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ART OF SAMPLE SUBMISSIO

The Honouroble Brqd Hqzzord, 4 Jonuory 2013
Minisler for Plonning ond lnfrqstruclure NSW, "wilhouf oreludÍce ond rn lhe oubllc ínleresf"

Deor Minisfer Hozzord,
REFERENCE: SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGI. COAL SEAM GAS IAGt-CSG)

CAMDEN GAS PROJECI - NORTHERN EXPANSION (StOgC 3)
Projecl Applicotion No. 09_0048

My fomily moved fo.....................(SUBURB NAME) in 2005 for lhe greot locotion, employment. educqtionol
ond lifeslyle opportunifies for our 3 children. Wifh q selection of new ond esloblished schools, Compbelltown TAFE,

the University of Western Sydney, induslriol estotes, commerciol centres, town centres ond sporfing focÍlitÌes close
by it seemed o perfect ploce to seltle down for lhe long-term. Unfortunqtely, my son hos developed oslhmo since
we moved here. We did not reqlise lhqt ihe oir quolity is decepfively poor - in fqct, the worst polluted oÌrshed in
Greoter Sydney. lf we con'i breoÌhe we cqn'f live here. Air quolity is q mojor heolth issue for oll of us.

Just recently we become qwqre of lhe proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seom Gos drilling, mining onc
'frocing' under our homes, schools, workploces, fooiboll fiefds, cricket ovols. leisure cehlres, open spoces onc
cotchment oreos. lf we hod known obout the AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoíded the oreq ond c
$450.000 lifeìime mortgoge in o suburb deslined for degroding ond devoluing. lt doesn'l moke ony sense ot olll

We qre nol ogoinst mining ot oll. But using dongerous mining meThods under fully populoted residentÌo
suburbs is totolly inoppropriote in every respecf. lt is obsolulely beyond our belief ihot you os Minisler, Mr Hozzord
ond your Plonning Deportment, ond your colleogue, Heolïh Minisler Skinner, could ollow our residentiol suburb tc
be so seriously compromised ond tololly undermined by on unlested, controversiol. dongerous, toxic. hozqrdour
ond emissive mining industry. AGL-CSG foil fo describe in detqil fhe physicol ond chemicql processes of 'frocing
used to ignite mossive chemicql reoclions in cool seoms underneoth homes ond schools.

As Minister you personolly ore the consenling outhority (As stoted on the "STATE SIGNIFICANT DEVELOPMEN-
Documenl), wilh the power to opprove the AGL-CSG hozordous proposol. Surely you could not opprove drilling
mining ond loxic 'frocing' under our well populoled, estoblished ond developing communities if the chemico
processes hove not been described ond documented by AGL-CSG in lhe Environmentol Assessment ?

Con my fomily ossume thot you personolly, Mr Hozord, hove octed professionolly, ethicolly ond responsibl¡
by reoding, underslonding ond onolysing oll the AGL-CSG documents in their enlirety, recording oll the crucio
enors. key omissions. qs well os noling your own reol concerns regording our welfqre? Plus, hove you musT beer
privy lo the secref AGL-CSG 'frocing' chemicol formulos? Do you fully comprehend lhe polentiol implicotions o
cumulofive long term loxîc emisslons lo our eorth, woter ond oimosphere? The qnswer is either'Yes' or 'No'l

We understond thot AGL-CSG drilling, mining ond 'frocing' under our populofed ond estqbfishe(
communities is new lo urbqn Austrolio. South Western Sydney is on AGL-CSG lest cose for melropolifon exponsior
ocross greoter Sydney. Are we your "weslie lqb rofs" Mr Hozord? Are we your experimen-l in 'sociol injustice' on<
socio-economic ond environmenlql degrodoiion?

No one, not even you Mr Hor¿ord, hos o sociol licence to degrode our fomily lifeslyle, our home, ou
bockyord, our chook shed, our veggie polch. our soil, our woter, our oir qnd lhe future of our community.

Ak quoliþ ond heollh
. Hisloric poor oír quolity ocross the 'project oreo' ond Greoter South Western Sydney
. Serious heollh risks including drqmotic increoses in respirolory diseoses ond osthmq
. Soulh Western Sydney olreody hos the híghesl incidence of hospitol odmissions for osthmo
. Dongerously incomplete physicol ond chemicql onolysis of Coql Seom Gqs 'frocing' processes
. Potentiol for long term undetecied methone gos leoks forming fugiTive plumes of loxic emíssions
. Risks of unconfrollqble ioxic emissions lo oir threolening mony schools sited obove mining
Nofurol Environmenl - Geology ond Hydrology
. Long term geologicol domoge lo - wqter oquifers, woter lobles, creek beds ond rivers
. Contominotion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchment
. Struclurol domoge to the Sydney Woler Supply Chonnel undermÍned by of leost 6 porollel drilling locolions

in our oreo ot CU2, CU6, CU I 0, ClJl 4, CU2O ønd CU22 - eqch with ó wells
. Sfruciurql dqmoge 1o built environments, dongerous lond slíp in o predominonfly cloy sub soil
. Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy cousing frocturing to gqs pipes
. lneversible domoge to nolive floro ond founo, soil. qnd vegeToTion
. Risk in wqste monogemenl of by-products including neuro-toxin porticulotes in eorth, wqter ond qir
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Noise

' lnodequote credible studies inlo 24 hour drilling, minîng ond 'trocing' noise levefs impociing on our heolth.' Foilure to ocknowledge long lerm reflected noíse levels on sleeping disiurbonce potteini. neurologicc
concerns given thol ihe humon perception of noise is six times greoter of night time

Community Consullolion process

' Foilure by the Deporlmeni of Plonnîng, Cqmden Council ond AGL to provide occessible informotion
' AGL provided only 2 copíes of fhe Environmentql Assessment - one of Comden Council toyer oÀO one otCompbelltown - ond wÎthdrew the originol Environmentol Assessmenl Oclober 2010 so tfrot tfre community

could not cornpore fhe originol proposof with lhe omended Moin Report October 20l2
' Plonníng lhe exhibítion perÍod leoding înto Christmos when fqmilies qnd work force ore busy ín preporotion

for the holídoy seqson. This is on old proponenl's frick to reduce ond dilufe the community'resôonses
' A folse ossumption thot the moiorify of resldenfs would hove qccess to the internet qnd thãrefore possing

the printing costs onto individuols - few people con reod o 3000 poge documenl on o comprl"r r.r."n' Fqîlure by AGL lo províde complimenlory CDs to residents upon requesl - o proctice of pr""iori
proponents of mojor projects

' Poorly odvertised. ond consequently poorly ottended, informolion sessions ol which AGL speciofisf
consultonts could not qnswer queslions - but would moke notes os there were no so cqlled AGL-CSG
"experts'' present to onswer importcnt questions

' A poorly desþned AGL-CSG website - o polluck toble of contents, using out-of-dote mops whÍch do notcleorly show the tevel of urbqn development or on occurote footprint of mining oreos ond oiràãt¡ons
' Using only smollsection mqps so thol it is impossible to view the enormity of the whole pro¡e-t 

- -
' Foilure to show the 2,500 mefre rqdius or 5 kilometre diometer círcles of drilling footprinis fór eqch we¡ I' Usíng on unídentifÍoble AGL-CSG public relofÍons spokeswomon to be quoteã ín doíly popers while keepinçlhe so cqlled "experþ" under wrops
' The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCC) does noi odequotely represent the broqder

community ond thot it does not keep occurote minutes ond report bock to the brooder communily
Políficol ond Decision Moking processes

' Concerns thot you, your government deportments, includîng Environmenl ond Heqlth, hove not corried
oul complete, professionol. expert ond independenf on osol. Concerns thol the premier in the medio hos olreqdy indi AGL_CSG proposol pre_
empting the decision mokíng process by The PLA{NING (pAC) - o',sátected,
ponel of "experts" lo undertoke q ',merit review" of the project

AGL Consullonfs hove been dishonest in iheir documentotion by nof including qn occurote definition cthe "project qreo", omitting key credible sfudies on the
modefling" lhqt suits their perspective. ond neglecling to

fl is not up to me, my fomily or members of our c
serious risk to our locol life, heqlth ond future. Comde
outhorities. your Plonning Deportmenf, ond fÌnolly you, the M
of core" to oll the residents of Souïh Western Sydney to protect our heolth, living, leorning, working on<recreotionof envÌronments. You personolly Miníster, your Premier ond your Cobinei will Oe Ëelã personoll.
responsible for destroying our bosic humqn rÍghls to cleon oir ond woter, good heolth. ond quolity educofion
threots thot you would never ever let endongér you ond your colleogues prõtected communifiås.

Could you pleose reply promptly. confirming thot you hove received my (fomily) submíssion.

Yours Foithfully
to.,rdSígnoture(sJ . . .. n<.

¡./r\åil.,...*.Sé:f
END OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION

YOUR DEADI.INE IS . F RIDAY 8 FEB RUARY 2013
SEND YOUR SUBMTSSTON(S) TO -Emoil: 1. olon co menl'@Dlonnino .ns\ /.oov.cru

2. cqmden@pqrliqment.nsw.gov.ou
(02) 9228 6455 , NSW Deportmenl of plonning
NSW Plonning & lnfroslrucfure, GPO BOX 3g SyDNEy, NSW ,2001

Fqx:
Posf:
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments:

"Galagali, Ananda" <Ananda.Galagali@cba.com.au>
"plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
21812013 11:48 am
AGLs Camden Gas Project lssue
CSG protest submission RAG.pdf

Hi,

Please find attached submission from 2 people regarding AGLs Camden Gas project issue.

We both do oppose this development.

Thanks,

Ananda Galagali&
Radhika Gururaja

************** IMpoRTANT MESSAGE *****************************

This e-mail message is intended only for the addressee(s) and contains information which may be
confidential.
lf you are not the intended recipient please advise the sender by return email, do not use or
disclose the contents, and delete the message and any attachments from your system. Unless
specifically indicated, this email does not constitute formal advice or commitment by the sender
or the Commonwealth Bank of Australia (ABN 48 123 123124) or its subsidiaries.
We can be contacted through our web site: commbank.com.au.
lf you no longer wish to receive commercial electronic messages from us, please reply to this

:.il.1l jy.lygiH.Yil:y*."Ii?:lî.ll.i.'.yll;*"*lliiÌÎ;********



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Re¡ Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Applicatlon 09_0048

I object to AGL's project applicatlon 09 0048 to mine for coalsearn 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 scÍentifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professlonal organisations and academics ín evidence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquirles into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2O11 and by subsequent research

here and overseas, We have had to rely on the industry for rnuch of our lnformation when the
industry has a vested interest ¡n the outcome. AGL Ís no different. lt clalms 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 AGI has been

operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-Ínvestigate 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 wfth
asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA. The National Water Commission in its
Position Statement (3'd Decernber 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
cornmunity and taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. Thfs 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 2071,85% of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked
(evldence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) wíth lnadequate monltorlng 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 reserued the
right to frack these welfs 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 wíll therefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and
property including the possibilÍty of subsidence under so many urban properties.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on aír quality and the
cumulative impact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of
unacceptabfe levels of air pollutíon (ozone and fine particles) associated wfth respiratory
problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGL"s past performance gives no
confidence that it has nol 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 monftoring at lts
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment plant for three years in breach of its EpL No.12003.

Allowíng CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls
and confidence in the planning processr and creates severe land use conflicts, economic
instabllity and lnequlty, lt will disrupt religious communftles whose vocations have so far been
protected by the Scenic Hllls zoníng; it will place undue burden on small rural allotments
whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by síze (thereby threatening the survival of the
entire historic Scenlc Hilfs), 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
activíty (traffic, people etc,), the presence of children, and potentialforvandalism. The
cons€guent impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be
devastating. For many people the home ¡s 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 regutations 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 condltions. 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 díscovery of incidents that might not have been reported were it not for
comrnunÍty vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident ln May 201.1 in Menangle that
allowed well contents to drift over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Gten Alpine houses,

The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West ln particular that
have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydnei aosin is
well known, AGL's rationale for the constant modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas

Project seems to contradict thls, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Assoclation that it
does not know where the aqulfers here run to but proba bly Sydney Horbour. potent¡al 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 henefit of private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas proJect accordlng 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 15Q000+ people already live and work
in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is sociallp
environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no soðial llcence to operate here.

I acknowledge that my name wîll appear on my submission when publícly exhibited.

Yours slncerely

Name Ananda Galagali

Address L4 Grenada Road Glenfield

NsW - 2167

Slgnature

Date 08/o2/20r3



Emma Batchelor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Constantino Galea < galelcon@police.nsw.gov.au >

Monday, L7 December 20L210:17 AM
Public Hazzard's Office Email

Re: Camde Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
Camden Gas Project Stage 3.tif

Dear Sir/Mada,,

attached hereto is a letter addressing common concerns held by myself and other residents in the Campbelltown area
concerning AGL's project application for coal seem Mining along the scenic Hills.

I am against this project and wish to lodge those concerns with the Minister.

Regards,

Con Galea
Concern Campbelltown resident

The information contained in this email is intended for the named recipient(s)
only. It may contain private, conf,rdential, copyright or legally privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or you have received this
email by mistake, please reply to the author and delete this email immediately.
You must not copy, print, forward or distribute this email, nor place reliance
on its contents. This email and any attachment have been virus scanned. However,
you are requested to conduct a virus scan as well. No liability is accepted
for any loss or damage resulting flom a computer virus, or resulting fi'om a delay
or defect in transmission of this email or any attached file. This email does not
constitute a representation by the NSW Police Force unless the author is legally
entitled to do so.

L



To:

Mining and lndustry projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear SirlMadam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, proJect Appllcation 09_@¡lg

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

f am concerned that csG mining ls 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 2011and 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 whife AGI has been
operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been alowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not
know what true impacts it may have had. Thlrd pafi consultants and external laboratories
that are engaged and paid for by the indùstry 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 Cornmission in its
Position Stôtement (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 AGI is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.

