the University of Western Sydney, lndusiriol Estotes, Employment Zones, Town Cenlres ond
Sporling Focil¡Ìies close by it seemed o perfect ploce to settle down for the iongJerm ond roise o fomily.

Unforlunolely. my youngest son hos developed oslhmo since we moved here. We did not reolise fhot lhe
oh quolily is deceplively poor - in foci, lhe worst polluted otmospheric Alrshed in Greoler Sydney. lf we con't
breolhe here, we con't live here. Air Quol¡ly is the criticol heotth issue for oll of us out here.

Recently we become owore of the proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seom Gos drilling, mining ond
'frocing' or 'fiocluring' under our homes, schools, workploces, footboll fields, cricket ovols. leisure centres, our
community hoils, our churches, our petrol stoiions, our overheod bridges, open spoces ond cofchment oreos.

lf we hod known oboul the AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoided the oreo ond o g450,000 lifeJime
mortgoge in o suburb destined for degroding ond devoluing. lt doesn'l moke ony sense ot qll I

'Frocing' is octuolly "FRACTURING" - breoking ond crocking the sub-surfqce under us. AGL folsely
compores its 'froclng' chemisfry is to 'hormless' products on o loundry shelf, when in foci lhe reol chemicols in vqst
quontities ore highly vololile producing loxic goseous ond porticuloie emissions to eorlh, woter ond oir. AGL
Con$ullonts hove been grossly dishonest ond deceitful in lheir minimol description of 'frocing' processes.

Despite misleoding medio reports AGI-CSG will definitely'froc" under us. AG['s inlentions ore very cleor in
bolhtheir20l0ENV|RONMENTALASSESMENTot Chopler4.2ondinlhe20l2MAlNREPORTotChopter3.4.

We ore not ogoinst mining ol oll. However, introducing loxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our exisling permissible lond use zones of estoblished ond populoted communilies is lotolly inoppropriote in
every respect, ond obsolulely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols ils toxic 'fiocing' chemistry behind cloims of 'commerc¡ol confidenliolity'. We do know ihot
AGL use concentroted ocids ond biocides omong o huge list of chemicol cocktoils triggering volotile chemicol
reoctions in cool ond sondstone seoms underneolh our homes ond schools. The foct thot AGL will not disclose its
'frocing toxicology'is obsolutely obsurd - o nightmore with disoslrous heolth ond environmenfol consequences.

Mining is lhe most occidenl riddled indusiry in Auslrolio. Mixing mining ond untesled chemisfry under our
homes os we sleep is o disoslrous formulo for mojor crilicol incidents. We don't need the threot of disoster, lololly
'fiocing' our dreoms inlo nightmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofter busy doys oT school ond work.

Do you ond Minister Hazord fully comprehend lhe potenliol implicolions of cumulotive long-lerm toxic
emissions to our eorth, our woter ond breothing olmosphere? Hove your plonning experls fulfy onolysed AGL,5
documents to find the serious omissions ond folse 'concepluol modelling' promoied os occeploble science ?

cose lo exoond toxic mininq under metroooliton Svdnev?
lf you proceed with AGL's proposol you will be opening fhe polhwoy for o mqssive closs oclion ogoinst ofl

the decision mokers, bqck door deolers ond promoters of Ihis toxic ond hozordous industry.
We ore not your "weslie lob rols". We ore nol your experimeni in 'sociol injuslice' ond socio-economic ond

environmentol degrodofion? Don't do it in onyones' bockyord. We know you'll never ollow it in yours I

Threots lo Air Quolity ond heolth
. Well documented hisioric poor oir quoliTy ocross ihe 'projecl oreo' ond Greoler South Western Sydney. Serious heollh risks including drqmotic increoses in respirotory diseoses ond osihmo. Soulh Western Sydney olreody hos lhe highesT incidence of hospitol odmissions for osthmo. Dongerously incomplete physicol ond chemicol onolysis of Coql Seom Gos 'fiocing' processes
¡ Potentiol for long term undetected goseous leoks forming loxic fugitive plumes in our breofhing spoce. Risks of unconlrolloble toxic porticuìofe emissions lo eorth, oir ond woler lhreotening our communities¡ Will the ICAC belotedly exomine the post politicol mining coreers of suspect politicions os we choke in

AGL's neuro-toxins ond overcrowd lhe very limifed heollh resources in Sydney's South West?



Norellon Action Group "Somple Submission" Guide Page 2 of 2
Threots lo Our Noturol Environmenl - Geology ond Hydrology
. Long term geologicol domoge to - drinking woler, woter oquifers. woter tobles, creek beds ond tiversn Contominoiion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding ihe Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchmenl
o Structurol domoge lo lhe Sydney WoterSupply Chonnel undermined by ol leost ó porollel drilling locotions

in our oreo of CU02, CU06, CUl0, CUl4, CU20 ond CU22 - eoch with ó wells
. Structurol domoge to built environments ond dongerous lond slip in o predominontly cloy sub soil
. Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-structures cousing frocturing to gos pipes
c lrreversible domoge to notive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegeiotion
. Risks in wosle mqnogement of by-products including neuro-toxin porticulotes in eorth, woler ond oir
Conlrodictory ond lncompofible lqnd Use Loyering
o Allowing legolly esioblished ond developed residenliol, commerciol, educolionol ond recreotionol zonings

- oll funded by our rotes ond sfolulory government toxes - to be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o toxic ond dongerous mining induslry

Unpredicloble Noise Dlsturbqnce - AGL-CSG Con$ullonts noise sludles ore tololly incompetenl
. lnodequoie credible studies inio 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heolth.. Foilure to ocknowledge long lerm reflecled ond rodioted sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping disturbonce

potterns, neurologicol concerns given thol lhe humon perception of noise ìs six Times greoter ol night time
Deeply Flowed Communify Consultotion - Locking Honesty, Openness ond Tronsporency. AGL provided only 2 copies of lhe Environmentol Assessmenl - one oi Comden Council foyer ond one ot

Compbelltown - qnd withdrew the originol Environmenlol Assessment October of 2010 so thot fhe
community could not compore the orig¡nol proposol with lhe omended Moin Report Oclober of 20I2

" Posilioning ihe exhibition period leoding inlo Christmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporotion for fhe holidoy seoson.

. Foilure by AGL lo occepT lhot mony people do not hove occess to the inlernel, ond those who hove
iniernet occess would hove greol difficully reoding o 3OO0 poge document on o computer screenn Foilure by AGL to provide complimentory CDs of lheir proposol to residents upon requesl - o proctice of
previous proponenis of mojor projects

. Poofy odvertised, ond consequently poorly oÌtended, informotion sessions of which AGL speciolist
consullonts could not onswer quesfions - but would moke noies

" A pooly designed AGL-CSG websife - o polluck loble of contents, using out-of-doie mops which do not
cleorly show the level of urbqn development, no ¡ndex ond illogicol poge numbering

o Using only smoll section ond ouf of dofe mops so thol it is impossible to view the enormity of fhe whole
projecl when previous proponenTs hove provided fold out A3 size mops

. Foilure by AGL to show the 2,500 metre rodiius of eoch drilling footprint under homes, schools ond creeks. Using on unidenTifioble AGL-CSG public relotions spokeswomon, unquolified in mine engineer¡ng, os the
front person quoted in doily popers while keeping foceless "experts" in the next room

. The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE ICCC) does not odequotely represenl the brooder
community ond lhot it does nol keep occurote minutes ond report bock to the brooder communiïy

