
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Jennifer Hackney <jimhackney@pnc.com.au>
< pla n_com m ent@plan n in g. nsw. gov.au >
2151201311:20 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: 33 Bridge Rd Blaxland 2774

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 wellbeíng 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,
Jennifer Hackney



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, project Application O9_004g

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

I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not
been independently and scientifically fuliy researched and rernain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquiries ínto Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2Ot! and by subsequent research
here and overseas. We have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when the
industry has a vested interest in the outcome, AGL is no different. lt claims that the Camden
Gas Project has been safely operating for L0 years. Yet we understand that impacts on
groundwater and air quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been
operating under an Envíronmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not
know what true impacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories
that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent Nor is any funded or co-
funded research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons should have been learnt with
asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' Ín 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 v¿hene fracking has been used. As at
December 20L1.,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 forfracking, but it seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the
right to frack these wells ín the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of
the proposed well clusters and anyfracking of horizontal wells are both newand 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 afso concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the
cumulative ímpact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experíences incidents of
unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles)associated with resp¡ratory
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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havíng admitted ín August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment plant for three years in breach of its EpL No.12003.

Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls
and confidence in the planning process/ and createssevere land use conflicts, economic
instability and inequity. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the Scenic Hills zonîng; it will place undue burden on small rural allotments
whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the
entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential
escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents associated with the more intense urban
activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and 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 bef ieve 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 claíms that the geology of the Sydney Basin is
well known, AGL's rationale for the constant modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas
Project seems to contradict this, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquifers here run to but probabty Sydney Harbour. potential impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL's proposal to run its gas
gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project according to
evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House 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. tt 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
L\ÈiL=.ro.-

Address 5 Attaz*{ P¿¡.eu

açsØ
Signature

Date 4 :_ Za\



To:

Mining and lndustry projects

Department of planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001.

Dear Sir/Madam

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

I object to AGL's project application 09 oo4s to mine for coal seam gas (csc) in campbelltown
and Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.

I am concerned that csG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not
been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW upper
House and senate lnquíries into coal seam Gas Mining in 201i- and by subsequent research
here and overseas. we have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when the
índustry has a vested interest in the outcome. AGL is no different. lt claims that the camden
Gas Project has been safely operating for 10 years. yet we understand that impacts on
groundwater and air quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been
operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EpL No. Lzoo3),it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not
know what true impacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories
that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent Nor is any funded or co-
funded research by the csG mining industry. These lessons should have been learnt with
asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the usA. The National water commission in its
Position Statement (3'd December 2o1o) said that impacts may emerge over a long time
period' I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the
community and taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.

Doctors for the Environment Australía claims that health impacts from csG mining have not
been assessed. prelíminary 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 201't,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 ¡n 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 frackÍng 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 subsídence under so many urban properties.

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

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

and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic
instability and inequity. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the Scenic Hills 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 exísting 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 lífe 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 Basín is

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

Project seems to contradict this, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts

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

gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private investors.

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely

Name ñeviuø- \år+¡\s-co,--
Address I Þ*t'ro"o^* Èrcg

\4s*0".s :ççÊ
Signature a.
Date S\z\z-.t3



Kerrie Hall <Kerríe@hanington.com.au>
nplan_comment@planning.nsw.gov,au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
'camden@parl iament. nsw.gov,au" <camden@parliament. nsw. gov.au>
215120132:49 pm
Goal seam gas expansion - objection

Hi,

I would like to express my conoerns with AGL coal seam Gas expansion, we have recently moved into
the lovely Harrington Grove Estate with three children for a great future wÍthin the Camden area and
are very concerned about the impact it will have on us and the area, not to mention the devaluation of
the surrounding suburbs..

Please add this to the list, and we pray to god that this does not go ahead!

Regards
Kerrie & Steven Hall



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments:

"Trísh Hall" <marktris@bigpond.net.au>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
21712013 11:33 pm
Objection to Gas Drilling
gas objection.doc



Mark and Patricia Hall

L2 Gambta Street

KEARNS NSW 2558

Mining and Industry Projects

D epartrnent of Plarming

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

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

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

'We object to AGL's project application 09_0043 to mine for coal seam gas in Campbelltown and
Camden. The reasons for our objection are stated below.

The future heølth of our chíldren andthe environmenl

There is enough evidence to prove the connection between Gas drilling and health related issues.

Who will care and pay for tho future medical expenses relating to this application. The biggest
cost will be "Families"!

Surely the big businesses do not have the right to place humans, people, children lives at risk, so
they can make a buck!

Your position relating to this subject can only be to rejecf such a ghastly application. The future
and health of Macarthur children are in your hands!!