Doctors for the Environment Australia cfaims 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 zO1-L, 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 part¡cular. AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that thìs 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 fracklng of horizontalwells 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 experiences incidents of
unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particlesf 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,



navlng admmed ln August this year that lt had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment plant for three years in breach of its EpL No,12003.

,Af lowlng CSG mlnlng ln areas that are not zoned for heavy lndustry undermlnes zonlng controls
and confldence ln the plannlng 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 capac¡ty to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival ofthe
entire historic Scenlc Hills), and it is unslghtly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential
escalation in CSG mlning incidents and accidents associated with the more intense urban
actlvity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vandalism. The
consequent lmpact on land and house values for existlng 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 livellhoods and life savings.

I do not believe that the NSW Governmenfs new regulatlons for CSG mining will ensure its
safe operation here. As the only commerclally produclng CSG field ln NSW, the Camden Gas
Project has already been operating under consent conditions. Yet the NSW Government has
not been able to ensure compllance, as evidenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its licence
conditions, and the discovery of incidents that mlght 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 6len Alpine houses,

The proposal poses risks to Sydnet's water in general and to the South West in partlcular that
have not been adequatèly assessed, While AGL claims th atthe-geology ol the Sydney Basln 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 Assoclation that it
does not know where the aquifers here run tobutprobobly Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Watcr Catchment, and AGL's proposal to run its gas
gathering plpeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risls to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private lnvestors.

AGLwill only ever produce about 59zo of NSW's gas frorn the Camden Gas ProJect according to
evldence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. This doe's not justif, the risks
and potential costs to the community, particularly since 15O,O0O+ 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 submisslon when publicly exhibited.

Yours sincerely

Name

Address

Slgnature 6-
Dete ¡r\u\ tru



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

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

I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) ¡n 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 unlcnown. This víew

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 Environmèntal Protection Licence (EPL No, 12OO3l, it has been allowed to

self-monitor its compliance, self-învestigate íncidents and self-report such that we do not

know what true impacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratorÍes

that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent Nor is any funded or co-

funded research bythe 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. by Southern Cross Uníversity 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 in the proposed Stage 3 will

reduce the need for fracking, but ít 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

propefty 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 AGf s expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of

unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated with respiratory

problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGL's past performance gives no

confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it can be managed in the future,
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havîng 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'

Allowíng CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoníng controls

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

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

protected by the Scenic Hif ls zoning; it will place undue burden on small rural allotments

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

entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential

escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents associated with the more intense urban

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

consequent impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be

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

small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods and life savings.

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

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

project has already been operatíng 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 ZOLL 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 part¡cular that

have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Basin ís

well known, AGL's rationale for the constant modífication 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 Catchmeht, and AGL's proposal to run its gas

gathering pipelíne along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risl<s to

Sydney's water, and are an abuse of publíc property for the benefit of private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5%o 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 in Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially,

environmentally and economícally unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here.

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

Yours sincerely

/iLtNA q lAu€S ÇAct_t1 Ç i¡Ett_Name

7-7 ¡.1cÊt x! ¿ D É-Address

E¿-o e7¿S¿-t€ 
"-S-7ÒSignature t4/'; ,7|i.^ !d'l^{'-v 

-Date \] {I v
l4/tx/zoi.t



aelia campanella <cit95@hotrnail.com>
<plan_com ment@plan ni ng. nsw. gov,au>
1/12201312:11 pm
Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Projoct Application 09_0048
Submission letter.doc

To whom it may cnncem, Please see encloeed submission letterfor the above pioject, Regards, Celia Gamboa



l2thof January 2012

Mr & Mrs Gamboa, 37 De Havilland Cres Raby, 2566

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Sent by emoil to plan comment@planninq,nsw.øov.du

Dear Sir/Madam

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

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

and Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below and are centred on our
concerns for the environmental and health impacts that may occur for our future family and

fellow community.

My husband and I purchased our first home in January 2Ot2in Raby with the intention of
establishing a home in a safe and clean environment to start our family.

We choose to purchase our home in the Campbelltown area because of the safe

neighbourhood and amount of parks and recreational space within the vicinity. We were

also swayed by the views of the scenic hills surrounding our home and have been delighted

by the vast array of fauna that we have since experienced, including a variety of birds, lizards

and frogs that frequent our backyard.

As resident in Raby, we are aware that many of the proposed sites for these wells will be in

the surrounding suburbs of our home and are concerned about the detrimental impact that
the drilling will have on the delicate ecosystem.

ln addition, we have just experienced the birth of our first child and are extremely

concerned about the heath impacts that the drilling will have on the community living

within these sites. The plans for this project have made me extremely concerned for the
future environment that we will be raising our child in.

As a current customer of AGI- we are disappointed by the proposal and are seriously

consider finding another retaller. lf the proposal should go ahead we will consider selling our
home although can anticipate house prices will drop if the project goes ahead.

Please consider the above concerns as part of the wider community's views on this matter,

to strongly oppose to these plans.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs Celia and Mr Christian Gamboa



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Chris Garcia <stepsau@gmail.com>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
119120136:24 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,
Chris Garcia



From: "Margie and Vince" <margievince@aapt.net.au>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 113012013 9:54 pm
Subject: Submíssion opposing AGL coal seam gas Camden Gas project - Northern expansion

To whom it may concern,

I have been living in Camden for 19 years and like the fact that it is a
semi-rural town with easy access to the city. lt is bad enough that the
area seems to be being overdeveloped with the huge number of Legoland houses
being built in the area on every inch of green land. However to develop an
area to such and extent and then inform it's residents that there will be
potentially hazardous mining taking place under their homes is ethically and
morally quite wrong. lt is with horror that I learn about what AGL is
wanting to do to the area. Australia could be regarded as a nanny state in
many ways for all its rules and regulations - OH and S and other rules
protecting our citizens. However it seems that when money is involved - and
greed - all of these rules go out of the window. There has not been enough
research done on the effects of coal seam gas and fracing and yet companies
and the local government seem willing to put people's lives at risk for the
sake of getting some extra money.

lntroducing dangerous and toxic breaking and cracking under homes, schools
and places frequented by people and children seems absurd. lt is now
illegal to smoke near parks due to passive smoking and the effects will have
on children, yet at the same time the government seems prepared to risk the
lives of people to pursue this dangerous practice. lt seems that south
western Sydney and other areas of NSW are being used as an experiment.
Why? Are the people of south western Sydney less important than other
people in the Sydney arca and can therefore be sacrificed if needs be.

we totally oppose the entire AGL- csc camden expansion proposal and expect
that all consenting authorities do likewise.

Margaret Gardner and Vince Pulham

Elderslie



Dear Sir/Madam,

Please find my objections to the application attached.

Yours sincerely

Lance Gardner

"lgardner@bigpond. net.au" <lgardner@bigpond.net.au>
<plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
2181201312:14 pm
Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09_0048
Su bm ission_format_by_letter_CG P3.docx



8-2-2013

Lance Gardner

35 Culverston Ave

Denham Court

NSW 2565

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Sent by emdil to pløn comment@olannìno.nsw.oov.øu

Dear Sir/Madam

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

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

¡ Due to the close proximity of residents any unforeseen health problems and íssues

arísing from increased methane gas levels

o Due to the close proximity of residents any unforeseen health problems and issues

arising from the contamination of the water table by the various chemicals used to
extract the coals seam gas

o Unforeseen damage to the fauna and flora from increased methane gas levels

¡ Unforeseen damage to the fauna and flora arising from the contamination of the
water table by the various chemicals used to extract the coals seam gas

o The release of green-house gases caused by the extraction of the coals seam gas

When considering an application like this peoples health must be put first. lf there is even

the slightest risk the application must be rejected.

Yours sincerely

Lance Gardner



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Robert Garnett <robertgarnett2@gmail.com >
<plan_comment@planning. nsw.gov.au >
21812013 2:39 pm
CoalSeam Gas Mining in the Camden Region

I would like to voice my total objection to coal seam gas mining in the
Camden region and anywhere near residential areas. The whole idea of
approving CSG mining in New South Wales after the numerous health issue
reports of people living near CSG mining in both overseas countries and
Queensland, should be sufficient for government to holt CSG mining in New
South Wales.

The above comment is particularly pertinent considering that shoal seam gas
is available here in Australia in much greater quantities than CSG and the
shoal gas is nowhere near residential areas.

The other main issue why CSG mining should be halted also anyruhere near
prime agricultural land because mining anywhere near agricultural land will
effect the productivity or even ruin the agricultural activities.

The world by the year 2025 will require an increase in food to feed the
would population by 35%. Australia has the land, the water and the
technology to provide that food requirement. Why stuff up a huge revenue
potential for Australia just because some overseas owned conglomerates want
to make a quick profit and leave us (NSW) with problems that unable to be
remedied.

The surface salt left behind during and after CSG mining has the potential
to make the land unsuitable for agriculture for centuries! The possibility
of contamination of our water supply from chemicals used in CSG mining has
the potential to effect the health of future generations of Australians.

Given the above comments why would any government even consider CSG mining
in New South Wales.

Regards,

Robert Garnett
Cronulla Branch Member



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Narelle Garofano <narelle.coad@yahoo.com.au>
< plan_com ment@plan n in g. nsw. gov.au >
112112013 2:33 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: 218 Friday Hut Road, Possom Creek NSW 2479

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account 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,
Narelle Garofano



Dear Sir/Madam,

*

"Re: Gamden Gas Project, Stage 3, Northern Expansion, project Application
09 0048*

I am submitting three pro formas on behalf of Claire Hilton, Valentina
Carey and Vineent Chodez regarding the above-mentioned project.

Yours sincerely,
Sarah Gaskin

Sarah Gaskin <sarahkgaskin@gmail.com>
<plan_comment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
21812013 11:56 am
Camden Gas Project, Stage 3, Northern Expansion, Project Application 0g_004g
claire Hilton submission to DePl_camden Gas Project.pdf; Valentina carey_su
bmission to DePl_Camden Gas Project.pdf; vincent chodez-.submission to Depl
Camden Gas Project.pdf



From:
To:
CG:
Date:
Subject:

Christine Gatt <christine.gatt@live.com.au>
<matthew.riley@plann ing. nsw.gov.au>
<assessments@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
216120132:15 pm
Submission Details for Christine Gatt (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Christine Gatt
Email : christine.gatt@live.com.au

Address:
29 Butler Street

Gregory Hills, NSW
2557

Content:
Dear Minister Hazzard

My family and I are new residents of Gregory Hills, having moved into our dream home on the
2311212012. We love our home, we love Gregory Hills and the Camden Council area in general.

This time for us should be full of nothing but excitement, settling into our new home and getting
involved in the local community. This excitement however is being clouded by impending fear,ìaused
by AGL's destructive plans for the Norther Expansion of the camden Gas project.

Our move to Gregory Hills has been over 2years in the making. Coming from the Revesby area, my
husband and I were looking for somewhere to settle with our 2 young children (currently 3 years aná 6
months old). We wanted a place to create an idyllic childhood for them. Parks to play in, sChools
nearby and we wanted land big enough to build our dream home and have yard enough for a pool
and for play. We found our block of land in Gregory Hills and were quick to place our deposit.

A few weeks after exchanging contracts with Dart West Developments we were to learn through the
media of AGL's Northern Expansion plans. Through further research by myself I found that 2 or 3 of
these proposed wells (CU02 and CU06 I believe) actually surround the Gregory Hills estate, being
approx 2km from our property.

Dart West did not disclose their knowledge of this proposal in the contract of sale, and despite
attempts through my lawyer we were unable to break the contract. Quite simply had I known of AGL's
proposal I most certainly would not have bought land in Gregory Hills.

But press on with our dream we have, and now we must fight to save our backyard and local
community.

Coal Seam Gas mining particularly by the fracking method puts fear in me for many reasons, and I

therefore OBJECT HEAVILY to AGL's Northern Expansion proposal.

Reasons for my fear and subsequent OBJECTION are as follows:

- The safety of the fracking process has not been proven. 'NSW Health hasn't been consulted on this
project and has requested a complete assessment of potential risk to human health' - SMH
18101t2013.

How can the health risks of CSG míning be tested by trial and error on hundreds, if not thousands of
families (of whích I am one), this is NOT ACCEPTABLE.



- Gregory Hills is set for wonderful expansion, growth has already been seen on land value. My
family relies on this growth to make our move out here a good financial move as well as a lifestyle
move.

CSG mining in this area will most certainly destroy growth and will see nothing but degradation.

- Noise pollution

- Pollution/contamination of water supply (which will create destructive effects for an area greater
than that of Camden.

Why even contemplate putting such wells in an area already well set for development, looking to see
thousands of families move in, allwith a similar dream to mine... Doesn't make sense.

I am only talking from my perspective - But how about the tens of thousands of families living in other
areas affected such as Currans hill, Eagle Vale, Eschol Park and St Andrews - are you willing to
threaten their health and livelihood as well?

How about conduct thorough research first into the effects of CSG mining, and then put the wells in
areas that are going to impact the least amount of people - not in the middle of Sydney's biggest
growth area.

I am not a guinea pig for CSG mining to be tested on, nor is my family. I am a 35 year old woman,
mother of two young children and wife to a loving husband. All I want is to live my life knowing my
family and I are healthy, safe and are going to be OK financially in 30 years time - | want to liùe
without fear. lf I'm living down the road from a CSG mine I don't think this is how my life will be.

I ask the question, those with the great idea of CSG mining and those, such as yourself, in position to
approve such a project, are they living in an affected area? More than likely not. lf you were living in
an affected area, please think honestly of what your vote would be.

Mr Hazzard,l make a plea to you, please DO NOT APPROVE AGL's Northern Expansion proposal.
For not only the sake of my family but for thousands like me and perhaps for the sake of Sydney as a
whole.