Polilicol Posturing ond Decision Moking Processes
. Concerns thot you, your governmenl deportments, including Environmenl ond Heollh, hove not conied

out complete, professionol, expert ond independent onolysis of lhe AGL-CSG proposol
. Concerns thot the Premier in the medio hos olreody indicoled his opprovol for the AGL-CSG proposol pre-

empting the decision moking process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (PAC) - o 'selected'
pcnel of "experts" to undertoke o "meril review" of lhe proleci

" lt doesn't help when Premier O'Forrell insults us (SMH 7.7.13 poge 7 Editoriol) by lriviolising drilling lines os
being ihe size of o "leocup" when in foct AGL stote in 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopler 4.3 thot drilling vories
from l78mm to 2000mm in diameter in lhe 'froeing' reoming process ond the lines ore up to 2,500 metres
long. There does not seem lo be even o loken seporotion belween AGL ond some politicions.

o lt is not up 1o me, my fomily, or members of our community to prove thot AGL's Cool Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk to our locol life, heollh ond future. Comden Council, the Stote Government's sloluiory
oufhorities, Ministers, Cobinet, Premier ond PLANNING ASSESSMENI COMMISSION ponel ore the ullimote
consenting oufhority, wiïh o "dufy of core" to oll residents of South Western Sydney. lt is your collective
responsibiliiy to protect our heolth, living, leorning, working ond recreotionol environments.

. Polificions, AGL ond PAC Members do noi hove on onl¡-soc¡ol licence lo degrode our fomily lifestyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon loft, our greyhound run, our veggie poich, our
soil, our woter, our oir ond the vitol fulure of our communilies.

do likewise. Could you pleose reply promptly, confirming thot you hove received my (fomily) submission.

Yours Foilhfully
Signolure(s).
Full Nome(s) .......
Address..,............

'....iïù:.A:|'ï,i:i:d'[i;';);.k',í.i:l||.|.l-K'.i;-I;.';";...

OUR DEADIINE lS - FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2013 "zørite ea.rlJ,, zørite often,'
Copy a.nd pøss o?t,
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5 Broom Place

St Andrews Nsw 2556

7 February 2013

Mining and lndustry Proiects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SÍDNEY NSW 2001

DearSir/Madam

Re: C¿mden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Apþlication 09-0048

I object to AGUs project application 09-..10048 to mine for coal seam Eas (csG) in êampbelltown arid

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 scientificaltv tuttv researched and remain largely unknown. This view is supported by

rrofessional organisations and acadernìcs in evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate lnquiries into

coal seam Gas Mining in 201L and by subsequent resèarch here and overseas. we have had to rely on the

industry for much of our information whcn the industry has a vested interest in lhe outcome- AGL is no

different. lt claims that the Camden Gas Project has þeen safely operating for 10 years. Yet we understand

that impacts on groundwarer and air quality have not beon adequately monitored, and while AGL has been

operating under an Environmental protection Licence (ÉPL No. 12Q031, it has been allowed to selÊmon¡tor

its cornpliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not know what true irnpacts it

may travê had. Third party consultants and external laboratories that are engaged and paid for by the

industry are not indepìendenl 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 (3td December 2010) said that irnpacts 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 froni the area. This is grossly irresponsible.

Doctors for the Environment Australia alrims that health impacts from cSG mining have not been assessed-

preliminary research from eueensland (e.g. by southern cross university in Tara) and overseas is deeply

oncerning, esþecia[y where frackíng has been used, As at Decemb.er 2or1,.8ST' of the production wells in

the camden Gas ero¡Lct had been fracked (evidence irom the NSvri Upper House lnquíry) with inadequate

monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims ihat the.use of horizontal wells. in the proposed

Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this is not entirelv true since it has reserved the

right to f¡rack these wells in rhe future ii¿wtren the technology becomes awilable' The size of the proposed

well clusters and any fracking of horizontal wetls are both new and untested here. lt will therefoie be

entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on healtir and. propeny including the þossibility of

subsidence under so manY urban properties-

I am also concerned about evidence frorn eueensland and overseäs on air quality and the cumulative

il.lìp..i'or AG[s expansion ¡nto an area that already experiences incidents of unacceptable levcls of air

pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated with respiratory problems (NSW Environrnenlal Protection

Authority). AGtis.past perforrnance gives no confidence that it has frot already eontributed to this orthat 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 6as Treatment Plent for three yãari in breach of its EpL No.12003.

Ailowing csG rnining in areas that are not zoned fôr heavy industry undermines zoning conlrols and

confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use co.nflicts, econornic instability and

inequity. tt w¡ll disrupt religious communitiôs whose vocations have so far been Protected by the Scenic
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Hills zoning; it will place unduo burden on small rural allotrnents whose capacity to cope is severely

reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and i¡ is unsightly and

unsafe in urban erees with a potential escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents associated with the

more ¡ntense urban activity (traffic, people etc,), the presonce 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

devalu.etion 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 communíty vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May

2OLt in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift over Sydnefs water channel and to nearby Glen

Alpine ho.uses.

The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and'to the South West in particular that have not

oeen adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Bosin is well known AGIT

rationale for the constant modification of prior stages.of the Camden Gas Project seems to contradict this,

as does its admission to the Scenlc Hitls Ass'ociation that it does not know where the aquifers here run to'

but pròøabty Sydney Hørbour. Potential. impacts on Sydney Haibour, on the nearby Sydney Water

Catchment, and AG(s proposalto run its gas gethering pipeline along Sydnefs 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 onty ever produce about 5o/o of NSW's þas from the'Camden Gas Project ãccording to evidence it
gave under..oath at the NSW Upper. House lnquiry. This does not justif,¡ the risks and potential costs to the

commun¡ty, particularly since 150,00tr people alrêady liúe and work in the immediate affected area, and

th¡s is in Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially, environmclntally and economically uniustified,

and has no social licence to operate here.

I acknowtedge that my name will appear on rny submissión when publicly exhiþited'

Yours sincerely

RobertSpinnato

z



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

leah stanic <hugoyleah@yahoo.com.au>
<plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
112012013 5:37 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 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,
leah stanic



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Malcolm Stanton <ask-m@netspace.net.au>
< pla n_com ment@plan nin g. nsw. gov.au >
11131201311:17 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: 32 Mount St Dundurrabin NSW

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,
Malcolm Stanton



From:
To:
CG:
Date:
Subject:

Jennifer Stapleton <robert.stapleton 1 @bigpond.com >
<matthew. riley@planning. nsw. gov.au>
<assessments@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
217120131:03 pm
Submission Details for Jennifer Stapleton (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jennifer Stapleton
Email: robert.stapletonl @bigpond.com

Address:
37 McCallAve.