Yours sincerely,

Mark and PatriciaHall



From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject

Norman Halliwell <norm.halliwell@gmail.com>
<matthew.riley@planning. nsw.gov.au>
<assessments@plan ning.nsw. gov.au>
2161201310:43 am
Submission Details for Norman Halliwell (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Norman Halliwell
Email: norm.halliwell@gmail.com

Address:
34 Veness Circuit, Narellan Vale

Narellan Vale, NSW
2567

Content:
Dear Sirs, I strongly object to AGL's proposal to instigate another 66 gas well sites in the area called
Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion, as I have recently moved into this area (18 months
ago) to be nearer to my daughter and the grand-children, and she lives in Mt Annan which is closer to
the proposed development sites mentioned herein.

The "fracking" of these wells has never been proven to be harmless to the water tables anywhere it
has been established and that is A FACT, that needs to be strongly looked at if such projects are to
go ahead. All such companies as AGL et al, have not come up with the evidence to refute this
statement anywhere in the printed literature.

I currently reside in an area that used to be a "mine site" that has been filled in over the years for
residential settlements. lf these wells are to be placed in local areas close to residential settlements,
with the very high risks of causing damage to the environment and the water tables existing in such
areas, then a complete full scale risk assessment of the damages that is being caused elsewhere eg,
around the Hunter Valley in NSW, and in Queensland's Darling Downs area, just to name two such
areas, MUST BE CARRIED OUT, as it could and probably would impact on homes in my area, as well
as my daughter's residence that is closer to the proposed development.

lf this is to occur in my area, which is as I said, a revamped "mine site", homes in my area could end
up "slipping down" into pockets of excavation, that would result in tremendous damage to properties
in and around my residence, as the lands where all these homes are built are not exactly on "firm
ground", and any such "fracking or drilling" at development sites close to these properties, will ensue
that huge law suits being placed onto local and State and Federal Governments, for the damages
being done to their properties that could easily have been avoided, simply by assessing all these
"fracking" proposals well before any such approvals are issued.

I WILL NOT ACCEPT such preposterous assessments that these sites are as safe as can be possibly
made, simply because AGL or a Minister involved in such matters says so. Later on down the track,
these same people could easily state that "We are sorry! we made a bad deal or a bad mistake, but,
there is nothing we can do about ít now, and wash their collective hands of it all" THIS SIMPLY WILL
NOT APPLY HERE, AND lT SHOULD NOT APPLY ANYWHERE ELSE lN AUSTRALIA, because
Governments want to collect heaps of revenue from such projects, irrespective of what damage it will
cause to the environments, the water column around such areas, and more importantly to the
residences around such projects.

After all, Governments, Local, State or Federal do not last forever, BUT, DAMAGES MADE TO SUCH
AREAS WILL LAST FOREVER, and this simply cannot be allowed to happen, close to residential
communities. There are plenty of other sites that are hundreds of miles away from residential



communities within Australia that AGL et al, can dig for Coal Seam Gas, without having to destroy the
landscape and the livelihoods of communities, such as those mentioned in the Camden Gas Projects
Stage 3 Northern Expansion.

Recently, with all the Bush Fires that were ragging around our State of NSW, one such blaze came
close to this Campbelltown/Camden Gas Project, and it took a lot of resources to be thrown at it to
prevent it from exploding close to the residences around this site. Who could tell what damage this
would have done to the environments, the lands and the residences close to this site if it had of
occurred. THE ANSWER lS NOBODY!! lf proper and concise planning was done when such projects
come to the drawing board, were undertaken before hand, then none of these problems would come
about.

This is my submission to the NSW Planning and Assessment Commision (PAC) on this proposal, and
I would like to be kept informed about this progress on this proposal to drill another 66 wells in and
around areas close to my residence and that of thousands of others.

Yours Sincerely,
Norman Halliwell

lP Address: cpe-121-217-100-198.lnse2.cht.bigpond.net.au - 1 21.217.100.198
Submission: Online Submission from Norman Halliwell (object)
https ://majorprojects.affi n ityl ive. com ?action =view_d iary &id=54122

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

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



From:
To:
GG:
Date:
Subject

Christina Harris <chrisandfamily@gmail.com>
<matthew.riley@planning. nsw. gov.au>
<assessments@plan nin g.nsw.gov.au>
2171201310:26 pm
Submission Details for Christina Harris (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Christina Harris
Email: chrisandfamily@gmail.com

Address:
15 Thow Place

Camden, NSW
2567

Content:
I object to the development of the gas wells being drilled in Currans Hill due to the physical impact on
the_ environment in particular the potential to disrupt under ground water supply. ln addition the impact
of further pollution to an area where the 2nd largest age group are children aged between 0-S years.