Yours sincerely

Christine Gatt
Gregory Hills Resident
0430 444734

lP Address: 197 .212.70.1 l5.static.exetel.com.au - 115.70.212.197
Submission: Online Submission from Christine Gatt (object)
https ://majorprojects.affi n ityl ive. co m ?action =vlew_d iary&id =5404 I

submission for Job: #2921 camden Gas Project stage 3 Northern Expansion
https ://majorprojects.affinityl ive.com?action=viewj ob&id=2g21

Site: #41 Camden Gas Field;, Camden/Wollondilly/Campbelltown
https ://majorprojects. affi n ityl ive. com?action =view_s ite&id =4 1



chris gellel <cgellel_1 989@hotmail,com>
<plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
11211201311:49 am
Submission opposing AGL coal seam gas
CoalSeam,docx



My family moved to Mount Annan in 2009 for the great location, employment opportunities and a great
lifestyle. With a selection of new and established schools, Campbelltown Tafe, the UniversÍty of Western
Sydney, lndustrial Estates, Employment Zones, Town Centres and Sporting Facilities close by it seemed a

perfect place to settle down for the long term. lf we had known about the AGL-CSG expansion we would
have avoided the area as it will be destined for degrading and devaluing. lntroducing 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 beyond our belief.

Major reasons why my family opposes the entire AGL coal seam Gas Expansion include:

¡ Air quality & health

o Threats to our natural environment

o Contradictory and incompatible land use layering

¡ Noise Disturbance

¡ Deeply Flawed Community Consultation- Lacing honesty, openness and transparency

¡ Political posturing and decision making processes

Such a growing area with new estates, young families, improved roads, hospitals, freeways,
growth area which is booming will be affected, housing prices may fall in people try to sell, the
area won't be as popular and any new estates that open up people will rethink about buying.

a
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ÈTo:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

)4, 4 tsc
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Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Pro¡ect Stage 3, project Application 09_0049

I object to AGUs 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 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-investígate 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) 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 2.OLL,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. AG L 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 wef ls 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 eueensland and overseas on air qualiÇ 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). AGIJs past performance gives no
confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it can be managed in the future,

,Õ
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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.

Allowlng CSG mlnlng ln areas that are not zoned for heavy lndustry undermines zonlng 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 HÌlls), and it is unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential

escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents associated with the more intense urban

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

consequent impact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be

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

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

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

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

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

conditions, and the discovery of incidents that might not have been reported were it not for
community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May 2011 in Menangle that'
allowed well contents to drift over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.

The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in particular that
have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Basin is

well known, AGlls 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 probøbly 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
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 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 D. (. Ê en P7 Et-t
Address lq ßooì4€'<ANe cí

Qøgv - N sìr-l L5øø
Signature

Date / 2no FêBaurlr<y zo t s



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Linda Gill <glgill@bigpond.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw. gov.au>
21712013 B:00 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

- New research from Southern Cross University on methane gas leaks from coal seam gas fields has
not been considered in the proposal. AGL has not conducted these studies to account 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,
Linda Gill
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fu1írrÌng and {ndustry Piojects

Lrepartr¡enr of Pla nníng

GPÖ Éiox 39
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Dear 5ir/Madanr

fter Carnden Gas Project Stage 1, ?rojeú,Applìcation 09*004g

i object tÖ AGL's project appfication 09-0048 tc mine for coal seðm gas (CsG) in Campbeiltown
;nd Can'lden. The key reasons for rny abjectíon are stated belorv,

i ant concei¿ned that CSG míning is a technofogically-evolving industry whose irnpacts have nat
treten independently and scierrtifÌcally fLrlly researchecj ancl remain largely ¡"tnkrrorvl-1, This vievr¡
ìs supportecl lry prol'essional organisations and acacletnics in evirJence to the NSW Upper
Hoilse and Senate lnqLrÍries into Coal Seam Gas Mirring in 2011- and bry subseqr,rent research
here a;lo oveiseas. tlle have had to rely on tlre inciirstry rbr mucir oi our informätion when ihe
inrlustry iras a vested inie¡^est i¡'r lhe outcome. AGL is no cliffer.enÌ" li ciaims tl¡at'rhe (ìam<Jerr

Gas Project iras been safely cperating fcr 1ú years yet we understan,_J T.hat impacts on
gt'ctutidwaier and ai¡- qualih/ have nof been acJequately monítored, ancl whiie AGI- has been
aperatii'lg under an Environmental Protection Licence (EFL. Na. iZ003J, it has heen ailowed.to
selimonitor its compÌiance, seif-ínvestigate incidents ancl .self-re;lori such that we c.lo not
¡:notvwhattrue iilpaci:s it nrây have had.'lhird par.ty,:onsultantç ann exiernal labor^atories
rhat are engaged ancl paid for by the incìusirry ai'e nor ixlependeltt Ncl is any ìund-.c1 or co-
iunderf researclr lry the CSG miníng inclustrS' Ttrese fessons shor,rici ¡.iâr¡e been ¡eernt w¡th
êsbestos in Australla and with 'Big "fclbacco' 

in the USA. The National Water ConimissÍon in its
Posítion Statemei'rl {3'd Decembe r 2o1.Ci saíd that impacts nay emerge over a long lirne
pti'iccì. iani cjeeply concernedthat the cosis of unfcreseen pi.ohlemswill be bor¡e by the
communíty and taxpayers after AGL ís long gone fro,"n ihe area. Thîs is grossiy irresporr.si'ole.

Dûci:r)rs fcrthr: Envírt:n¡-ncn'r- Arrstralia claimsthat healtir irnoacts lrom CSG nrinilrg have nor
been.lssessed, Prelirnìnar.v research fr-om eueenslarrd (e,g. ity Southern Cross Univer-sity in
Tara) ancl oversea$ is deeoly concerning, esoecially whnre fi-ackíng has been used. As at
Ûect'rmher l-0'I'I,85% of the prorluctíc¡ri wells in the Camder-, Ga-s project hacl bee¡ fr ackeci
fevidence fto;l',l the liS'vV tjpper liouse lnquiry) with inadeq.rate monitoring of its ini¡racts on
water iñ particular. ltGL cfaims that tht-. use of horiroirtal we lls in the proposecl Stage 3 wrli
¡educe ihe ¡-reed ior -['rackirig, bui it seems îlìat this is not err.i-lrelyirue since ir has reservec- ilte
ríght to frar'k the"se weils ín the filtr,¡re iflwhen the techn<¡iogy becomes avaifable. Tlre si¡e of
the propnsed r,velt clusters and any irackÌng of horizontal 'weils are both new anci ulntesterJ
here' l-t vrill therefore [:e entirelv experirnerrtal with urrl<nowrr outcorne-s on health and
propefty including the possiLriiity of sr-rbsídenc+ uÍrìe'r'so ñr¿ny urhan properties.

I arn aiso concertred about eviclence from Qrleen.siand ancl overseas on air'qualíly and the
cunrulative impact of AGL's exparrsion inro an area ühat already experience:; irrcidents of
irnaccePrtable ievels of air pcfluiÍon {orone arrcl fíne Frarl¡clÊs} associated with re-tpîratory
problems iNSVt/ Environmental Pr'r:tection Authority). AGL's ¡>ast perforrnance giries no
confiderrce that it has nol alreaciy contrilluteci Èo this or rhat ii can be manageri' in the future,
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it¿vit'¡g adr¡itterj in ALrgust this year that ít hatl not conductecl continuous air monitoring at its
Itcsalind F¡nrk Gas 

-r-reatment prant for three years in bre¿ch of its EpL No.i.2003,

Aifowing csG mjning in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry uncJermines zoning contrcrls
and confidence in the planning prúcessr and cre¿tes severe land use conflicts, economic
instabiiity and inequity, it will disrupt religíous communities whose vocat¡tns have so far been
Ðr¿rtecttrf by the Scerric Hills zoning; it will ¡:lace unclue burclen cn small rural ¿llotments
whose caPðcitY tÖ ccpe is severeiy recìuced by síie (thereby threalening the s¡rvival of the
r:ntire hìstorirscenic Hifl.sJ, and it is unsightly and unsafe ín urban areaswith a p,ltentiill
escalalion io csG rnining inc¡cfents and accidents associated with the more intense urban
activi'cy (traffîc, people eic.), ihe presence of children, and potentÍal for vandalísm. The
cilnsEquent íntpact on land ancj house vafues ior existing land ancl home owners mav be
rlei;as1-aiing' Fcr rnany people the home isrhe ir largest asset and is often leveraged to sLlllpcrt
s¡naii busÍness' Any devaluation bv bank âssesscirs mar¡ c{estroy livelihoods and lífe savings.

i do not beiie'¿e that ihe NSw Government's new i-egulaliorrs for csG mining will ensure its
safe opet'atiorr here- As the only commercially produring csG fielci in Nsw, thâ camden Gas
Project has aiready been r:¡;erating under conse¡rt conditions. vet the NSW 6overnment has
not heelr airle to en-sure cornpliance. as euidenced by on-goÌng bre¿che-s by AGL of its licençe
condilions, and the discovery oí incÌclents that might not have been reporred were it not for
comntuníty vigilante, such as the sugarloaf weil incicient in May ZtrLinMenan6le that
allowed weli cc'¡nten'rs i-o drift ove r Sydney'5 watet-channel ancÍ io nearby Gien Aipine h,)Uses.

îhe ¡lro¡rosai poses risks tcl Syciney'i water in gencraíanc! to the gor-ltl-r wesi rn par.ticuioi, r-irai
have noi iLer:n adequateiy assessed. while AGL clainr: :har tne gecrogy oJ the sydney Basin n
r'¡/t:!l k¡tov'tn, AGI-': raÍiorrale fcl tha cûnstã¡nt mcdifi¡;etion t-rí pr-ior stages of ihe Caryider: Ga:
Froiecl seems k) contladic.t this, a.s CoeE its ¡c.imi;sion to ihe Scen jc i.lills ¡\ssocial iclr¡ îha¡:ii.
does noÍ' l<now r¡ihere lhe aquifers lie.ie ¡,t¡ ïc\;ti ûroJtah!v 5yeney Hatbour.poieritial iiJilrar;i:,
o;'i Sydney llarbc¡ur, on tlie ni:ai'bi¡ 5yuney vriaie,'caic|'lrilenl. arirl AGL' j otoposai to r.lin ii; gas
¿Iirthering pipeline aiong 5ydney's lJpoer câi¡::j riri p,-ri:iÍc ianci are rrnaccepta'oíe r.isks i:a
Sydney'r water, ðnci arr ã,'r ìbu5¡: 9f ¡;ui:iic íÌrrp(Jiiyíor ihe beir¿lil cf cr¡i¡ale inveslors

AGL vrill ottiy er.'er prcrlr-rce abcur 5% oí' I'JSW': 6as ircnr the Carricel Ga: pr.oject ece;or-ciing (a
et'ide¡rr-'e itgauê r-lnder r;aili at the N5\¡/ Upper-il ou,se lnqiiii.¡. ïhis cr:es nçi justíiy.¡he ¡-isk:
enc poterrtiai costs to the cr¡mmunity, pa:'tir:uiariy since i5ti,000 i. per:¡rli: aiready lii¡e arrcj wr¡rk
in the irylmediate affectecJ a!'ea, and this is in Svcneri': sai¡th vies? growth corricjar.' iÌ is socialty,
environmentalfyancl econotrtically unjustified, and has na socíal iicence to operate here.

I acknowledge lha',' rny narle will aÞpear on rrry sr_rLrrnission when oublÍcly exhit itecl.

\'çurs sincerei'y

Flame ¡CPf -)ra¿¿u ér t*¡.-rìSl
Address 3i 9\R.r AVLN uE-

ASKFI eVD NShI ZT3 \
ureSignat

Ë¡ale b



From: "Gilmour, Tim" <Tim.Gilmour@dow.catholic.edu.au>
To: "plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
GC: "lngham, Peter Bishop" <bishop@dow.org.au>, "Turner, Peter" <Peter.Turne...
Date: 21812013 4:33 pm
Subject: Submission re Amended Development Application Number 09_0048 - Camden Gas
Project - Northern Expansion (Stage 3)

Mining and lndustry Projects
Department of Planning
NSW Government

via email - plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.aucmailto:plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re Amended Development Application Number 09_0048 - Camden Gas Project - Northern
Expansion (Stage 3)

I write on behalf of the Director of Schools for the Catholic Education Office, who has the delegated
authority from the Bishop of Wollongong, Most Rev Peter lngham DD and the Principals of Catholic
systemic schools in the Diocese of Wollongong, in respect to the proposed Ameneded Development
Application by AGL for the Northern Expansion of the Camden Gas Project.

Given the limited time for public consultation and discussion, we state our objection to the application
in its current form and until such time that firm assurances can be given that address the basic
concerns we hold about the proposed project.

There are 7 Catholic Parish Primary schools, 4 Diocesan Secondary Schools and 2 lndependent
Catholic Colleges located in the affected area of AGL's Sub-surface project that spans both the
Camden and Campbelltown Local Government Areas. While it has been difficult to identify specific
boundaries proposed by AGL in the affected area, it is likely that new proposed schools to be
established ín the years ahead to serve the rapidly expanding South West Sydney growth corridor
would also be located within the affected region.

We oppose the amended project application on the following grounds:

1. The potential health risks associated with the exploration and processing of CSG, including
'fracing'. Given the large numbers of children and young people who are attend the schools in the
area, in addition to along with parents and staff who work in our schools, such potential risks to air
and water quality and the associated impact on health is of grave concern to us. Without more
definitive and tested environemntal impact data that indicates a minimal risk, the project should not
proceeed in our view.

2. Threats to the natural environment, including amenity, property value, possible conflicting land
usage and noise disturbance. These are serious considerations that may have seriously negative
impacts on the quality of life for residents and families, both in social and economic terms.