Camden South, NSW
2570

Content:
When we moved here 26 years ago we made sure there was no mining under our house and were
told it stopped well short (Skms)of our property and that it would never be a problem.
What damage would this mining do to our home,( which is on clay and shale earth) in the future?Who
will compensate us for any damage?
Why should we be subject to the mining noises during our sleeping hours?
Most of the homes in our estate would be in the $500000/$600000 range at the present time, how
much will this mining devalue them and who will compensate us?
At present the land ís in pristine condition so why should AGL be allowed to rape and pillage then just
move on leaving it permanently damaged?
Who will go to gaol if any damage is done to our environment which will be forever and we will have to
live with it.

lP Address: - 120.21.48.110
Submission: Online Submission from Jennifer Stapleton (object)
https://majorprojects.affinityl ive.com?action=view_d iary&id=541 52

Submission for Job: #2921 Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
https ://majorprojects. aff i n ityl ive. com ?action =viewjob&id =292 I

Site: #41 Camden Gas Field;, CamdenAlVollondilly/Campbelltown
https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com?action=view site&id=41



From:
To;
cc:
Date:
Subject:

Robert Stapleton <robert.stapleton 1 @bigpond.com>
<matthew.riley@planning. nsw.gov.au>
<assessments@planning. nsw. gov.au>
21712013 12:35 pm
Submission Details for Robert Stapleton (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Robert Stapleton
Email : robert.stapletonl @bigpond.com

Address:
37 McCallAve

Camden South, NSW
2570

Content:
When we moved here 26 years we made sure that there was no mining beneath our home and were
assured there would never be any mining beneath our home.
We would like to know who will be accountable for any subsidence damage to our homes as
insurance does not cover subsidence.
We should not have our sleep disturbed by any noise below our homes.
lf as is quite likely any mishap by the not so careful mining company causes the contamination of our
air and /or water supply who is going to be responsible?
What sort of damage does their" fracking"do to the foundations and the earth beneath our homes?
lf this approval is granted to AGL what will stop the coal that may be beneath our homes from also
being mined as the precedent will have been set.

lP Address: - 120.21.48.110
Submission: Online Submission from Robert Stapleton (object)
https ://majorprojects.affi n ityl ive. com ?action=view_d iary &id=541 42

Submission for Job: #2921 Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
https ://majorprojects.affi n ityl ive. com ?action =viewjob&id =292 1

Site: #41 Camden Gas Field;, CamdenAtVollondilly/Campbelltown
https://majorprojects.affin itylive.com?action=view site&id=41



Mining and lndustry Projects

To whom it may concern
PCU040888

I wish to express my grave concerns at the current application by AGL to expand their Coal Seam Gas

Operations in the Macarthur area.

My major concerns are as follows:

r The permanent damage that may occur to the water aquifers once drilling penetrates them.

a The chemicals used by AGL in the gas extraction will most probably cause permanent

destruction of the underground water tables.

The fracturing of the coal seam to allow the gas to escape ls also of much concern, as the use of
chemicals released into the seam is an unknown, although from overseas reports it is a disaster.

The coal seams that are exposed to this method of gas extraction I believe will one day in the
future be mined for the high grade coal in the seams.

Also I have concerns for the men who may be exposed in confined spaces underground to the
chemicals that remain in the seam whilst they work them.

I believe that like myself, most residents are concerned and angered by the dismissive attitude
of the State Government to the concerns of the people who will be affected by the Coal Seam

Gas Mining in their area-

ln closing I wonder how many of the 35 recommendations made by the Upper House lnquiry into Coal

Seam Gas, as recommended to the State Government, have been accepted, what risk assessments have

been done by the rêsponsiblé Departments, änd has due diligence been shown irr thls matter.

At risk is the most important resource of all, WATER.

Yours Faithfully

c

c

c

o

Michael Starr

16 Franzman Avenue Elderslie 2570

15th January 2013

Deparlrnent r:f Planning
iì*i;r:iveLi

Z 2 JAN ZtJfJ;

Scarinírrg liciorn



From: "Kelly Statton" <kellsi@iprimus,com.au>
To: <plan comment@planning.nsw.gov,au>
Date: 21712013'î:29 pm
Subjectr SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGL COAL SEAM GAS - CAMDEN GAS PROJECT
NORTHERN EXPANTTONS (STAGE 3)
Attachments: Coal Seam Gas Letter.doex



9 Jordan Place

Kearns NSW 2558

(02) 9603-s0so
3'd February 20L3

The Director
Mining and lndustry Projects
NSW Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1-

Dear Director of Mining & lndustry Projects NSW

Re: Submission Opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas (AGL-CSG)

Camden Gas Project - Northern Expansion (Stage 3)

Project Application No. 09 0048

My family and I moved to Kearns in August 2005 to enjoy the semi rural lifestyle with large yards,
parks and the rolling Scenic Hills. After travelling the country for 15 years with the Defence Force we
chose to settle down in Kearns which we believed to be the perfect environment to raise our two
daughters.

We are concerned that our family and lifestyle will be impacted by the proposed expansion of AGL's

Coal Seam Gas drilling, mining and fracturing under our home, our children's schools, parks and

surrounds.

Clearly we would not have chosen to settle down in Kearns to raise a family with subsequent years

of schooling in a suburb and surrounds that was being exposed to the AGL CSG expansion. We are

now fully intertwined with the community, locals, neighbours and other friends and we do not look
forward to the potential destruction of our world as we know it.

The current available literature indicates that AGL will be fracing or fracturing in our area which will
have an immediate impact below our property and the community surrounds, AGL's intentions are

very clear in their 2010 Environmental Assessment Chapter 4.2 and in their 2012 Main Report in

Chapter 3.4.

Given that there is much anecdotal evidence with respect to the by-products and hazards that can

occur to flora, fauna, ground water and the rest of the environment we believe that there needs to
be more rigorous and responsible research and assessment as to the ramifications and long term
affects of coal seam miníng before conducting and implementing coal seam mining.

An example of previous initiatives without judicious independent assessment could be the James

Hardy asbestos catastrophe, where indications that it was not completely safe were ignored to the
detriment of the communities, taking lives of men, women and children. We are therefore
concerned of the potential risks of uncontrolled toxic particle emissions to the earth, air and water
that could threaten our community given the incomplete physical and chemical analysis of the coal

seam gas fracing process.

/2
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The threat of long term damage to water aquifers, water tables, creeks, rivers and catchment areas

is a catastrophic risk to be taken for any financial venture; little own, a business venture like AGL-

CSG which has no direct financial benefit to the communities under threat. A risk of any proportion
should involve input from all relevant stakeholders, given the community that resides in the area in
question will be affected in the short and long term; the community should have the opportunity to
vote for or against such an environmentally reckless operation.

My family and I are concerned that the NSW State Government has not tendered for the conduct of
an independent critical analysis of the AGL-CSG proposal.

A response to Campbelltown Council from Chris Hartcher MP NSW Minister for Resources & Energy

on behalf of the NSW Government (1M12/31334MtI2/7521) dated 1-0 October 2012, was quite

condescending in its lack of support to the council proposal for a moratorium on coal seam gas

activities until "conclusive evidence emerges" in relation to its effect. To state that "Exploration is a

key step in developing the evidence to provide necessary detail on the likely effects of potential

future activities and to develop information on the available resources and environment. Without
exploration, there will not be an opportunity to develop the necessary evidence to make informed
decisions in relation to coal seam gas activities" means the following:

the NSW Government now admits that they don't have the necessary evidence and are

therefore making an "uninformed decision"; additionally

the NSW Government is quite happy to utilise our heavily populated urban community like
guinea-pigs in a laboratory experiment to develop the necessary evidence.

Campbelltown Council, Camden Council, NSW Government, NSW Premier and the Planning

Assessment Commission have key responsibilities with respect to providing consent to the AGL-CSG

proposal, therefore each of the above stakeholders have a duty of care to the residents in the
Campbelltown/Camden region; as such, if the above bodies allow the progress of the AGL-CSG

proposal, they are likely to face a class action from residents in response to environmental damage

which could have been prevented except for mal-administration.

We oppose in entirety the AGL-CSG Camden expansion proposal and have an expectation that the
authorities charged with the responsibility of providing consent will also oppose the proposal.

Yours faithfully

Kelly & Simon Statton

a

a



To:

Miníng and lndustry projects

Department of planning

GPO Box39

SYDNEY NSW 2001.

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas project Stage 3, project Application 09_004g

I object to AGL',s project application 09-0048 to mine for coal seam gas (csc) in campbelltown
and Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.