lP Address: cpe-121-216-239-129.lnse3.ken.bigpond.net.au - 121.216.239.129
Submission: Online Submission from Christina Harris (object)
https ://majorprojects. aff i n ityl ive. com?action =v iew_d iary &id=5427 6

Submission for Job: #2921camden Gas Project stage 3 Northern Expansion
https://majorprojects.affin itylive.com?action=viewjob&id=292 I

Site: #41 Camden Gas Field;, Camden/Wollondilly/Campbelltown
https ://majorprojects.affinitylive.com?action=view_site&id=4 1



i " prepored by Norellon Aciion Group
OUR OPPOSITION TO AGL Cool Seom Gos ExponsÍon poge ì of 2
,NSIEgglloNS - use fl¡is oitly os o gutde lgdlpjn-wl-CM{/ll(|tga- edfi - odd your own îdeos - mìx and motch
- cuf ond posle - "quole" medio reporls - READ DAILY & IOCA¿ NEWSPAPERS - express your feelings - a lifite
controlled onget is fine - gel yout kids reseorching AGL ond CoA[ SEAM cAS FRACTNG CHEMTCA¿S websifes ond
willlng submissions os well !! You con \wn the fone of ll¡Ís somple submissíon up or down fo suil your messoge.
BE EARLY - OUR DEADLINE IS . FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2013

EMAIL TO
POST TO:

oF SAMPLE SUBMTSSTON __-_______

pþn-!9!n-¡ne$@planl1 ngJnslu.ggvÉg 'withour prejudice"
THE DIRECTOR, MINING AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS
NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANN¡NG, GPO BOX 39, SYDNEY, NSW, 2OO1

Deor Direclor of Mininq ond Indusfry proiects NSW.
Reference : SUBMtsstoN oppostNG AGL coAt SEAM GAs (Act-csc)

CAMDEN cAS pROJEcT - NORTHERN EXpANS|ON (Stoge 3)
Project.Applicotion No. 09_0048

My fomily moved Io.,/LÞ.m.f.i.1r-S.....,..tsuBURB NAME) in 2O0s for ihe greot locoiion, emptoyment
opportuniTies ond o greot lifestyle for our 3 children. With o seleciion of new ond estoblished' schook,
Compbelltown TAFE, the University of Weslern Sydney, lndusfriol Esfqtes, Employmenl Zones, Town CenTres ond
Sporting Focilities close by it seemed o perfect ploce fo settle down for the longlerm ond roise o fomily.
. Unfortunotely, my youngesl son h did not reolise thol fhe

oir quolily is deceptively poor - in focl, ter Sydney. lf we con,f
breofhe here, we con't live here. Air euo

Recenlly we becqme owore of lhe proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seom Gos drilling, mining ond
'frocing' or 'fiocturing' under our homes. schools, wor :ploces, foofboll fields, cricket ovols, leisure cenlres, our
community hclls, our churches, our petrol stotions, our overheod bridges, open spoces ond cofchment oreos.

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

'Frocing' is ociuolly 'FRACTURING" - breoking ond crocking lhe sub-surfoce under us. AGL folsely
compores its 'frocing' chemislry is to 'hormless' products on o loundry sñelf, when in foct the reol chemicols in vost
-quontities ore highly volotile producing toxic goseous ond porficulote emissions lo eorth, woter ond qir. AGL
Con$ultonts hove been grossly dishonest ond deceitful in Their minimol description of ,fiocing' processes.

Despite mÍsleoding medfo reports nGl's íntentions ore very cleor in
both theh 2010 ENVIRONMENTAT ASSESME .2 ond ín lhe 2012MA|N REPORT ot Chopter 3.4.

We ore nol ogoinsi mining ot oll. However, introducing toxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our existing permissible lond use zones of estoblished ond populoted communities is totolly inopproprÍote in
every respect, ond cbsolutely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols iis toxic 'frocing' chemisfry behind cloims of 'commerciol confidentiolity'. We do know lhof
AGL use concenlroted ocids ond biocides omong o huge list of chemicol cocktoils friggering volotile chemicol
reoctions in cool ond sondstone seoms underneoth our homes ond schools. The focl thot AGf wiil nol disclose its'froclng toxicology' is obsolutely obsurd - o nightmore with disostrous heolth ond environmentol .onr"qrãn..r.