3. The apparent lack of appropriate community consultation and discussion. ln our view the entire
process has lacked the necessary time and transparency to be considered appropriate to the scale
and potential environment impact commensurate with what this project should have received.

As educators we have a definitive 'duty of care' to the young people who attend our schools. Based
on the current status of the amended application proposal we are totally opposed to the project in
such a form. We call on the Premier and the Government via the Department of Planning and all other
consenting authorities to reject the application until these and other reasonable concerns about the
project have been suitably addressed and appropriately supported by the necessary scientific and



expert environmental testing and modelling that such a significant project demands.

I would appreciate an acknowledgment that you have received our submission.

Yours sincerely,

Tim Gilmour
Professional Assistant to the Director of Schools

[cid : image002png@}1CE061 9. F1 7 2817 0]
Catholic Education Office
Diocese of Wollongong
86-88 Market Street
WOLLONGONG NSW 25OO

Direct I 02 4253 0938
Mobile | 0438 669 677
tim.gilmour@dow.catholic.edu.au<mailto:tim.gilmour@dow.catholic.edu.au>

The contents of this e-mail are confidential. Any unauthorised use of its content is expressly
forbidden.
lf you have receíved this e-mail in error, please advise by telephone (reverse charges) or by return
e-mail
and then delete/destroy the e-mail and any printed copies. Thank you.

Tim Gilmour
Professional Assistant to the Director of Schools

[cid : imageO04. png@0 1 CE061 9.F 17 2817 0]
Catholic Education Office
Diocese of Wollongong
86-88 Market Street
WOLLONGONG NSW 25OO

Direct | 02 4253 0938
Mobile I 0438 669 677
tim.gilmour@dow.catholic.edu.au<mailto:tim.gilmour@dow.catholic.edu.au>

The contents of this e-mail are confidential. Any unauthorised use of its content is expressly
forbidden.
lf you have received this e-mail in error, please advise by telephone (reverse charges) or by return
e-mail
and then delete/destroy the e-mail and any printed copies. Thank you.



fo:
Mining and tndustry projects

Department of Planning

GPô Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

ße: Camdan Gas Project Stage l, project Application 09_004g

ì object.to AGL's proiect application 09-0048 tÐ rriine for coal seam gas (CSG) in Campbelltown
and Carnden. The key reasons for my objectíon are stated below.

I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologicafly-evolving industry whose impacts haye not
been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown, This view
is supported by professional organisations ancl academics Ín evidence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquíries ínto Coal Seam Gas Mining in ZO11 and by subsequent research
here anci overseas. We have had to rely on the industry for much of our inforrnation when the
industry hâs a vestêd inierest in the outcome. AGL is no different. lt ciaims that the Camden
Gas Project has been safely operatíng 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 incídents and self-report such that we do not
know what true impacts it rnay 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 inc¡ustry, These lessons riiouici irave been iearnt with
asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' ín the USA. The National Wâter Commission in its
Position Statement (3'd December 2010) said that impacts may emerge over a fong time
period, I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen pioblems will be borne by the
comrnunity and taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly inesponsible.

Doctors for the Environrnent AustraÍia claims that health impacts from CSG mìning have not
been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e,g. by Southern Cross Universíty in
Tara) and overseas is deeply Çoncerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 201!,850./6 of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked
(evidence from the tlSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of its impäcts on
water in particular. AGL cfaíms that the use of hori¿ontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking but it seems that this is not er,tirely true since it has ¡eserved 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 weils are both new ancj untested
here. lt will therefore be entirely experimentâl with unknov/rr outcomes on health ano

Êroperty including the possibility of subsídence under so m¿rny urban propertíes.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas ûn air quality and the
cumulative impact of AGL's expansion ínto an area that already experiences incidenls of
unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particlesi associated with respiratory
problerns (NSW Environmental Protection Authórity), AGL's past performance gives no

confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that ít can be rnanaged in the future,
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having adrnitted in August thÍs year that ít 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
instabiiity anci inequity' lt will disrupt ¡sligious comrnunities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the ScenÍc Hills zoníng; it will place undue burden on smafi rural allotments
whose caÞac¡ty to cope ís severely ¡.educed by size (thereby threatening the survival of the
entire historic scenic Hills), and ít ís unsightly and unsafe ín urban areas with a potentiai
escãlat¡on ín CSG mining incÍdents and accidents associatcC with the more intense urban
activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for vand¿lism. The
cÐnsequent ímpact on land and house vaf ues for existing land and home owners may be
devastating' For many people the home is their largest asset and ls often leveraged to support
small business, Any devaluation by bank assessors may destmy livelihoods and life savings.

í do not believe that the NSW Government's new regufations for CSG mining will ensure its
safe operatiotr 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 wetl incident in May 2011 in Menangle that
allowed well contents to drift over Sydney'i water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.

The proposal poses risks to sydney's water in generaf ancl to the south west in partícular that
have noi been adequately assessed. lÄJhilc A€.1e laims thãï thÈ qeuloEy t)i the Syd(Ey gøsin ìs
well known, AGL's raticnale fcr the constant modÍficatÍon of prior stages of the Carnden Gas
Project seems to cúntradict thís, as cfoes its admissíon to ihe Scenic i'lills Association thât ¡..

does not know where the aquifers here run ta but probo bly Sydney Hørbour potential impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGt-'s oroposai to run its gas
gäthering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canai on public land are unacceptable risks to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private ìnvestors.

AGL will only ever produce aboutS% 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 jusrify the risks
and potential costs tô the communitv, particufårly since 150,000+ people aiready live and work
in the immedÍate affected area, and this is in sydnev's south west grovdh corridor. it is socially,
environmentally and economically unjustified, end has no social licence to operate here.

I acknowledge that my name wili appear on rny submission when publicly exhibhed,

Yours sincerely

..;./alaL 6,i/¿z,r frv),"nz.t, /4rt ,ç ¿/-ç1¡¿

,!4 ¿,1 ,4rtr¡e he .\.ty-¿-t¿

Signature

Name

Address

l1t !rv CfA3

Date
k) 4



From:
To:
Date:
Subject

.KEITH GILLIES" <jilke2@bigpond.com>
<plan_com ment@plan ning.nsw.gov.au>
218120131:08 pm
Re:AGL Coal Seam Gas Expansion...

Many thanks for your prompt reply,

Regards,

Keith Gillies

---- Original Message ---
From: "plan_comment plan_comment" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
To: "KEITH GILLIES. <jilke2@bigpond.com>
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2013 9:36 AM
Subject: Re:AGL Coal Seam Gas Expansion...

Thank you for your submission, it has been foruvarded to the relevant
planner.

Regards,

lnformation Officer
lnformation Centre
Department of Planning & lnfrastructure

23-33 Bridge Street Sydney
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001
T 0292286333
F 02 9228 6555
E information@planning.nsw. gov.au

This e-mail is confidential and may be privileged. lf you are not the
intended recipient, you must not use or disclose this information. lf you
have received this e-mail in error, please delete it and advise me
immediately.
E-mails may contain computer viruses, may be interfered with or may have
other defects. They may not be successfully replicated on other computer
systems. This e-mail may be subject to copyright. lf it is, the written
consent of the copyright owner must be obtained before any part of it is
reproduced, adapted or communicated.

>>> "KElTH GILLIES" <jilke2@bigpond.com> 02108113 09:35 >>>

Dear Sir/Madam,

I write regarding: Submission Opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas IAGL - CSG] Camden
Gas Project - Northern Expansion [Stage 3]. Project application No.09 0048

Following radio/television reports, I am compelled write, to protest at what
the present NSW Government is planning to do, regarding Gas Seam Mining in
NSW. This is contrary to what genuinely everybody I know believes.

My wife and myself moved to Camden Park just over three years ago, in order
to enjoy a peaceful lifestyle. lt is my belief that your government is
deliberately setting out to destroy the quality of life we currently enjoy.



I am certainly NOT opposed to coal mining in Australia, but this 'fracing',
is most definitely NOT ON. Having listened intently to various Sydney radio
stations, and what I have witnessed on television, in particular a programme
on 'fracing' in the USA via SBS television, my mind is made up..............
I am totally opposed to Coal Seam Gas mining any where on the planet.

I ask this of you, do yourself, or the premiere Barry O'Farrell and any
members of the NSW government, reside in any arealregion/township in NSW,
where Coal Seam Gas Mining is currently being worked, or if there are any
proposal to do so.

lam,

Yours Síncerely,

Keith F.Gillies.

This message is intended for the addressee named and may contain
confidential/privileged information. lf you are notthe intended recipient,
please delete it and notify the sender.
Views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender, and are
not necessarily the views of the Department.
You should scan any attached files for viruses.



From:
To:
GC:
Date:
Subject:

Mary Glavan <glavanfamily@yahoo.com.au>
<matthew. riley@plann ing. nsw.gov.au>
<assessments@planning. nsw.gov.au>
2171201311:59 pm
Submission Details for Mary Glavan (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Mary Glavan
Email: glavanfamily@yahoo.com.au

Address:
43 Barratt Ave

Camden South, NSW
2570

Content:
I object to the proposed project because it is a massive and undeniable risk to the health and well
being of the residents of the areas of South West Sydney. We do not have any evidence to rule out
the possibility that this type of gas extraction does not pollute our waterways and airways. There has
not been any substantial research by independent organisations nor the government to ensure the
safety of its people and most importantly our future generations.

I have seen cases in the U.S. where people lived normal healthy lives until the gas companies arrived
and started extracting gas using the'fracking'system without needing permission from its residents
and their land. This process has become very profitable for these gas companies and to admit that
there is any risk/consequence would be devastating to their business so they have a very subjective
view on their'safe' processes. Unfortunately, due to these large companies having strong financial
and political power, it becomes the responsibility of the ordinary citizen to prove their concerns even
when they have become very ill after breathing in the 'unaffected air' and drinking water from their
rivers and kitchen taps which have gas pouring out and apparently in no way has any link to the gas
project going on in their backyard.

The Australian government must make decisions and conduct themselves in a way that ensures the
security and well-being of its people. Can any politician stand by the promíses these companies are
making that there are no consequences (immediate or future) from the process of extracting coal
seam gas?
lf I am to continue living here in beautiful Camden, I need to know that my children will not be
suffering the consequences of drinking contaminated water and breathing poisonous air in 1 , 10,20,
30 or more years from now. We need to become aware and more informed and that is a combined
responsibility of our leaders and the communities to show interest and concern and for the law to
protect us by making sure that the gas companies are strongly monitored, become transparent in their
processes and ensure that the types of chemicals used for fracking (which should be supervised
independently at their sites) are authorised and made public.

To say that we do not know what detrimental effects may be caused by the Camden Gas Project is
enough to rule it out. We cannot sit by and watch the decision of our future health and safety be
controlled by the very people making money from denying any consequence.
I would rather the consequences of truth than of any lies or ignorance.



lP Address: cpe-121-217-35-138.1nse1 .cht.bigpond.net.au - 121 .217.35.138
Submission: Online Submission from Mary Glavan (obje.ct)
https ://majorprojects.affi n ityl ive. com ?aclion=vie¡v_diary&id =543 1 I

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

Site: #41 Gamden Gas Field;, CamdenAA/ollondilly/Gampbelltown
https :i/majorproJects.affi n ityl ive. com?acJion=view_site&id =41



6 BlackWattle Grove
Narellan Vale 2567 NSW
8th February 2073

The Director
Mining and Industry Projects
NSW Dept of Planning
Sydney NSW

Dear Sir/Madam,

Our family has lived in the Camden area for the last 25 years.

In regard to

suBMrsstoN opposrNG AGL coAL SEAM GAS IAGL-CSG)
CAMDEN GAS PROIECT-NORTHERN EXPANSION [Stage 3)

We would like to register our objection to this project because of the "fracking" which is
associated with the current coal seam gas expansion,

It is well known that this process causes irreversible damage to the surrounding land
and rivers, and that the chemicals used are extremely toxic.

The areas that have already been subjected to "fracking" are a living testimony to all of
us, as we see rivers, land, towns, lives, health and livestock ruined.

We do not want coal seam gas exploration to go ahead in this area.

We awaityour reply.

Yours sincerely,

Mr and Mrs Christopher and Leanne Glen.



From:
To:
CG:
Date:
Subject:

Betina Goldsmith <bejo3@bigpond.com>
<matthew.riley@plann ing. nsw. gov.au>
<assessments@plannin g. nsw. gov.au>
112212013 3:26 pm

Submission Details for Betina Goldsmith (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Betina Goldsmith
Email: bejo3@bigpond.com

Address:
13 Chellaston Street

Camden, NSW
2570

Content:
Premier

You have broken promise after promise in relation to coal seam gas and mining.

I live in an area where there are proposals for CSG exploration. Although we might not own anything
beneath the ground our houses sit on, we are part of the population of NSW and it is your duty to
protect our health, the water we drink, the environment, and the community at large.

It is your JOB to make sure that we are protected from vested interest companies such as AGL.

Mr Premier, you do not have a very good record in relation to looking after the interests of the people
of NSW, especially in the greater western Sydney area. Make sure that the all the science is - and
make it public - before allowing any CSG exploration close to housing and water. You might make
money out of it now, but reparation for damage done to the environment, water and people's health
will be a great deal more expensive.