I am concerned that csG mining ís a technologically-evolving industry whose ímpacts have not
been independently and scíentifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. Thís view
is supported by professional organísations and academics in evidence to the NSW upper
House and senate lnquiries ínto coal seam Gas Mining in 2orLand 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 ís no dífferent. It claíms that the camden
Gas Project has been safely operating for 1-0 years. yet we understand that impacts on
groundwater and air quafíty have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been
operatíng under an Environmental Protection Licence (EpL No. Lzoo3),it has been allowed to
self-monitor its comp[íance, self-investigate incídents 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
Positíon statement (3'd December 201-0) said that ímpacts may emerge over a rong 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 irresponsíble.

Doctors for the Environment Australía claims that health impacts from csG mining have not
been assessed' Prelíminary research from Queensland (e.g. by southern cross university ín
Tara) and overseas Ís deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 201L,85% of the production wells in the camden Gas project had been fracked
(evidence from the NSW upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoríng of its impacts on
water ¡n partícular. AGL claims that the use of horízontal wells in the proposed stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking, but ít seems that this is not entírely 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.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the
cumulative ímpact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experÍences íncidents of
unacceptable levels of air poflution (ozone and fine particles) associated with respÍratory
problems (NSW Environmental protectíon 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 aír monitoring at its
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment plant for three years in breach of íts EpL No.12003.

Allowing csG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermínes zoning controls
and confidence in the planning process, and.creates severe land use conflicts. economic
instability and ínequity. lt 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 hístoricscenic Hílls), and ít is unsightlyand unsafe in urban areaswith a potential
escalation in csG mining incídents and accidents associated with the more íntense 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 regutatíons for csG miníng will ensure its
safe operatíon here' As the only commercially producing csG fíeld 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 2oLLîn Menangle that
allowed well contents to drÎft 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 ín particular that
have not been adequately assessed. while AGL claims that the geology of the sydney Basín is
well known, AGL's rationale for the constant modification of prior stages of the camden Gas
Project seems to contradíct this, as does íts 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 íts gas
gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper canal on public land are unacceptabte risks to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public propertyforthe benefit of private investors.

AGL wíll onfy 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 lnquiry. This does not justiñ7 the risks
and potential costs to the communitç particularly since L50,000+ people already live and work
in the immediate affected area, and this is in sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is sociallç
environmentally and economícaf ly unjustífíed, and has no social licence to operate here.

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

Yours sincerely

Name
T-t Pr6,J S4ut-

Address 8L (Hßsæzo-g lÌo E tToc
g5

Signature

Date -;Lð (Z() /1\IJ



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

kel ly steven <mezmarize_me@m sn. com >

"plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
21712013 9:51 pm

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

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to express my extreme objection to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal
seam gas in the Campbelltown and Camden areas.

After researching the effects of coal seam gas mines, and watching the documentary "Gasland"
based on the effects on the lives of people living in the area's of these mines i am convinced that this
project application is a TERRIBLE idea for ALL of the residents of Campbelltown and Camden, and
infact completely dismisses the effects of there quality of life, and futures of there children.

Effects such as loss of hair, contaminated air, contaminated water and random explosions, quite
frankly are way too high a price to pay so a gas company can make a few more bucks.

I personally am about to become a mother for the first time an had been looking at houses in the
Gregory Hills/Campbelltown area to buy and raise my family in. lf this application is approved there is
no way i would consider buying anywhere in the area, infact i would want to get as far away as
possible.

Please think of our future.

I would not like my name to be used in any media releases

Yours sincerely
Kelly Steven

Sent from my iPhone



eraig Stevens - ldeal Fasteners <craig.stevens.ideal@gmail.com>
<plan-.eomment@planning.nsw;gov,au>
111112013 9:14 am
Application Number 09_0048
Coal Seam Gas Letter I 1 I 2013,doo<

Good morning,

Attached is a copy of my letter objecting to
Coal Seam Gas and anyassociated activity in the Camden/Campbelltown aree
under "Applicaüon Number 09_0048"



To. Mining and lndustry Projects,

Department of Planning,

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY

N.S,W.2001

To whom it may concern,

I am writing this letter to strongly object, to the Camden Coal Seam Gas

Project - Northern Expansion, Application Number 09_0048, as vigorously as possible.

The thought that "AGL Gas Production" can set up 11 surface wells containing up to 6 well heads right in

the middle of a residential and agrícultural corrídor is outright ínsanity. There is no long term study on

the general health or medical síde effects to the alr contamination associated with the toxic chemicals

used in the locating and extraction of Coal Seam Gas. Nor the outcome on surface water, sub aquifers

and ground level agricultural effects associated with this type of gas extract¡on.

The early reports from Queensland where this activity has been allowed to commence to supply lndia

and China with nothing more than a cheap source of energy at the expense of local schools, residents,

agricultural and commercial business is simply "Un - Australian".

lf you wish to follow up on this letter or ask any more questions related to my complete opposition to
this type of activity I can be contacted on these phone numbers.

Regards,



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments:

Jane Stoker <Jane.Stoker@atlassteels.com.au>
plan_com ment plan_comment <plan_com ment@planning. nsw. gov.au>
21812013 1:08 pm
FW: Message from "SYDSALI1"
201 302081 1 5659578. pdf

Jane Stoker I lnternal Sales Representative

Atlas Steels 141 Lyn Parade, Prestons NSW 2170

T: +61 29825 7500 | F: +61 298257510

E: jane.stoker@atlassteels.com.au I W: www.atlassteels.com.au

Disclaimer: This email is sent by Atlas Steels - a division of Atlas Specialty Metals Pty Ltd (ABN 13
004 496 128). The contents of this email are confidential and may contain copyright and/or legally
privileged information. Any unauthorised use of this email or its contents is prohibited. Personal
information contained in communications with us is subject to the company's obligations under the
relevant privacy legislation.

----Original Message----
From: sydprol 1@atlassteels.com.au [mailto:sydprol 1@atlassteels.com.au]
Sent: Friday, 8 February 201312:57 PM
To: Jane Stoker
Subject: Message from "SYDSALI l"

This E-mailwas sentfrom "SYDSAL1l" (MP C3501/LD635C)

Scan Date: 08.02.2013 1 1 :56:59 (+1000)
Queries to: sydprol 1 @atlassteels.com.au



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

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

I object to AGf s project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSc) 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 lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2OI! 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. lt claims that the Camden

Gas Project has been safely operating for L0 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. Thírd 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 (3'd Decembe r 2oi:0l 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 201L,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 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. lt will therefore be entírely 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 ít 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 its EpL No.i.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 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 míning 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 201.1 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 modifícation of prior stages of the Camden Gas

Project seems to contradict this, as does its admÍssion to the Scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquifers here run to but probqbly Sydney Hørbour. Potential impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL's proposal to run its gas

gathering pipelíne 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 lnquiry, 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 ín 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 wíll appear on my submíssion when publicly exhibited,

Yours sincerely

Name -)q,e Stotce -
Address 5-ì b* tcc¿nl'l<;r.,- /qv<,

.*iw1<?c¡h
Signature

Date k ial rB



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments:

To Whom it May Concern,

Attached as a Word document and in the body of this email (below) is my
submission opposing the development of the Northern Expansion of the AGL
coal seam gas project.

Should you have any queries about this or require clarification of the
points below, please contact me at this number or on my mobile: 0418 617
366.