Betina Goldsmith

I P Address: cpe-1 21 -21 8-39-61 .lnse4. ken. bigpond. net. a u - 121.21 8.39.6 1

Submission: Online Submission from Betina Goldsmith (object)
https ://majorprojects.affi n ityl ive.com ?action=view_d iary&id =53032

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

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



From:
To:
Date:
Subject

Amber Goodhew <amber-jg@hotmail.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
2171201311:52 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS:7 Saunders Place, Raby, 2566

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,
Amber Goodhew



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Anita Goodhew <anitayc@bigpond.net.au>
<plan_com ment@plan ning.nsw. gov.au>
2171201311:43 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: 7 Saunders Place, Raby, 2566

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Glen Goodhew <rotundro@bigpond.net.au>
<plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
2171201311:48 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: 7 Saunders Place, Raby, 2566

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,
Glen Goodhew



From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

Guy Goodwin <guyandsteph@iinet.net.au>
<matthew.riley@planning. nsw.gov.au>
<assessments@plan ning.nsw.gov.au>
113012013 4:56 pm
Submission Details for Guy Goodwin (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Guy Goodwin
Email: guyandsteph@iínet.net.au

Address:
16 Fogarty street

Gregory hills, NSW
2557

Content:
I would likê to express my concerns with regards to the proposed CSG and fracking works in and
around the camden & gregory hills area. Both Steph and myself are against the works and are
mortified that these works could be happening in our new suburb .

Had i know about this before we built we would have never brought our family to the area and are
shocked that not a single mention of this was made by Dart west or anyone else...

We are very upset by this and will be doing all we can to stop these works in our own backyard

l P Add ress : 203-217 -37 -1 37 .dyn. iinet. net. a u - 203.21 7 .3T .1 ZT
Submission: Online Submission from Guy Goodwin (object)
https ://majorprojects.affin ityl ive. com ?action =view_d iary&id =5342 1

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

Site: #41 Camden Gas Field;, CamdenAlVollondilly/Campbelltown
https ://majorprojects.affin ityl ive.com ?action=view_s ite&id =41



Gherelle Gormly <cherelleg@fpaaust.com.au>
"'plan_oomment@planning.nsw.gov.au"' <plan_comment@planning,nsw.gov.au>
111612013 2:55 pm
Camden Gas Project Stage 3
img-1 1 ô1 44446-0001 .pdf

Flease find attached submission against Project Application 09_0048

Regards
Cherelle Gormly

4/53 Trafalgar St
Glenfield,2167
Mob: 0434 076 114



To: Mining ond lnduslry Projects
Deportment of Plonning
GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OOI

lóttt Jonuory 2013

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Comden Gos Project Stoge 3, Projecl Applicolion 09-0048

I strongly 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 technologícally-evolving ¡ndustry whose ¡mpacts have not

been independently and scíentificallyfully 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 a nd overseas. We have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when the

industry has a vested ¡nterest in the outcome. AGL is no different. lt claims that the Camden

GasProjecthasbeensafelyoperatingforl0years. Yetweunderstandthat¡mpactson

groundwater and air qualily have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been

operating under an Environmental Protect¡on L¡cence (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 lndustry ate no|¡ndependent' 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 Commiss¡on in its

Position Statement (3'd Deceóber 20L0) said that impacts may emerge over a long time

period. I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the

community and taxpayers after AGL ls 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. Prel¡m¡nary research from Queensland (e,8. by Southern Cross Un¡versity in

Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at

December 2011., 85% of the production wells in the camden Gas Project had been fracked

(evîdence from the Nsw upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitor¡ng of its impacts on

water ¡n 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

rlght to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology becomes available' The size of

the proposed wel I clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested

here. ltwill therefore be entirely experimentalwith 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 AGIJs expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of

unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and f¡ne particles) associated with 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 thîs year that ¡t had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its

Rosalind Park Gas Ïreatment 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 confídence in the plann¡ng process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic

instability and inequlty, lt will disrupt religious communilies whose vocat¡ons have so far been

protected by the Scenlc Hílls zoning; itwill place undue burden on small rural allotments
whose capacity to cope ís 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 exist¡ng land and home owners may be

devastating. For many people the home ¡s the¡r largest asset and is often leveraged to support

small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods and life savings.

I do not belíeve that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG m¡ning will ensure its

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

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

not been able to ensure compliance, as evîdenced by on-going breaches by AGL of ¡ts 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 Bosin is

well known, AGlls rationale for the constant modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas

Project séems to contradict this, as does its admiss¡on to the Scenic H¡lls Associat¡on that ¡t

does not know where the aquifers here run tobul ptohobly Sydney Horbour. Potential impacts

on Sydney Harbour, on the nearbySydneyWaterCatchment, 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 publlc 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 notjustiry 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 corr¡dor. lt is socially,

environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no soc¡al licence to operate here,

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

Yours sincerely

Cherelle J Gormly

4/53 Trafalgar St

Glenfield NSW 2167

02 9618 0054
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CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION (Stoge 3)

Projecl Applicolion No. 09 0048

messoge.

ü,,

My fomily moved to.....
opportunities ond o greot life

...,,...,......(SUBURB NAME) in 2005 for the greot locotion, emp
style for our 3 children. With o seleclion of new ond estoblished )(-

Compbelltown TAFE, the Universily of Western Sydney. lnduslriol Eslotes, Employment Zones, Town Centres ond
Sporiing Focilities close by il seemed o perfecl ploce to settle down for the long-term ond roise o fomity.

Unfortunotely, my youngest son hos developed osthmo since we moved here. We did not reolise thot the
quolity is deceptively poor - in foct, the worst polluted otmospheric Airshed in Greoter Sydney. lf we con't

breothe here, we con't live here. Air Quolity is the criticol 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 'frocluring' under our homes. schools, workploces, footboll fields, crickel ovols. leisure centres, our
community holls, our churches, our petrolsloiions, our overheod bridges, open spoces ond cotchment oreos.

lf we hod known obout the AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoided the oreo ond o $450,000 life-time
mortgoge in o suburb destined for degrociing ond devoluing. lt doesn't moke ony sense of oll I

'Frocing' is octuolly "FRACTURING" - breqking ond crocking lhe sub-surfoce under us. AGL folsely
compores its'frocing' chemistry is to 'hormless' products on o loundry shelf, when in foci the reol chemicols in vost
quontities ore híghly volqtile producing toxic goseous ond poriiculote emissions to eorth. woter ond oir. AGL
Con$ultonts hove been grossly dishonest ond deceitful in their minimol description of 'frocing' processes.

Despite misleoding medio reporls AGL-CSG will definitelv 'fioc" under us. AG['s inlenlions ore very cleqr in
both their 2010 ENVIRONMENTAT ASSESMENT ot Chopter 4.2 ond in the 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopter 3.4.

We ore not ogoinst mining of oll. However, introducing toxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our exisiing permissible lond use zones of estoblished ond populoted communilies is totolly inoppropriote in
every respect. ond obsolutely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols its Ioxic 'frocing' chemistry behind cloims of 'commerciol confidenliolity'. We do know thot
AGL use concentroted ocids ond biocides omong o huge list of chemicol cocktoils triggering volotile chemicol
reoclions in cool ond sondstone seoms underneoth our homes ond schools. The foct thqt AGL will nof disclose its' :ing loxicology' is obsolutely obsurd - o nightmore with disostrous heolTh ond environmentol consequences.

Mining is the most occident riddled industry in Austrolio. Mixing mining ond unlested chemistry under our
homes os we sleep is o disostrous formulo for mojor criticol incidenls. We don't need lhe threot of disoster, totolly
'frocing' our dreoms into nightmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofter busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minister Hozzord fully comprehend the potentiol implicotions of cumulotive long-term toxic
emissions to our eorth. our woter ond breothing olmosphere? Hove your plonning experts fully onolysed AGL's
documenfs Io find the serious omissions ond folse 'concepluol modelling' promoted os occeptoble science ?

lf you proceed wilh AGL's proposol you will be opening the pothwoy for o mqssive closs oction ogoinst oll
lhe decision mokers, bock door deolers ond promoters of this toxic ond hozqrdous industry.

We ore 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 nãver ollow it in yours !

Threots to Air Quolity ond heolth
. Well documenled historic poor oir quolily ocross the 'project oreo' ond Greoter South Western Sydney
. Serious heolth risks including dromotic increoses in respirotory diseoses ond osfhmo
. South Western Sydney olreody hos the highest incidence of hospitol odmissions for oslhmo
¡ Dongerously incomplete physicol ond chemicol onolysis of Coolseom Gos 'fiocing' processes
. Potentiol for long ierm undetected goseous leoks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our breothing spoce
. Risks of uncontrolloble loxic porticulote emissions to eqrth, oir ond woter threotening our communities
. Will lhe ICAC belotedly exomine the post politicol mining coreers of suspect politicions os we choke in

AGL's neuro-toxins ond overcrowd the very limited heolth resources in Sydney's Soulh West?
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Threols lo Our Nolurol Environmenl - Geology ond Hydrology
. Long Ierm geologicol domoge to - drinking woter, woler oquifers, woter tobles, creek beds ond rivers
. Contominotion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding Ihe Hqwkesbury-Nepeon Cotchment
. Struclurol domoge to the Sydney Woter Supply Chonnel undermined by ot leost ó porollel drilling locotions

in our oreo qt CU02, CUOó, CU I 0, CUl4, CU20 ond CU22 - eoch with ó wells
. Structurol domoge lo built environmenls ond dongerous lond slip in o predominontly cloy sub soil
. Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shqle sub-strucfures cousing frocturing to gos pipes
. lrreversible domoge to notive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegetotion
. Risks in wosie monogement of by-products including neuro-toxin porticulotes in eorth, woter ond oir
Conlrodiclory ond Incompolible [ond Use loyedng
. Allowing legolly estoblished qnd developed residentiol, commerciol. educotionol ond recreotionolzonings

- qll funded by our rotes ond stotutory government toxes - lo be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o loxic ond dongerous mining industry

Unpredictoble Noise Disturbqnce - AGt-CSG Con$ultonts noise sludies ore lololly incompelent
. Inodequote credible studies inlo 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heolth.
. Foilure to ocknowledge long term reflected ond rodioted sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping disturbonce

potterns, neurologicol concerns given thot the humon percepiion of noise is six times greoter of night time
Deeply Flowed Community Consullolion - Locking Honesfy, Openness ond Tronsporency
. AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environmentol Assessment - one of Comden Council foyer ond one ot

Compbelltown - ond withdrew the originol Environmentol Assessment October o12010 so thot the
community could nol compore the originol proposolwith the omended Moín Report Oclober of 2O12

. Posifioning the exhibition period leoding inlo Chrisfmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporotion for the holidoy seoson.

¡ Foilure by AGL to occept thol mony people do not hove occess to lhe internet, ond those who hove
internet occess would hove greot difficully reoding o 3000 poge document on o computer screen

. Foilure by AGL to provide complimentory CDs of their proposolto residents upon request - o proclice of
previous proponents of mojor projects

. Poorly odvertised, ond consequently poorly ottended, informotion sessions of which AGL speciolist
consultonts could not onswer queslions - but would moke nofes

. A poorly designed AGL-CSG website - o potluck toble of conTenTs. using ouI-of-dote mops which do not
cleorly show the level of urbon development, no index ond illogicol poge numbering

. Using only smoll section ond out of dote mops so thot il is impossible To view the enormity of the whole
project 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 engineering, os fhe
front person quoled in doily popers while keeping foceless "experts" in the next room

. The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCCI does not odequotely represent the brooder
community ond thot it does noi keep occurole minutes ond report bock to the brooder community

Politicol Posturing ond Decision Moking Processes
. Concerns thot you, your government deportments, including Environment ond Heolth, hove not corried

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-

empting the decision moking process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (PAC) - o 'selected'
ponel of "experts" to undertoke o "merit review" of the project

. lt doesn't help when Premier O'Forrell insults us (SMH 7.7.13 poge 7 Ediloriol) by triviolising drilling lines os
being the size of o "teocup" when in foct AGL stote in 2O12 MAIN REPORI of Chopte¡ 4.3 lhoi drilling vories
from l78mm to 2000mm in diomeler in the 'fiocing' reoming process ond the lines ore up 1o 2,500 metres
long. There does not seem to be even o loken seporotion between AGL qnd some politicions.

. ll is not up to me, my fomily. or members of our community to prove Ihot AGL's Cool Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk to our locol life, heolih ond fuiure. Comden Council, the Slote Government's stotutory
outhorities, Ministers, Cobinet, Premier ond PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore the ullimote
consenting outhority, with o "duty of cqre" to oll residents of SouIh Western Sydney. lt is your collective
responsibilily lo protecl our heolth, living, leorning, working ond recreotionol environments.

. Politicions, AGL ond PAC Members do not hove on onti-sociol licence to degrode our fomily lifestyle, our
home, our bocÇord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon loft, our greyhound run, our veggie poTch, our
soil, our woter, our oir ond the vitol future of our communilies.

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

Yours
Signoture(s).
FullNome(s)
Address......, :-4 ty k L{.1

; i'ii ä ; :'. .V.;i'.rä'.: : :ñ¡s :Ë- : äS.ä I:Nri*.
OUR DEADLINE lS - FRIDAY I FEBRUARY 2013 "utrìte early, urite often"
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Date 29 January 2013

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry projects NSW,

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

I wish to object to the entire AGL - csc Camden Expansion 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 mining under
our existing populated communíties, in the Macarthur area and in the sydney Metropolitan area is totally inappiopriate.

The major reasons why I oppose the entire AGL coal seam Gas Expansion are:¡ 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 skin conditions
o Potential for long term undetected gaseous leaks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our breathing spaceo Risks of uncontrollable toxic emissions to earth, air and water threatening our communities¡ 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 Catchmento Structural damage to the Sydney water Supply Channel, undermined by at least 6 parallel drilling locations in

our area at cu02, cu06, cui.0, cuL4, crJ2o and cu22, each with 6 wells
o Structural damage to built environments and dangerous land slip in a predominantly clay sub soilo Expansion and shrinkage of clay and shale sub-structures causing fracturing to gas pipes
o Risks in waste managementof by-products includ¡ng neuro-toxin particles in earth, waterand aír¡ lncompatible land use layering
o Allowing developed residential, commercial, educational and recreational zonings to be undermined,

compromised and degraded by a toxic and dangerous mining industry. Unpredictable noise disturbance
o lnadequate credible studies inho24 hour drilling, mining and fracing noise levels impacting on our healtho Failure to acknowledge long term sub-surface noise levels on neurological and sleeping disturbance patternso 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 w¡th the amended Main Report October of ZOt2.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 complimentary CDs of their proposal to residents upon request

o Poorly advertised information sessions, at which AGL specialist consultants could not answer questionso A poorly designed AGL-CSG website, which I found dífficult to navigate to try to find informationo FaílurebyAGLtoshowthe2,500metreradiusofeachdrillingfootprintunderhomes,schoolsandcreeks
¡ Underhanded politícal 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'Farrelltrivialised drilling lines as beingthe size of a "teacup" (sMH7,7.rzpage7 Editorial) when in
fact AGL state in "201'2 Main Report Chapter 4.3" that drilling varies from 178mm to 20OOmm in diameter in
the fracíng reaming process and the lines are up to 2,500 metres long. I do notthink 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 síncerely,

Na /L?¿.¡¿c/t//- 6t *
Address: itrÕ (otll Ê,r,,,, /(c/ ,,þ/aunf H.unl_er tjza



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Marcia Grand Ortega <marciaago@hotmail.com>
<plan_comment@planning. nsw. gov.au>
21712013 8:14 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,
Marcia Grand Ortega



From: "Catherine Gravenor" <catgravenor@bigpond.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
GC: <laurie.ferguson.mp@aph.gov.au>
Date: 21512013 5:00 pm
subject: submission opposing AGL coal seam gas, camden gas project - Northern
Expansion - Application Number 09_0048

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW
We wish to oppose the proposed Coal Seam Gas Expansion in our area.
We have been residents of St Andrews since 1982.
Not only are our concerns environmental but we can envisage health concerns.

ln order to remove the gas not only drilling is employed but a chemical cocktail is used, who knows
what damage this could do to our homes and our health.

Our home is built on clay and we have already experienced cracking of walls and subsidence etc. We
do not want this made worse by "fracing." There are also issues with the safety of drinking water and
irreversible damage to the native flora and fauna.

This Coal Seam Gas project will have implications on everything in the area, including schools and
the health of our children, as the cumulative long term effects of Coal Seam Gas Mining are unknown

We fail to see why AGL is prepared to put chemicals underground to extract gas when we are all
concerned with Global Warming and the safety of our environment.

Studies regarding "'fracing" show that there may be impacts to water and air quality, and also it could
contribute to an increase in greenhouse gases.

We should consider the longer term implications and preservation of an already fragile and under
pressure environment before embarking down a course of action which could contribute to the long
term deterioration of our environment.

Surely the funds that may be used in the "fracing" process could be directed towards continued
research and development of renewable energy resources, which will benefit our generation and also
those of the future.

We are not against mining, however introducing toxic and dangerous AGL Coal Seam Gas mining into
zones of established and populated communities is totally inappropriate in every respect.

Catherine Gravenor



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Chris Green <chrisgreen@bigpond.com>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
21812013 4:33 pm
Submission opposing Coal Seam Gass/ Camden Gas Project

To whom it may concern

I have read in disbelief, that AGL plans to mine gas from
beneath the Camden / Campbelltown residential area using the fracing
process.

The chemicals used in the fracing process are in themselves
toxic, as well as highly volatile. Only 50% of the liberated gas is
recovered. The process of fracing destroys the base rock integrity.

During the fracing process the extent of travel of toxic and volatile
chemicals cannot be controlled. Studies in the USA have found that the
chemicals can travel over 15 kilometres underground, before resurfacing in
residence or commercial areas, they tend to follow underground water
systems, then into homes via power/sewage/water conduits that transverse
these underground systems. How many doctors, nurses and hospitals willAGL
pay for, to tend to the victims of these chemicals that seep silently into
homes over 15 kilometres away from the fracing sites.

The process of fracing is not a very efficient process. Only about 50% of
the liberated gas is actually made available to the end user. The other 50%
of the liberated gas is released into the atmosphere at the fracing site.
Just over 20 metres from the nearest residential site. I suppose on those
cold winter nights we could just light a match outside to keep warm.

Destruction of the base rock integrity will result in the surface soil
becoming unstable. When the base rock or the rock that supports the surface
soil is fractured in the act of fracing , it loses the ability to support it
self and the rock above it, resulting in collapsing of the surface soil.
This leads to failure of nearby surface structures such as residential,
commercial and government properties. lf the process continues it will also
cause the failure of vital infrastructure such as electrical power
distribution, water supplies, communication pathways and commuter links.
After the last of the gas has been liberated, and AGL has moved on, who will
pay for the restoration to the damaged infrastructure. After nearly 40
years, who pays for the victims of asbestos. Not the company that produce
it.

Why Camden/Campbelltown for the fracing sites, is this some sort of pay back
to the residences/voters of the Macarthur area, or is that no one cares what
happens to the residences/voters somewhere out west . lf this gas is to
supply the greater Sydney area. Then I would suggest that the fracing sites
be in the north of Sydney, as this would be the area that would use the



largest quantities of the produced gas, they have more money to pay for the
gas. Why pipe the gas from the south west of Sydney to the major uses in the
north of Sydney. But of course the residences in the north of Sydney would
be harder to convince that the fracing process was safe, than the residences
in the Macarthur area.

After setting up fracing sites in the Macarthur area, how easy would it be
to set them up in the any other site, maybe a local park somewhere. The
precedent would have been set, all that would be needed is a 20 metre
exclusion zone. The centre of Hyde Park in Sydney is more than 20 metres
from any major structure. Central to the city centre too.

It's time we stopped this madness and used safe methods to extract the gas
required for future development. Let's remove these unsafe process from
Australia. lt would be a shame for these mining companies to have to reduce
their overall profits by 1% just to be a little bit environmentally
friendly.

Very much annoyed.

Chris Green



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Sharon Greene <sharong254@hotmail.com>
<plan_com ment@planning. nsw.gov.au>
21812013 9:29 am
project application number Ref. 09_0048 - submission concerns

Good morningAs a resident of Narellan Vale NSW and I am very concerned about the proposed
Stage 3, AGL Coal Seam Gas field in Campbelltown & Camden areas.lt has very recently come to my
attention that submissions or comments close today at Spm, there has NOT been enough research
done to show the dangers these chemicals will wrought on our planet, especially in our backyard.

So I'm here to say I do NOT wish this to proceed, I strongly oppose the whole project. lf there is one
thing we humans need to survive, its WATER, clear, pure and simply. To do this type of mining will
irrevocably destroy this priceless resource - OUR water supply. To say nothing of destroying the soil
and land we live on and the risk to our clear air is also a major concern. Because the dangers are
unknown as to the long-term effects on people, animals and our environment - what research has
been carried out has not been independent or transparent, there needs to be MORE done to show the
true dangers.This is very short sighted ... short term gain (financially) with long term consequences
(what legacies are we leaving for our children and grand-children)

PLEASE reconsider and think again ... surely if it is such a great resource, there should be some
other way, leave it in the ground until that way is found.The Government is the guardian of the people
and we look to them to do the right and proper thing however the people are not fools and have the
power to change Governments, we have long memories. The great Bureaucracy is not being
overlooked either, we will be watching you both, to listen to and to hear what we, the people are
saying.
Regards
Sharon Greene
25 Acacia Court
Narellan Vale NSW 2567



To:

Minlng and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Pro,lect Stage 3, Profect Appllcetlon 09_0048

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 is a technologically-evolving lndustry whose lmpacts have not

been independently and sclentlfically fully researched and rema¡n largely unknown. This view
is supported by professlonal organlsatlons and academlcs ln evldence to the NSW Upper

House and Senate lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mlning 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 lnterest ln 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 alr qualìty have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been

operating underan Environmental Protect¡on Licence (EPL No. L2003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-lnvestigate 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 lndustry are not independent. Nor is any funded or co-

funded research by the CSG mining lndustry. These lessons should have been learnt wlth
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

commun¡ty and taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area, Thls is grossly irresponsible.

Doctors for the Envlronment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining have not
been assessed. Prelimlnary research from Queensland (e,g. by Southern Cross Universlty ln

Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at
December 2OL7,85% of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked
(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of lts ¡mpacts on

water irì particular. AGL claims that the use of hor¡zontal wells ln the proposed Stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking, but ¡t seems that thls is not entirely true since it has reserved the

riSht 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 entlrely experlmental with unknown outcomes on health and
property includlng the posslbllity of subsidence under so many urban properties.

I am also concerned about evidence from eueensland and overseas on a¡r quality and the
cumulat¡ve impact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experlences 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 ¡t has not already contributed to th¡s or that it can be managed in the future,
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having admitted ln August thls year that lt had not conducted contlnuous air monltorlng at its

Rosallnd Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years ln breach of ¡ts EPL No.12003.

Allowing CSG mining ln 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 lnequity, lt will dlsrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been

protected by the Scenic Hllls zonlng; it will place undue burden on small rural allotments

whose capacity to cope ls severely reduced bV size (thereby threatening the survival of the

entire historic Scenlc Hills), and lt is unsightly and unsafe ln urban areas wlth a potential

escalation in CSG mlning incidents and accldents associated with the more intense urban

activity (traffic, people etc,), the presence of children, and potential forvandalism. The

consequent ¡mpact on land and house values for existing land and home owners may be

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

small buslness. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy llvellhoods and life savings.

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

safe operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG fleld ln 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 ¡ts licence

condltions, and the discovery of lncldents that might not have been reported were lt not for

cornmunity vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well lncident in May 2011 in Menangle that

allowed well contents to drift over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alplne houses.

The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in particular that

have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Bosin is

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

Project seems to contradict thls, as does its admisslon to the Scenlc Hills Association that it
does not know where the aqulfers here run lo but probobly Sydney Hørbour, 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 beneflt 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 potentlal costs to the community, particularly since 1.50,000+ people already live and work

in the immediate affected area, and thls is ln Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is soclally,

environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no social l¡cence to operate here.

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

Yours sincerely

Slgnature
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject

David Griffin <contactdavidgriffin@gmail.com>
< pla n_com ment@plan n i n g. nsw. gov. au >
218120131:13 pm
Strong concerns over AGL Coal Seam Gas mining in Camden/Macarthur

Date B February 2013

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW,

Reference: Submission opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas (AGL-CSG)Camden
Gas Project - Northern Expansion (Stage 3)

Project Application No 09_0048

I wish to object to the entire AGL - CSG Camden Expansion 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 mining 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 Coal Seam Gas Expansion are

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 skin
conditions

o Potential for long term undetected gaseous leaks forming toxic fugitive
plumes in our breathing space

o Risks of uncontrollable toxic emissions to earth, air and water
threatening our communities

' 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 drilling locations in our area at CU02, CU06, CU10, CU14,
CU20 and CU22, each with 6 wells



o Structural damage to built environments and dangerous land slíp in a
predominantly clay sub soil

o Expansion and shrinkage of clay and shale sub-structures causing
fracturing to gas pipes

o Risks in waste management of by-products including neuro-toxin particles
in earth, water and air

' lncompatible land use layering

o Allowing developed residential, commercial, educational and recreational
zonings to be undermined, compromised and degraded by a toxic and dangerous
mining industry

Unpredictable noise disturbance

o lnadequate credible studies info 24 hour drilling, mining and fracing
noise levels impacting on our health

o Failure to acknowledge long term sub-surface noise levels on
neurological and sleeping disturbance patterns

' Deeply flawed community consultation, lacking honesty and
transparency

o AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environmental Assessment - one at
Camden Councilfoyer 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 complimentary 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 information

o Failure by AGL to show the 2,500 metre radius of each drilling footprint
under homes, schools and creeks

' 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 Premier O'Farrell trivialised drilling lines as being the size of a
"teacup" (SMH 7.7.12 page 7 Editorial) when in fact AGL state in "2012Main
Report Chapter 4.3" that drilling varies from 178mm 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 lifesgle
and the vital future of our community.

David Griffin

1B Burragorang Rd

Ruse NSW 2560



From: Christine Griffiths <chrissy.griffiths@gmail.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 2181201312:11 pm
Subject: SUBMISSION PROPOSING AGL COAL SEAM GAS (AGL-CSG) CAMDEN GAS
PROJEcr - NORTHERN EXPANSION (stage 3) PRoJEcr APPLICATION No. 09 0048

I am writing this letter to express my deep concern and strong opposition
to the AGL Gas Project Northern Expansron.

My husband and I moved to Camden in 2006 where we have built our dream home
in an area that we love. We have since had 2 children who attend school in
Camden. There are a number of reasons we moved into the area and as most
people will agree there isn't much not to love about Camden. Of great
appeal to us was the vast open and unspoíled agricultural land, the
picturesque river and watenruays and the clean unpolluted air quality.

All of this is at risk if the AGL gas expansion goes ahead. This would see
deadly toxic chemicals that they use in their'fracing' process leached
into this pristine land and watenvays. The health risks that this will
expose the Camden and surrounding community to are deadly and toxic. AGL's
claims that the chemicals they use in their 'fracing' process are harmless
is grossly dishonest and deceitful.

I do not want my family exposed to such chemicals and this project needs to
be stopped and the public interests protected.

The public, taxpayers, ratepayers are all entitled to know about the way in
which AGL plan to extract the gas from our land and the health implications
of the chemicals they will use in this process. We do not want deadly
toxic chemicals pumped into our ecological environment where we grow our
fruits and vegetables and where our farm animals gtaze. By pumping this
into the soils and water, we will be consuming these poisons and we want
AGL to come clean about their gas mining processes. lt is up to the
government to ensure this happens and to protect the health and safety of
these residents.

I urge you to stop this expansion from going ahead for the health and
safety of the community.