Kind Regards

Alvin Stone

*The Director, Mining and lndustry Projects
NSW Department of Planning

*Reference: Project Application No. 09_0048 February 8,2013

Alvin Stone <alvinstonel 1 1@gmail.com
<pl a n_com ment@pla n n in g. nsw. gov.au >

21812013 4:47 pm
Submission opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas (AGL-CSG) - Application No: 09-0048
Submission to Public lnquiry on Expansion of AGL's Camden North CSG project
.docx

*

*Submission opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas (AGL-CSGf

*Camden Gas Project -Northern Expansion (Stage 3).

My family has lived in and around the MacArthur region for the past 13
years. During this time, I have also been an assistant editor at the local
Fairfax newspaper and have developed deep roots and connections with this
community.

I have grave concerns around the expansion of coal seam gas wells into and
close by what are and what will be dense residential areas. Those tens of
thousands of people moving into proposed new developments will never have
the opportunity to speak up about this even thought the extraction process
will continue right under their properties.

I am particularly concerned that this expansion has been allowed through
what appears to be the use of a loophole in the legislation that classifies
this development as a utility installation rather than what it is - an
extractive industry. While this may be within the letter of the law I

suspect it was not the intent of the law to allow CSG extraction by



describing it as a utility installation

Should this expansion be allowed to go ahead under the classification of a
utility installation, it will set a precedent that could potentially allow
similar extractive developments to occur in already heavily built-up areas.
It should not be forgotten that this coal and shale seam runs all the way
to the Sydney CBD.

One of the outstanding features of the location of the wells has been their
proximity to watercourses. Should there be any chemical leakage from some
of these wells or a dramatic increase in salinity - which has been noted as
a distinct possibility within AGL's own report - this would affect a
watercourse that runs right through the heart of Harrington Park, within
metres of a public school, and into local lakes where many residents
congregate for recreation.

It should be noted the watercourses around Smeaton Grange and Gregory Hills
all eventually run into the Nepean/Hawkesbury catchment.

It also concerns me that major gas lines follow exactly the path of a canal
that feeds Sydney's drinking water.

AGL has not clearly explained how they will dispose of wastewater from this
extraction process. What is the method of water and chemical disposal
proposed and how can they ensure the community none of the waste will be
dumped on their doorstep?

Recently, AGL admitted in a newspaper article that the horizontal drilling
they intended to use between some of these wells was no longer possible and
that hydraulic fracturing would be used instead. Hydraulic fracturing, also
known as fracking, has a very poor history. Despite geologic surveys
suggesting it will have very little effect on the water table and
subsidence in some areas there have been numerous incidences where the
results have not matched these forecasts.

It has been acknowledged by numerous researchers of fracking and gas
extraction, that assessments produced by the experts often assess just one
well. What they do not take into account is that each site can take up six
wells and will be fracked on average 16 times. The close proximity of these
wells to each other and the number of extraction attempts means that any
assessment should model an exact pattern of sites and the total number of
wells in close proximity. This does not appear to have been done.

Recent legislation has banned certain chemicals from being used in



fracking. However, none of these banned chemicals include heavy metals,
which are known to be in the fracking mixture as can be clearly seen in the
AGL report. Contamination of watenryays and soil by heavy metals can have
severe effects on both the health of the environment and residents.

ln addition, if there are indeed problems as a result of this development,
past experience has shown that it will be extraordinarily difficult for
those affected to prove the source of the problem is related to gas
extraction. ln the great majority of cases it requires a civil action has
to be brought before the courts, which can be very expensive, and the
resulting determination by the court often results in a solution that falls
short of what is required.

Finally, the maps of this project in the AGL submission document are
muddled and very unclear, making it inordinately difficult to construct a
submission opposing this development. Some of the maps include wells that
are not included in other maps and many of the figures have very poor
legends. One map online shows a planned well-head between the areas of
Narellan, Harrington Park and Smeaton Grange. This does not appear anywhere
else and there is no indication of an existing construction on this site.

Should AGL decide to go through this process again in the future, as today
they have postponed the public process, it would be pleasing if further
time could be given to put in additional submissions. My family and I will
certainly be reviewing all the AGL documents, so that when this comes
around again - as inevitably it will - we will have a more complete and
thorough understanding of the proposal and its potential consequences.



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Mia Stone <sparklesister@gmail,com>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw.gov.au>
11201201311:50 am
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 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,
Mia Stone



From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

Heather Stootman <heatherstootman@gmail.com>
<matthew. riley@planning. nsw.gov.au>
<assessments@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
218120132:28 pm
Submission Details for Heather Stootman (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Heather Stootman
Email: heatherstootman@gmail.com

Address:
10 River Rd

Elderslie, NSW
2570

Content:
I am concerned about the long term effect of this project on public health. Australia is such a large
country that it seems unnecessary to me to be drilling for coal seam gas under established suburban
areas. Also housing ís already under threat from subsidence due to coal mining. I urge AGL to explore
well away from suburbia.

lP Address: - 101.161.12.1
Submission: Online Submission from Heather Stootman (object)
https ://majorprojects. aff i n ityl ive. com ?action =view_d iary&id =54440

Submission for Job: #2921 Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
https ://majorprojects.affin itylive.com?action=viewj ob&id=2921

Site: #41 Camden Gas Field;, Camden/VVollondilly/Campbelltown
https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com?action=view site&id=41



Dear Sir/Madam

Ploase forward this letter to Tony Bourke environmental minister.

Regards

Mr&Mrs F./T. Strach

frle://C:\Documents and Settings\brboûr\Local Settings\Temp\)Ggrpwise\5114C3F0S... 810212013



Mr/Mrs Franz-Teresa Strach
17 Gambia Street
Kearns NSVI/ 2558
Ph: (02) s8209381

RE: PROJECT/92286305

I object to the mining of Coal Seam Gas which is to be extended in close proximity
to residential areas where people we will be subject to leaks, spills, and toxic
waste; affecting health and the natural environment.

While the promise to create new jobs and utilize the natural resources from this
project is all good; however; taking a close look into the impact and damage left
behind could be more devastating for both environment and people than the
short term jobs created from this venture.

Perhaps moving it further out and away from residential areas is the way to go.

Can you guarantee the safe practices of this project together with risk free
benefits to our health and that of our children now and the next generation.

Sorry, You don't have my vote.

No Rush! - No stuff ups

Franz and Teresa Strach



Page 1 of1

>>> Terry Strong <terry,strong@tuttbryanthire.com,au> 21612013 t2:24 pm >>>
I would like to voice our opposition to the AGLs Camden Gas Project northern Expansion/

There are already to many CSG's in the Camden area now

Terry & Lynne Strong
Residents Harrington Park NSW

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they
are addressed. lf you have received this email in error please notify
the system manager.

This footnote also confirms that this email message has been scanned
for the presence of computer viruses.

Webs ite - http ://mvlv. tu ttbrva ntorou o. com. a u

file://C:\Documents and Settings\brbotn\Local Settings\TempÐ(Pgrpwise\51 125C775Y... 610212013
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OUR OPPOSITION TO AGt Cool Seqm Gos Exponsion
,NSIEUCI|ONS - Use fhls only os a guide - rcwrlte In vour own w -

- cul and posle - "quole" medio reporfs - READ DAILY & IOCAI NEWS
conlrolled ongq ís fine - gel your kids reseorchÍng AGL ond COAI SEA.
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wrîtìng submissions os well !! You can ìurn fhe tone of thís sompfe submissíon up or down Io suil your messoge.