Regards

Mrs Griffiths



From: <dennis.griffiths@gmail.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 21812013 2:22 pm
Subject: SUBMISSION PROPOSING AGL COAL SEAM GAS (AGL-CSG) CAMDEN cAS
PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION (Stage 3) PROJECT APPLICATION NO. 09 0048

From: Christine Griffiths <chrissy.griffiths@gmail,com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 2181201312:11 pm
Subject: SUBMISSION PROPOSING AGL COAL SEAM GAS (AGL-CSG) CAMDEN GAS
PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION (Stage 3) PROJECT APPLICATION NO. 09 0048

I am writing this letter to express my deep concern and strong opposition
to the AGL Gas Project Northern Expansion.

My husband and I moved to Camden in 2006 where we have built our dream home
in an area that we love. We have since had 2 children who attend school in
Camden. There are a number of reasons we moved into the area and as most
people will agree there isn't much not to love about Camden. Of great
appeal to us was the vast open and unspoiled agricultural land, the
picturesque river and watenrays and the clean unpolluted air quality.

All of this is at risk if the AGL gas expansion goes ahead. This would see
deadly toxic chemicals that they use in their'fracing' process leached
into this pristine land and watenruays. The health risks that this will
expose the Camden and surrounding community to are deadly and toxic. AGL's
claims that the chemicals they use in their'fracing'process are harmless
is grossly dishonest and deceitful.

I do not want my family exposed to such chemicals and this project needs to
be stopped and the public interests protected.

The public, taxpayers, ratepayers are all entitled to know about the way in
which AGL plan to extract the gas from our land and the health implications
of the chemicals they will use in this process. We do not want deadly
toxic chemicals pumped into our ecological environment where we grow our
fruits and vegetables and where our farm animals gtaze. By pumping this
into the soils and water, we will be consuming these poisons and we want
AGL to come clean about their gas mining processes. lt is up to the
government to ensure this happens and to protect the health and safety of
these residents.

I urge you to stop this expansion from going ahead for the health and
safety of the community.

Regards

Mrs Griffiths



"Sqmple Submission¡o. I - ALL SUBURBS" prepored by Norelton Acrion Group
OUR OPPOSITION TO AG¡. Coolseom Gos Exponslon poge I of 2

- cul and posfe - "quole" rnediø reporls - READ DNLY a LOCA,L NEWSPAPERS - express your feelíngs - o lif¿e
conlrolled onger is fine - gel your kids reseorching AGL ond COAL SEAM GAS FRÄCING CHEfi4rCALS websifes ond
wriling submissions oswell !! Youcqnlurnfhefoneof lhissomplesubmrisíonupordownlosuíIyourrnessoge.
BE EARLY . OUR DEADLINE IS - FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2013

_-_--START OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION
EMAIL TO: plan comment@pfanning.nsw.qov.au "withoul prejudice"
POST TO: THE DIRECTOR, MtNtNc AND |NDUSTRY PROJECTS

NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLA.NNING, GPO BOX 39, SYDNEY, NSW, 2OO1

Deor Director of Minino ond lndustrv Proiects NSW.
Reference : suBMlssloN oPPoslNc Act coAt SEAM GAs (Act-csc)

CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION (Stoge 3)
ProjecÍ Applicotion No. 09 0048

My fomily moved To...... .......(SUBURB NAME) in 2005 for The greot locotion, employmenl
opportunities ond o greot lifestyle for our 3 children. Wilh o selection of new ond estoblished schools,
Compbelltown TAFE, the Universily of Western Sydney, lndustriol Esiotes, Employmenl Zones, Town Cenfres cnd
Sporting FqcÍliiles ciose by tt seemecj o pertect ploce to seftle down Ìor The long-term oncl roise o fomrly.

Unfortunotely, my youngest son hos developed osthmo since we moved here. We did nol reolise thol lhe
oir quolily is deceptivefy poor - in foct, the worst polluied ctmospheric Airshed in GreoTer Sydney. lf we ccn,l
breothe here, we con'l live here- Alr Quolily is lhe criticol hecllh issue for oll of us out here.

Recently we become owore of the proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seqm Gos drilling, mining ond
'frocing' or 'frocturing' under our homes, schools, workploces, fooiboll fields, cricket ovols, leisure cenlres. our
communiTy holls. our churches, our petrol stotions, our overheod bridges, open spaces ond colchment oreos.

lf we hod known oboul the AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoided ihe oreo ond o g4S0,000 life-time
mortgoge in o suburb destined for degroding ond devofuing. ll doesn't moke ony sense oi oll I

'Frocing' is octuolly "FRACTURING" * breoking ond crocking fhe sub-surfoce under us. AGL fclsely
compores ils 'frocing' chemistry is lo 'hormless' products on o loundry shelf, when in foct the reol chemicols in vost
quonlities ore highly volalile producing loxic goseous ond porticulote emissions to eorth, woter ond oir. AGL
Con$ullonts hcve been grossly dishonest ond deceitful in their minimol description of 'frocing' processes.

Despite misleoding medio reporls AGI-CSG will definite]y'froc" under us. AGI's intentions ore very cleor in
both their 20'10 ENVIRONMENTAT ASSESMENT ot Chopler 4.2 and in the 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopter 3.4.

We ore noi ogoinsi mining ol qll. However. inÏroducing toxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our existing permissíble lond use zones of esloblished ond populoted communilies is totolly inoppropricte iñ
every respect, ond obsolulely beyond our belief .

AGL conceols its toxic 'frocing' chemistry behind cloims of 'commerciol confidenfiolily'. We do know ihol
AGL use concenlroled ocids ond biocides omong o huge list of chemicol cocktoils triggering volotile chemicol
reociíons in cool qnd sondstone seoms underneo'lh our homes ond schools. The facf Ìhol AGL will noi disclose ils
'frocing loxicology' is obsolulely obsurd - o nightmore wíth disosÏrous heolih ond environmentol consequences.

Mining is ihe most occident riddled indusiry in Auslrolio. Mixing mining ond untesled chemislry under our
homes os we sleep ís o dísostrous formulc for mojor crílicql incidents. We don'l need lhe ihreol of disoster, Tololly
'frocing' our dreonrs inTo nighimores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofïer busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minisler Hcszzsrd fully comprehend the potenticl implicotions of cumulotive long-lerm toxic
emissions io our eorth, our woler ond breqlhing r:lmosphere? Hove your plonning experts fully onclysed AGL,s
documents io find the serious omissions ond folse 'conceptuol modelling' promoted cs occeptoble science ?

cose fo exoond loxic mining under metropolilon Svdnev3
lf you proceed wilh AGL's prcposcrl you will be opening the pcihwoy for c mossiye cfoss qcfion ogoinsi oli

lhe decision mokers, bock door cjeolers ond promoTers of this toxic cnd hozordous industry.
We ore nol your "weslie lob rots". We ore not your experimenl in 'socicl injustice' cnd socio-economic ond

environmenlol degrodcrfion? Don't clo il in onyones' bockyord. We know you'll never ollow it in yours I

Threots to Air Quolity qnd heollh
Well documenied historic poor cir ouoiily ocross the 'project oreo' ond Greoter Souih Weslern Sydney
Serious heolth risks including dromoÌic irrcreoses in respirotory diseoses ond qslhmc
SouTh Western Sydney olreody hcs the highesl incidence of hospilol odmissions for oslhmo
Dongerously incomplele physicoi crnd chemicol onolysis of Cool Seqm Gos 'trocing' processes
Poiential for long ierm uncJeïected goseous lecks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our breothing sooce
Risks of unconTrolloble toxic porticuloïe emissions to eor1h, oir ond woter threotening our communilies
Will ihe ICAC beloiedly exomine the posi pofiiicol mining coreers of suspect politicions os we choke in
AGL's neuro-loxins ond overcrowd the very limiled heolfh resources in Sydney's South West?

a

a

a

a

t

a

a



Norellqn Action Group ''somple Submission" Guide poge 2 o1 z.
Threais to Our Noturof Envíronment " Geology ond Hydrology
¡ Long term geologicol domcrge 1o - drinking woter, woTer oquifers, woter iobles, creek beds ond rivers
. Contominotion of Soulh Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchmenl
' Slruclurol domoge to ihe Sydney Woter Supply Chonnel undermined by ot leost ó porollet drilling locotions

in our oreo ot CUO2, CUOó, CU 10, CU t 4, CU20 ond CU22 - eoch with ó wetls
. Structurol dcmoge 1o builf environmenis cnd dongerous lond slip in o predominonlly cloy sub soil
. Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-structures ccusing frocïuring 1o gos pipes
. lrreversible domoge to notive floro ond fqunq, soil, cnd vegetofion
¡ Risks in woste monogemen'l of by-products including neuro-toxin porl.iculotes in eorth, wofer cnd oir
Conlrodiclory ond lncompolible Lond Use Loyering
. Allowing legolly esToblished ond developed resicientiol, commercíof, educotionol ond recreofionol zonings

- oll funded by our roies ond stolulory government toxes - io be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o foxic ond dongerous mining induslry

Unpredicloble Noise Dislurbonce - AGL-CSG Con$ullonts noise studies ore tololly incompeleni
n lnodequote credible sfudies inlo 24 hour driìling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heolth.
. Fqilure io ocknowledge long term reflecfeci ond rodioled sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping dislurbqnce

poflerns, neurologicol concerns given thot the humon perceplion of noise is six times greoler cl nighi time
Deeply Flowed Communify Consuliotion - Lockíng Honesty. Openness ond Tronsporency
. AGL provided only 2 copies oi lhe Environmentcl Assessment - one of Comden Council foyer ond one ot

Compbelltown - ond withdrew the originol Environmenlol Assessment Ocïober of 20ì0 so ihot lhe
corrtrriurriiy coulcj rr<¡Í cornpore iire origirroi pr<.r¡-.losoi wiih lile onlencietj Moirr Reporî Ociober oÍ 2Ai2

" Positioning the exhibition perioci leoding inlo Chrisimos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporolion for lhe holidcy seoson.

. Foilure by AGL to occept thol mony people do noT hove occess.to lhe internet, ond lhose who hove
iniernel occess would hove greoi difficulty reoding o 30OO poge document on o compuler screen

" Foilure by AGL to provide complimentory CDs of Their proposol io residenis upon request - o proclice of
previous proponents of mojor projecls

. Poorly odvertised, ond consequenTly poorly ollended. infornrotion sessions of which AGL speciolist
consultonts could not answer questions - bui would moke noÌes

. A poorly designed AGL-CSG websile - o poTluck loble of contents, using oul-ol-dote mops which do not
clecrly show f he level of urbcn developmenT, no index ond illogicol poge numbering

. Using only smoll section ond oul of doie mops so that iI is impossible to view the enormily of the whole
projecl when previous proponenis hove provided fold oul A3 size mops

" Foilure by AGL to showÌhe 2,500 melre rodiius of eoch drilling fooTprinÏ under homes, schools ond creeks. Using on unidenlifioble AGL-CSG public relotions spokeswomon, unquolifìed in mine engineering, os lhe
front persorr quotecj in cloily popers while keeping foceless ''experts" in Ìhe next room

n The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE íCCCI does nol odequotely represenl the brooder
communiTyãnO tl-'ol it does nof keep qccurole minutes oniìeport bock Ìo t'lie broqder communify

Politicol Posturing ond Decision Moking Processes
. Concerns thot you, your governmenl deportments. including Environment ond Heolth, hove noï cqrried

out complete, professionol, experl onci independenl onolysis of the AGL-CSG proposol
. Concerns îhol lhe Premier in The medio hcs olrecrdy indiccled his opprovol forlhe AGL-CSG proposol pre-

empïing the decision moking process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSIOI! (PAC) - c 'selected'
ponel of "experfs" to undenoke o "merii review" of lhe projecf

" ltdoesn'thelpwhenPremierO't-orrell insulTsus(Slv\H7./.13 poge/Ediloriol) byiriviolislngdrillinglinesqs
being the size ol o "lescup" when in fact AGL stoie in 20'12 MAIN REPORT ot Chopter 4.3 fhot drilling vories
from l78mm to 2000mm in diomelerin lhe'frocÍng'reoming process onci the lines ore up io 2,500 melres
iong..Ihere cíoes nof seem to be even o loken seporciion between AGL and some politicions.

. lt is not up to me, my fcmily, or menrbers of our community lo prove fhoÌ AGL's Cool Secm Gcs mining is c
serious risk to our local iife, heolth oncj [ulure. Ccmden Council, Ihe Slqie Governmenl's stoiutory
oulhorities, Ministers, Cabinel, Premier r:ncj PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore the ullimcte
conseniing outhcriiy. wilh o "duty of core" lo oll ¡'esidenls oí Soulh Wesleñ Sydney. ll is your colleclive
responsibility to proieci our heolih. li'¡ing, lecrning, workirrg ond recreqiionol environmenÌs.

. PolitÌcions. AGL onci PAC Members do noi hove cn onfi-sociol lícence to degrode our fonrily liieslyie. our
home, our bockycrd, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon loft, our greyhound run, our veggie ocich, out
soil, our w,JTer, our oir ond the vitol fuïure of our communities.

do likewlse. Could you plecse reply promptly, confirrning thot you hove received my (fomily) submÌssion.

Yours Foifhfully
Signcture(s)-...
FullNome(sj ,.

Address........,. ..1".7*

DAY 8 FEBRUARY 2OI3
. /:.í.i.ä.o.... . .....:." r:.;:...;... .

"u¡rite eq,rly r write äften,OUR DEADIINE IS - FR¡

Copy and pøss o?r.



Darryl Groat <drgroat@netspaee.net.au>
<plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
21812013 8:05 am
Northern expansion gas project
CSG su bmisssion-1 .docx; Part.001



TIIIS IS A SUBMISSION
REFERENCE . AGL-CSG. CAMDEI{ GAS PROJECT. I\ORTHERN
EXPANSION - PROJECT NO. 09 ()O48

I wish to draw your attention to the proposed AGL Coal Seam Camden Gas Project, Northern
Expansion, which aims to undermine over 30 established and developing suburbs in South
Western Sydney in an area defined by Camden, Campbelltown and Liverpool.
Using the 2500metre radius for each of the proposed 66 wells it is very clear that
AGL will drill, mine and'frack'along two parallel lines under 30 well established
and developing residential suburbs across V/ollondilly, Camden and
Campbelltown Local Government Areas.