BE EARLY . OUR DEADLINE IS . FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2013
OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION

EMAIL TO: plan comment@planning.nsw.qov.au
POST TO: THE DIRECTOR, MINING AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING, GPO BOX 39, SYDNEY, NSW,

Deqr Director of Minino ond lndustry Proiecfs NSW.
Reference : SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGt COAL SEAM GAS (AGI-CSG)

CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION (Stoge 3)

Projeçf App_ticgtion No. 0?_0048 FÌ7e
My romiry moved i".&n/.!n.'.5þl:.iÁ......tsuBURB r.rnrr,re¡ tn Æû¡ toi tne sreot lo

opporiunities ond o greol lifestyle for our 3 children. WiTh o seleclion of new ond

"wilhout prejudice"

esloblished sc o
Compbelltown TAFE, lhe University of Western Sydney, lndusfriol Esfotes, Employment Zones, Town Centres ond
Sporting FocilitÌes close by ii seemed o perfecT ploce Io settle down for the long-term ond roise o fomily.

Unfortunotely, my youngest son hcs developed osthmo since we moved here. We did not reolise thot the
cir quolity is deceplively poor - in foct, ihe worst polluted otmospheric Airshed in GreoTer Sydney. lf we con't
breoihe here, we con't live here. Air Quolity is the criticol heolth issue for oll of us out here.

Recenily we become owore of lhe proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seorn Gos drilling, mining ond
'frocing' or 'frocluring' under our homes, schools, workploces, footboll fields, crickel ovols, leisure cenlres, our
community holls, our churches, our peïrol stotions, our overheod bridges, open spoces cnd colchment oreos.

lf we hod known obout ihe AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoided the oreo ond o $450,000 life-lime
mortgoge in c suburb destined for degroding ond devoluing. lT doesn'1 moke ony sense of oll I

'Frocing' is octuolly "FRACTURING" - breoking ond crocking lhe sub-surfqce under us. AGL folsely
compores its 'frocing' chemisTry is to 'hormless' products on o loundry shelf, when in fqct the reql chemicols in vost
quonfities ore highly volotile producing toxic goseous ond porticulote emissions to eorlh, woter ond oir. AGL
Con$ultonis hove been grossly dishonesÏ ond deceitful in lheir minimol description of 'fiocing'processes.

Despile misleoding mediq reports AGL-CSG will definitelv 'fiqc" under us. AGL's inlenlions ore very cleor in
both their 2010 ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESMENT ot Chopler 4.2 ond in the 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopter 3.4.

We ore not ogoinst mining ol qll. However, inlroducíng toxic ond dongerous AGL Coal Seom Gos mining
under our existing permissible lond use zones of estoblished ond populoted communilles is toïolly inoppropriote in
every respect, ond cbsolutely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols its toxic 'frocing' chemislry behind cloims of 'commerciol confidenliolity'. We do know thot
AGL use concentroted ocids ond biocides omong c huge list of chemicol cocktoils lriggering volotile chemicol
reoctions in coal ond sondstone seoms underneoth our homes qnd schools. The foct ïhot AGL will not disclose ils
'frocing loxicology' is obsolutely absurd - c nighimore with disoslrous heolth ond environmentol consequences.

Mining is the most occident riddled industry in Auslroliq. Mixing mining ond untesTed chemistry under our
,romes os we sleep is o disostrous formulo for molor crilicol incidenls. We don't need the threqt of disqster. Ìololly
'frocing' our dreoms inlo nightmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofler busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minister Hozzord fully comprehend lhe pofenliol implicclions of cumulctive long-term toxic
emissions to our eqrth, our wo.ter ond breolhing otmosphere? Hove your plcnning experts fully onolysed AGL's
documenfs lo find the serious omissions ond folse 'conceptuol modelling' promoted os occeptoble science ?

cose fo expqnd loxic mining under metropoliton Svdnev?
lf you proceed wiÌh AGL's proposol you will be opening lhe pothwoy for o mossive closs oclion ogcinst oll

the decision mokers, bock door deolers ond promofers of this toxic ond hczordous industry.
We cre not your "westie lob rots". We ore not your experiment in 'sociol injustice' ond socio-economic ond

environmentol degrodotion? Don't do it in onyones' bockyord. We know you'll never ollow it in yours !

Threols to Air Quqlity ond heolth
. Well documenTed hisÏoric poor oir quolity ocross the 'project oreo' ond Greoier South Western Sydney
. Serious heolth risks including dromotic increoses in respirotory diseoses ond osThmo
. South Western Sydney olreody hos the highest incidence of hospitol odmissions for osthmo

' Dongerously incomplele physicol ond chemicol onolysis of Cool Seom Gos 'frocing' processes
. Polenliol for long Term undetecled goseous leoks forming toxic fugilive plumes in our breothing spoce
. Risks of unconirolloble toxic porticulote emissions to eorth, cir ond woter threotening our communiïies
. Will ihe ICAC beloledly exomine lhe post politicol mining coreers of suspect politicions os we choke in

AGL's neuro-toxins ond overcrowd lhe very limited heolth resources in Sydney's South West?

meniof Plannino
R¡;i:ç1ry. -i 

v
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Norellon Action Group "Somple Submission" Guide
Threqts lo Our Nolurol Environmenl . Geology ond Hydrology

Poge 2 of 2

Long term geologicol domoge to - drinking woter, woter oquifers, woler tqbles, creek beds ond rivers
Contominotion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchmenl
STructurol domoge to the Sydney Woler Supply Chonnel undermined by of leosf ó pcrollel drilling locotions
in our oreq oI CU02, CUOó, CUl0, CUl4, CU20 ond CU22- eoch with ó wells
Structurol domcge To built environments ond dongerous lond slip in o predominontly cloy sub soil
Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-sfructures cousing frocturing lo gos pipes
lrreversible domoge lo ncfive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegetotion
Risks in wosfe mqnogement of by-products including neuro-toxin porticuloles in eorth, wqter qnd qir

a

a

a

a

a

a

I

Controdiclory ond lncompolible Lond Use Loyering
. Allowing legolly estoblished ond developed residentiol, commercial, educotionol ond recreotionql zonings

- oll funded by our rotes ond sTotutory government toxes - to be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o toxic ond dongerous mining industry

Unpredicloble Noise Dislurbonce - AGt-CSG Con$ultonts noise sludies ore totolly incompelent
. lnodequole credible studies into 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heolTh.. Foilure to ocknowledge long term reflected ond rodioled sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping disturbonce

potterns, neurologicol concerns given lhot the humon perceplion of noise is six times greoter of night time
Deeply Flowed Communily Consulfolion - Locking Honesty, Openness ond Tronsporency
o AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environmentol Assessment - one of Comden Council foyer ond one ot

Compbelltown - ond withdrew the originol Envíronmentol Assessmenl October of 2010 so thqt the
community could nol compore the originol proposol with the omended Moin Report October of 2Ol2. Positioning the exhibition period lecding inlo Christmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporolion for the holidoy seoson.

. Fcilure by AGL to occept thot mony people do noT hove occess lo the inlernet, ond lhose who hove
internei occess would hove greot difficulTy reoding o 3000 poge document on o computer screen¡ Foilure by AGL to provide complimentory CDs of their proposol to residents upon requesl - o proctice of
previous proponenis of mojor projects

. Poorly odvertised, ond consequenily poorly ottended, informotion sessions ot which AGL speciolist
consultonts could not onswer questions - but would moke nofes

. A poorly designed AGL-CSG website - c potluck toble of contents, using out-of-dote mops which do nol
cleorly show the level of urbon developmenf, no index ond illogicol poge numbering

. Using only smoll section ond oui of dcte mops so thot it is impossible lo view lhe enormity of Ìhe whole
project when previous proponents hove provided fold out A3 size mops

. Foilure by AGL to show the 2,500 melre rodiius of eoch drilling footprinl under homes, schools cnd creeks. Using on unidentifioble AGL-CSG public relotions spokeswomon, unquolified in mine engineering, os the
front person quoted in doily popers while keeping foceless "experls" in lhe next room. The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE ICCCJ does not cdequotely represenl the brooder
communily ond Thot it does nol keep occurote minuies ond report bock 1o lhe brooder community

Politicol Posturing qnd Decision Moking Processes
. Concerns lhol you, your governmenl deportments, including Environment ond Heqlth, hove nol corried

out complele, professionol, expert ond independenl onolysis of lhe AGL-CSG proposol
' Concerns thof lhe Premier in the medio hos clreody indicoted his opprovol for lhe AGL-CSG proposol pre-

empTing lhe decision moking process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (PAC) - o 'selected'
ponel of "expeds" to undertake o "merit review" of The project

. lt doesn't help when Premier O'Fcrrell insulls us (SMH Z.Z.l3 poge 7 Editoriol) by triviolising drilling lines os
being The size of o "leocup" when in foct AGL stole in 2012 MAIN REPORT ol Chopler 4.3 thcl drilling vories
from l78mm to 2000mm in diometer ín the'frocing' reoming process ond The lines ore up to 2,500 metres
long. There does not seem lo be even o token seporotion between AGL ond some politicions.

. li is nof up to me, my fomily, or members of our community to prove thol AGL's Cool Seam Gos mining is o
serious risk lo our locol life, heolth ond fuiure. Comden Council, the Stote Government's stoÌutory
outhorilies, MinisTers, Cobinet, Premier and PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore the u¡imqIe
consenting oulhority, with o "duty of csre" to oll residenls of South Western Sydney. lt is your collective
responsibility lo protect our heolth, living, leorning, working ond recreolionol environments.. Politicions, AGL ond PAC Members do not hove on onti-sociol licence lo degrode our fomíly lifestyle, our
home. our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon loft, our greyhound run, our veggie potch, our
soí|, our woÏer, our oir ond the vilol future of our communiïies.

do likewise. Could you pleose reply promptly, confirming thot you hove received my (fomity) submisslon.

Yours Foithfully
Signoture(s)....
Full Nome(s) ..
Address..........

DAY 8 FEBRUARY 2013 "utríte eørly, urite oftenttOUR DEADLINE IS . FRI

Copy ønd pøss oÍ"t



From: "E Sudhakar" <sudhakare@email.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 21312013 8:23 pm
Subject: Submission opposing AGL coal seam gas (AGL-CSG) Camden Gas Project-
Northern expansion (stage 3)
Attachments: CSG OPPOSlTlON.pdf

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW

Reference: Submission opposing AGL coal seam gas (AGL-CSG)
Camden Gas Project-Northern expansion (stage 3)

My Family moved to Narellan Vale (Post Code 2567) in 2000 with our daughter as it was a good
location for a growing family. We came here as there were established schools, Universities and
TAFE's, good employment opportunities, shopping centres and parks close by, and these facilities
made the atea a great place to raise a family.
ln recent times we have come to know about the proposed expansion of AGL coal seam gas, which
includes a process called "fracing" under our homes schools, work places, ovals, open spaces,
catchment areas and many other infrastructures. Fracing releases chemicals into the earth to produce
mini explosions to release gas. There are many hazards associated with this process which include
dangers of contaminating water supplies, irreversibly destroying soils and native flora, fauna and
vegetation.
ls this what we want? Don't think so.

We have also found out that our daughter has asthma and numerous allergies. This area is in fact,
the worst polluted atmospheric air shed in Greater Sydney, we do not need another factor (CSG)
contributing to this poor air conditions.
Main reasons why our family opposes Coal seam gas
1. Threats to our natural environment
-Long term damage to drinking water, water tables, creek beds and rivers.
-Structural damage to built environments and dangerous land slip in a predominantly clay sub soil.
-lrreversible damage to native fauna and flora, soil and vegetation.
-Well documented historic poor air quality across the project are and the Greater South Western
Sydney area.
-Serious health risks including dramatic increases in respiratory diseases and asthma.
-Dangerously incomplete physical and chemical analysis of Coal Seam Gas "fracing" process.
-Potentialfor long term undetected gaseous leeks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our breathing
space.
-Contamination of South creek and Narellan creek feeding the Hawkesbury-Nepean River

2. Noise disturbance
-24 hour drilling, mining and "fracing" noise levels impact our health. Studies show that the human
perceptioh of noise is six times greater at night time. This disturbs sleeping patterns and has bad
neurological effects.
3. Other reasons for opposition
Lack of community consultation

-Positioning the exhibition period leading to Christmas when families and work force are busy in the
preparation for the holiday season
-Concerns that you and your government departments, including Environment and Health, have not

carried out complete, professional, expert and independent analysis of the AGL-CSG proposal.
-Politicians, AGL and PAC members do not have an anti-social licence to degrade our family lifestyle,
our home, our backyard, our pools, Camden's' rural areas and farms, our air and the vital future of our
communities.
We totally oppose the entire AGL-CSG Camden expansion proposal and expect that all consenting
authorities do likewise.

Yours sincerely
E Sudhakar

Tel: 02 46472765 (H)



Email: sudhakare@email.com



Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW
Reference: Submission opposing AGI coal seam gas (AGt-CSG)

Camden Gas Project-Northern expansion (stage 3)

My Family moved to Narellan Vale (Post Code 2567) in 2000 with our daughter as ¡t was

a good location for a growing family. We came here as there were established schools,

Universities and TAFE's, good employment opportunities, shopping centres and parks

close by, and these facilities made the area a great place to raise a family.

ln recent times we have come to know about the proposed expansion ofAGL coal seam

gas, which includes a process called "fracing" under our homes schools, work places,

ovals, open spaces, catchment areas and many other infrastructures. Fracing releases

chemicals into the earth to produce mini explosions to release gas. There are many

hazards associated with this process which include dangers of contaminating water
supplies, irreversibly destroying soils and native flora, fauna and vegetation.

ls this what we want? Don't think so.

We have also found outthat our daughter has asthma and numerous allergies. This area

is in fact, the worst polluted atmospheric air shed in Greater Sydney, we do not need

another factor (CSG) contributing to this poor air conditions.

Main reasons whv our family opooses Coal seam gas

1. Threats to our natural environment
'Long term damage to drinking water, water tables, creek beds and rivers.
'Structural damage to built environments and dangerous land slip in a predominantly

clay sub soil.
-lrreversible damage to nat¡ve fauna and flora, soil and vegetation.
'Well documented historic poor air quality across the project are and the Greater South

Western Sydney area.
'Serious health risks including dramatic increases in respiratory diseases and asthma.
'Dangerously incomplete physical and chemical analysis of Coal Seam Gas "fracing"
process.

'Potential for long term undetected gaseous leeks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our
breathing space.
'Contamination of South creek and Narellan creek feeding the Hawkesbury'Nepean

River



'24 hour drilling, mining and "fraclng" noise levels impact our health. Studies show that
the human perception of noise is six times greater at night time. This disturbs sleeping

patterns and has bad neurological effects.

3. Other reasgns for opposition
lack of community consultation

'Positioning the exhibition period leading to Chrístmas when families and work force are

busy in the preparation for the holiday season
-Concerns that you and your government departments, including Environment and

Health, have not carried out complete, professional, expert and independent analysis of

the AGL-CSG proposal.

-Politicians, AGL and PAC members do not have an anti-social licence to degrade our

family lifestyle, our home, our backyard, our pools, Camden's' rural areas and farms, our

air and the vita.l future of our communities.