CAMDEN SUBURBS to be undermined include -
Camden Park, Spring Farm, Elderslie, Narellan,l{arellan Vale, Mount
Annan, Currans llill, Spring Hill, Manooka Valley, Smeaton Grange
Industrial, Oran Park, Central Hills Industrial, Harrington Grove, Catherine
Field, Gregory Hills, Gledswood Hills and Leppington

SUBURBS to be undermined
Menangle, Menangle Park, Glen Älpine, Rosemeadow, Campbelltown,
Claymore, Woodbine, Eagle Vale, Blair Athol, Blairmont, Eschol Park,
Kearns, Raby, St Andrews, Varroviller lngleburn, Denham Court and Minto.

The existing active Menangle Park well is an environmental disaster while
other existing wells have been plugged or or downgraded so as not to attract
attention. AGL refuses to answer any questions about its existing operations.

Drilling 66 new wells to a depth of 700 metres and then horizontally in a radius of 2500
metres creates a massive footprint impacting on aquifers, ground water, local hydrology and
geology under schools and communities.

Chemical hydraulic fracturing or'fraccing'is necessary to release methane gas from very
dense coal seams. This destructive process causes toxic emissions to earth, air and water and
will create serious health and environmental risks for all in the community.

AGL fail to acknowledge impacts beyond a small area of land surface around each well,
when in fact the wells are close to houses, pre-schools, primary schools, high schools, private
schools and communities.

AIR QUALITY is a major issue as South Western Sydney already has the highest incidence
of admissions to hospitals for asthma and respiratory diseases. Undetected toxic and volatile
fugitive gas emissions can pool and migrate to residential areas and can only identified by
dangerous ignition.

AGL refuses to disclose its full arsenal of 'fraccing' chemicals. Until the public are given
open access to AGL's 'fraccing' toxicology then the proposed expansion must be put on hold.



A fully independent, professional and scientific analysis of AGL's neuro-toxins, biocides,
acids and formulas is absolutely essential.

Drilling is a24 hour operation and NOISE impacts have not been correctly assessed by
AGL. A fully independent, professional and scientific analysis of direct noise impacts and
cumulative noise impacts is essential. Any noise of any frequency can have long term effects
on the hearing and well being of humans. Noise vibration, resonance and reflected noise will
impact on student's sleep and making learning diffrcult.

Contamination of GROUND \üATER threatens to impact on the flora and fauna in school
gardens and community environments. A fully independent, professional and scientific
major HYDROLOGY study must be undertaken as a matter of urgency.

Risks of fracturing and destabilising the sandstone layer above the coal seams threatens
the ARCIIITECTURAL INTEGRITY of the built environment of schools, communities,
industrial structures, town centres and infrastructure. Concrete slabs will start to move
causing blow outs in maintenance and in some cases re-builds. In consultation with engineers
regarding pre-cast slab construction NAG was advised that minimal sub-surface movement
will cause maximum damage.

You, as Minister of Western Sydney, have a 'duty of care' to protect the physical, natural,
educational, worþlace and atmospheric environments of residents in your jurisdiction and
we expect that you will undertake all necessary steps to engage fully independent,
professional and scientific experts to address cumulative impacts of Coal Seam Gas mining
and'fraccing' under our schools and communities.

Environmental Assessment (5 Volumes 2010 2012).

AGL-CSG is the biggest ever threat to the health and well being of communities in South
Western Sydney.
Please respond as soon as possible. Keep in mind that you are one of the decision makers!

Yours Faithfully,

Darryl & Brooke Groat
Concerned residents
31 Callistemon St
Mt Annan2567



From: Rachel Groth <RachelG@bowmanrecruitment.com,au>
To: "plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.ãu" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 218/201310:34 am
Subject: Subrnission Opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas Project Application No 09_0048
Attachments: Groth Family - CSG letter.pdf

To Whom lt May concern,

Attached please find my comments.
Regards

Rachel Groth

Rachel Groth
Branch Manager
Bowrnan Recruitment Specialists
Office: çt822 4440
Mobile: 0417 237 748
www. bowmanrecru itment, com.au <http://www. bowmanrecru itment.com,au>

P Please consider the Environment before you print this E-Mail.



To
Re

The Director of Mining & lndustry Project NSW
SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGL COAL SEAM GAS
CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION
Project Application No. 09_0048

ln 2009 we moved to Narellan Vale, in a built up housing estate, finally having the
opportunity to buy our own home.

Aswith most residents in our area we are average people;we have a mortgage, and our
home is, for want of a better term, our castle.

I am not opposed to mining overall. However, it defies belief that with all the land we have
in Australia, AGL feel they need to operate a gas project in the middle of suburban Sydney.

The Government ls constantly releasing new housing estates in this area, but I doubt they
are advertising new land releases with "Move to South Western Sydney, you can have a gas
well located near your property!"

Finding out thatAGL are intent on rolling out Coal Seam Gas wells around our area was a
great shock to us.

I am particularly opposed to the idea of AGL fracking their Gas wells. I am not a scientist,
however common sense would tell you that fracturing the rock beneath built up, suburban
areas to find a coal seam is a ridiculous idea. When you break and fracture the sub-surface
how do you know what problems are going to arise from this? What about cracks in
buildings, risks to air quality with potential for gas leaks and also the pollution of our water
acquifers?

AGL says it is "unlikely" they will use fracking techniques. Call me a cynic, but I am sure if
this is what they deem to be the easiest way to get more gas, with bigger profits, the lowly
residents will be the last thing they are concerned with.

When lmoved to South Western Sydney itwas for a better quality of life. For fresh air; less
pollution; open spaces.

ldon'tfancy myfamily being lab rats forAGL

I am completely opposed to the AGL Coal Seam Gas Camden Expansion Proposal and
expect that any approving authorities should also oppose this.

Please confirm you have received my submission
Yours faithfully

Rachel & Steven Groth
30 Throsby Drive
Narellan Vale NSW 2567



"Tony & Dawn Jackson" <ajcjdj2@bigpond.com>
< pla n_com ment@nsw. gov.au>
2l8l2Aß2:44 pm
Fw: Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Projeet Application 09_0048
2013.02,08 Ltr D Grundy to Mining & lndustry Projects_O00l.pdf

Subjeet: Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Project Applieation 09_0048

Please see attached letter.

Signed

David & Pat Grundy



Pat and David GrundY
19 Bruchhauser Cr'
Camden NSW 2570

4th Febnlily 2Ol3

Tel 02 46581471

Mining and Ifldustry Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 3 SYDNEY NSW 20Ol

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Caflrdeq Gas Project Stege 3' ProJect Appllcation O9 - 
(X148

The lÍaca¡thu¡ Gas Fields

Please send to pla¡l-commenti¡i 'nsw'Éov'e!4

Could you kindt]'/ add this email submissíon to our wdtten submission sent

yesterday 7 I Ll 13 regarding the above project'

Wehaveheardthatfraccing,whichcontainsinthedrillingprocess'uSeS
many haza'dous, toxic, ca-rcinoge;ic and dangerous chemicals.and also generates

*Àí ttrorr"ands of litres of waste water, :ontãminated with salt, which is typically

stored in storage ponJs for disposal. Our information is under plans

by AGL could b; Átored underground, wheÏe, we do not a storage

fíace coutA have devastating consequences for aquifers derground

water systems. preasãããà tñi" to your deliberations' as e' in existing

a,reas where un¿ergrãunJ coal miäing has taken place, and cause top surface

movement, fìke coffafse, contaminati"on. There could even be very minor ground

movement with damãle'to residential areas, a-''d very minor ea-rthquakes'

la¡lflcatíon'

l/
Pat Gntndy

David Grundy

t+4
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Pat and David Grundy
19 Bruchhauser Cr
Ca-srden NSW 2570

4t¡ February 2O13

Tel02 4658147I

Mining and IndustSr Projects
Departrnent of Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Dear Sir/Madam

We would like to thank tlre committee for extending comment to Februa5r 8ti'2013 on t]ris very

controversial development in the Macarthur areas of South West Sydney'

this development in the

new to beneht the families
live here over tl".e nextwho 

about being part of a major coal seam gas fleld
short and long term plans' No doubt senior AGL
in ttre scenic gas fields of Macarthur'

- Points not raised in our previous submission a¡e:

- Floo;ing has not been considered, in r from

swollen rivers from torrential rain away from tlre gas s to flood;

there recognised flood plains here.

news letter catqoricallY
a¡d Jai Rowell MP for

its Gas Project i' u^""räI'i;"T##;i *?
doubts.

Submlssion to
Attachmeot 3
tully suPPort.

- comment 1 some of AGL infrastructure will be in areas of futr¡¡e i¡Êestnrcû¡¡e' These

sltes should be placcd o¡ land tttles of la¡d for futu¡e ideotiñcatio¡'

- comment 2 Noise of drilling; there must be acoustic shields to reduce ttre noise of drilling

etc. Recommend t1.e committee go to a ga.swelr-áriling site and listen to the noise ttrese drilling rþs make, and

stay their for days. Another *"=ãr, why-this project sñould be completeþ abandoned rer¡iewed and rewritten'

canno
Seam
done, aboutiL WhYl

hould be allowed
to the

to Proceect the present
Committee
areas already Producing CSG.

Re: Candeû Gas ProJect Stage 3, ProJect Application 09 - OO48

The üac'ar1ûur Ges Fiefds

r40



Ste¡lsmustbetatsentomo¡ltorforfugitlvecûissiossofCsGintlreairatgrorrndlegel.Smallcollection
;ilã;t b" ã"J¡. the gEoura, aad covered, to detect build up of csG.

call the Maca¡tlrr¡¡ Gas
maP of the enti¡e
is Present$r residential,

l":m#"*"ffi ffiþ.iii*;fti,'
."trt CSC rigs in our living space which we

please go drill somewhere else'

We havesee[ ¡o eridence t :
rt

Plans, ttre OH&S
s? And the tist goes on' Tlhere on

established ¡esidential

afe
our ßves, ald releaslng

atrotled and testing and

monitoring of tte Íactlities ispoor case of problem's' of more

importantfY DO theY aotifr energ

Au sites to be exprored ro-r ttrfrf"Bf= ;frïY="hïL
on all land titles, coples =!tt F I , and real estete agents,
ãtno docr¡neots conc'erntng lald goirg on, and r¡nlike many

ia¡ Pa¡t a¡d otber sites can tell

AGL should not proceed witÍ ttreir csc project i¡ our opinioabecæse tley canootbe trusted'

Itisourwisht¡attheCommitteeoverseeingtblsul[isgand-Indus.tryProjectNr¡mber()9-oo48
has or¡r permission to 

w sr$-Ùr:Þ 
I address and phone ""-oiaiå*

be deleted when Put o
agee to kee¡l our r¡ames'
misunaerstaaaing Please

Yours sincereþ

David GrundY

(/ /h(
Pat Grundy

r43



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planníng

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001.

Dear Sir/Madam

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

I obJect to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in Campbelltown

and Camden. The key reasons for my object¡on are stated below.

I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not
been independently and scientffically fully researched and remain largely unknown, ThÌs view
ls supported by professlonal organlsatlons 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. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor lts compliance, self-investigate lncidents 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 índustry. These lessons should have been learnt with
asbestos in Australia and wíth '8ig Tobacco' in the USA. The National Water Commission in its

Position Stâtement (3'd December 2010) sald that lrnpacts 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, Thís is grossly irresponsible.

Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health lmpacts from CSG mlnlng have not
been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University in
Tara) and overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracklng has been used, As at
December zOIt,85% of the production 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 particular, AGL claims that the use of horlzontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this ls not entirely true since it has reserued the
right to frack these wells ln 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 wlth unknown outcomes on health and
property including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban properties.

I am also concerned aboui evÍdence 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 respíratory
problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGL's past perforrnance gives no

confídence that it has not already conftibuted to thÍs or that it can be managed în 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 zoníng controls
and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic
instabil¡ty and inequity, ft will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the Scenlc Hills zoning; it wíll place undue burden on small rural allotments
whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the
entire historic ScenÍc Hílls), and it is unsightly and unsafe ín 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 otten leveraged to support
small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy lívelihoods 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 commercíally 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 evídenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its lícence

conditíons, and the discovery of fncidents that might not have been reported were it not for
community vigllance, 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 rísks to Sydney's water ln 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, AGUs rationale for the constant modification of prior staþes of the Camden Gas

Project seerns to contradict this, as does íts admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquffers here run lobut probdbly Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGlls 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 ¡nvestors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project accordÍng to
evídence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. Thfs does not justify the risks

and potential costs to the community, particularly since 150,000+ people already llve and work
in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's south west growth corridor, lt is soclally,

environrnentally and economically unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here,

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

Yours slncerely

Name Radhika Gururaja

Address 14 Grenada Road Glenfield

NSW - 2167
\

SÍgnature eÐ-.
Date 08/02/2073



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Tania Tania <taniaTau@gmail.com>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
21812013 7:53 pm
Fwd: OPPOSITION TO AGL COAL SEAM GAS EXPANSION

To the Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW

REFERENCE: SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGL COAL SEAM GAS AGL-CSG)
CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION (STAGE 3)
PROJECT APPLICATION NO. 09 OO48

I am apalled that coal seam gas fracturing is even being considered. ln
other places where this has been executed it has had devasting effects on
every area of survival requirements for all flora and fauna (including
humans), some of which would not even be yet known. Pollution in soil,
water and air, major illnesses and unthinkable horrors.

This practice is a serious violation of the balance and health of every
organism. ls money more important than quality of life for us, our
families and our future families. This will not just affect the Macarthur
area this affects the whole world.

Regards
Tania Gyger