We totally oppose the entire AGL'CSG Camden expansion proposal and expect that all

consenting authqrities do likewise,

Sd Erukkur Sudhakar

Yours Sincerely



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Elizabeth Summerell <bsummere@bigpond.net.au>
< plan_com ment@plan nin g. nsw. gov.au >
111712013 9:48 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS:
80 McWilliam Drive
Douglas Park. NSW.2569

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.

Yours sincerely,
Elizabeth Summerell



From: Kerry Sweeney <kerry.sweeney@hotmail.com>
To: "plan_oomment@planning.nsw.gov,au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 112512013 6:08 pm
Subject: CoalSeam Gas

I do not want Coal Seam Gas Wells an¡nruhere in Camden !!!!!!l!



From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

Lara Symkowiak <larasym@gmail.com>
<matthew.riley@planning. nsw. gov.au>
<assessments@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
2181201312:42 am
Submission Details for Lara Symkowiak (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Lara Symkowiak
Email: larasym@gmail.com

Address:
69 Montgomery Circuit

Narellan Vale, NSW
2567

Content:
State Significant Development - Stage 3 Northern Expansion of the Camden Gas Project

I have many reasons for my objection to this project. These objections are outlined below

1 - IMPACTS ON AIR QUALITY & THE NEED FOR FUGITIVE EMISSIONS MONITORING

The Camden Local Government Area (LGA) is well known to accumulate much of Sydney's air
pollution. Afternoon winds blow much of Sydney's pollution from traffic, the airport, shipping terminal
and oil refineries into the south west Sydney basin. The Sydney South West area already has the
highest rate of asthma and respiratory illnesses in NSW.

There have been no studies in our area to show what the current levels of methane and carbon
dioxide are. ln order to assess if there has been any leakage, a baseline study on existing gas levels
needs to have been undertaken in order to serve as a comparison to future gas levels. There have
been no studies to show the likely level of fugitive emissions associated with CSG operations. lf
leakage does occur, this would have a negative impact on our health, as well as our environment as
carbon dioxide is 25 times more greenhouse intense than methane.

2- IMPACTS ON WATER QUALITY

I do not believe AGL have taken into account the historic coal mining activities that have already
taken place in the Camden LGA. I am very concerned about the cumulative impacts on water quality
at a regional level. There has been no regional scale water assessment study on the impacts of CSG
operations.

A significant portion of land will be affected by de-watering, given water must be removed from the
coal seam in order for the gas to be extracted. AGL has stated that each gas well will have horizontal
drilling up to a 2.5km radius. When groundwater is removed, there is a "zone of influence" of
approximately 2-3km that is also de-watered. Given the Nepean River is within this "zone of
influence" of de-watering, I am very concerned about the long-term impacts of CSG operations on
groundwater and the river. There are some people in my LGA whose livelihood relies on water
extraction licences from the Nepean River for livestock and agriculture.

For the Camden Gas Project, one horizontal well will produce approximately 750,000L during its first
12 months. lf a gas well operates for approximately 15-20 years, each well could be removing 15
million litres of groundwater. lt is estimated that is could take decades to centuries before



groundwater levels return to normal.

ln the absence of a regional assessment on water quality, that properly takes into consideration
previous coal mining activities and effects on groundwater and aquifers, I do not want CSG to be
further expanded in the Camden LGA.

3- LAND USE CONFLICTS

The proposed Northern Expansion of CSG wells is in the heart of the Sydney South West Growth
Centre. The wells are located near existing houses, as well as in areas undergoing subdivision and/or
re-zoning. AGL states that their normal practice is to locate wells at least 200-300 metres from the
nearest residential dwelling. The CU02 well in Gregory Hills will be just 30 metres away from the
nearest future residential dwelling. This is completely unacceptable.

AGL have tried to depict Camden LGA as entirely rural. Out-dated maps and photos of the Camden
LGA have been used and there are now houses in areas that are depicted as rural paddocks in AGL's
material. Development has occurred and will continue at lightning speed. The proposed project area is
in the dead centre of one of the fastest growing residential areas in the state, so it defies logic to be
approving gas wells where an extra 250,000 people will be living.

lf approved, which I hope it will not be, I would request that appropriate and visible signage is
compulsory for land around the CSG well site.
lf approved, which I hope it will not be, I would also request that the State Government updates its
Section 149(2) certificates so that there is a section for Council to advise new purchasers that they
will be purchasing a site within a CSG area. Currently, it is illegal for Council to put this information on
a Section 149(2) certificate, which is the certificate all new home owners purchase. lf someone is
buying land within a CSG area, they should be told about it upfront and it should not be hidden.

4 - NOISE IMPACTS

There will be huge acoustic impacts especially during the construction of each well. The Camden
Northern Expansion is proposing 6 new locations with up to 6 well heads at each location. lt takes
approximately 28 days to construct one well head. lf there are going to be 6 well heads at each
location, it means there will be approximately 6 months of construction. This construction will take
place 24 hours a day 7 days per week, as drilling cannot stop during the process. To have this type of
constant noise near residential areas is completely unacceptable.

After construction, there is also the ongoing operational drilling noise. Ongoing operational noise can
be up to 90dB for one well. lf you were B0 metres away, this would be 5db louder than a conversation.
As the drilling noise is a low frequency rumble/hum, noise attenuation would be very difficult. Almost
all houses surrounding the wells will be built on concrete slabs and this low rumble/hum may be felt or
heard in their house/backyard through vibrations.
Residents deserve a peaceful amenity rn and around their own homes, and long-term noise pollution
from the proposed wells would be extremely stressful to residents.

5 - NO FRACCING

I am completely against any type of fraccing. There are 23 possible chemicals used in fraccing. AGL
have only assessed two of these chemicals, independently of each other. No testing of different
combinations of chemicals has been completed. AGL state that if fraccing were to be used, then they
would use things that were commonly found in a household pantry. Just because some chemicals are
found in a house, does not make them safe, many are poisonous and when mixed together in a CSG
environment, who knows what the chemical reaction will be and how this will affect groundwater and
aquifers? Some of the chemicals that could be used in fraccing are benzene and paint thinner, not
just sand and water, as stated by AGL. ln the absence of an independent study on these chemicals,
in combination with each other, in a CSG environment, I do not want fraccing to take place in
Gamden.



CONCLUSION

I would like to unequivocally state my objection to this project. The Camden LGA is situated in the
South West Growth Centre and will see 100,000 new homes built very closely to many of the
proposed well sites. Many existing residents within my LGA will face the prospect of horizontal drilling
underneath their homes. There are huge concerns over reduced property values for homes located
within the 2.Skm radius of each well site. lt is unknown if homes will suffer from long-term structural
damage and if there will be any leakage, like what has been seen in Queensland.

I am very concerned there have been no long-term studies of CSG on human health or the
environment. lt would take many decades to see the long-term impacts. Just because AGL state there
have been no detrimental examples in the last 5, 10, 15 years, does not make it safe. For example, it
took many decades to see the devastating health impacts of being exposed to asbestos.

lndependent, long-term, expert studies are required before any CSG operations are allowed to take
place in the middle of a huge residential area. Until this time, I am completely opposed to this project.

Yours sincerely,

LARA SYMKOWIAK
Mayor of Camden

lP Address: - 120.19.205.12
Submission: Online Submission from Lara Symkowiak (object)
https ://majorprojects. aff in ityl ive. com?action=view_d ia ry&id =54329

Submission for Job: #2921Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
https ://majorprojects. affi n ityl ive.com ?action =viewjob&id=292 I

Site: tÉ41 Camden Gas Field;, Camden/VVollondilly/Campbelltown
https://majorprojects.affinitylive.com?action=view site&id=41