Mining is the most occidenf riddled indusiry in Austrolio. Mixing mining ond unlested chemistry under our
homes os we sleep is o disostrous formulo for mojor crilicol incidents. We don;f need the threot of disóster, tololly
'frocing' our dreoms into nightmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofter busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minisler Hozord fully comprehend the poTenliol implicofions of cumulotive long-term toxic
emissions to our eorth, our woter ond breothing otmosphere? Hove your plonning experts fully onjysed AGL's
documents to find the serious omissions ond folse 'concepluol modelling'promotedãs occeptoble science ?

lf you proceed with AGL's proposol you will be opening the polhwoy for o mossive closs ocllon ogoinsl ollthe decision mokers, bock door deolers ond promoTers of this tóxic ond hozordous industry.
We ore not your "westie lob rots". We ore not your experiment in 'sociol injustice' ond socio-economic ond

environmentol degrodotion? Don'l do it in onyones' bockyord. We know you'lf never ollow it in yours !

Threols lo Air Quolify ond heolth
o Well documented historic poor oir quol¡ty ocross the 'project oreo' ond Greoter South Western Sydney¡ Serious heolth risks including dromotic increoses in respirotory diseqses ond osthmo. Souih Western Sydney olreody hos the highesi incidence of hospitol odmissions for osfhmo
' Dongerously incomplete physicol ond chemicol onolysis of Cool Seom Gos 'frocing' processes¡ Poteniiol for long term undetected goseous leoks forming toxic fugitîve plumes in oui breothing spoce
' Risks of unconirolloble loxic porticuloie emissions fo eorth, oir cnd wotei threotening orr. 

"o.rirniti",o Will the ICAC beloledly exomine the post polilicol mining coreers of suspecT politicions os we choke in
AGL's neuro-ioxins ond overcrowd lhe very limited heolth resources in Sydney's South West?



Norellon Action Group "Somple Submission" Guide poge 2 of 2
Threots lo Our Nolurol Envl¡onmenl - Geology ond Hydrology
. Long term geologicol domoge to - drinking woler, woter oquifers, woter lobles, creek beds ond rivers. Contominotion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Cqtchment. Slructurol domoge to the Sydney Woter Supply Chonnel undermined by ol leost ó porollel drilling locotions

in our oreo ot CU02, CUOó, CUl0, CU14. CU20 ond CIJ22- eoch with ó wells
. Structurol domoge to built environments ond dongerous lond slip in o predominontly cloy sub soiln Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-structures cousing frocturing to gos pipes
r lneversible domoge to notive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegetotion
. Risks ín woste monogement of by-products including neuro-toxin porticulotes in eorth, woTer ond oir
Conhodictory ond lncompotible lond Use loyering
. Allowing legolly esloblished ond developed residentiol, commerciol, educotionol ond recreolionol zonings

- oll funded by our rotes ond stolutory government Toxes - to be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o loxic ond dongerous mining industry

Unpredicloble Noise Dislurbonce - AGL-CSG Con$ullonls noíse studies ore lololly incompelenl
. lnodequote credible studies into 24 hout drilling, mining ond 'frqcing' noise levels impocting on our heolth.. Foilure to ocknowledge long term reflected ond rodioted sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping dislurbqnce

potterns, neurologicol concems given thol the humon perception of noise is six limes greoter ol night time
Deeply Flowed Community Consullotion - locking Honesty, Openness ond lronsporency
. AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environmentol Assessment - one ot Comden Council foyer ond one ol

Compbelltown - ond withdrew lhe originol Environmentol Assessment Oclober of 2010 so thot the
community could not compore ihe originol proposol with the omended Moin Report Oclober of 20'12. Positioning the exhibition period leoding into Chrislmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporotion for the holidoy seoson.

. Foilure by AGL to occept thoi mony people do not hove occess to the iniernet, ond those who hove
inlernel occess would hove greol difficulty reoding o 3000 poge document on o computer screeno Foilure by AGL to provide complimenfory CDs of iheir proposol to residents upon request - o proclice of
previous proponenTs of mojor projects

. Poorly odverfised, ond consequently poorly oltended, informoTion sessions ot which AGL speciolisi
consultonts could nol onswer questions - bul would moke notes

. A poorly designed AGL-CSG website - o potluck loble of conlenls, using out-of-doie mops which do not
cleorly show the level of urbon development, no index ond illogicol poge numbering. Using only smoll secfion ond oui of dote mops so thot it is impossible lo view the enormily of lhe whole
project when previous proponenls hove provided fold out A3 size mops

. Foilure by AGL to show the 2,500 metre rodiius of eoch drilling fooiprint under homes, schools ond creekso Using on unidentifioble AGL-CSG public relolions spokeswomon, unquolified in mine engineering, os the
front person quoted in doily popers while keeping foceless ,'experts" in the next room

. The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE ICCC) does not odequolely represeni fhe brooder
community ond thoi it does not keep occurote minuies ond report bock io the brooder community

Polilicol Posturing ond Decision Moklng Processes
n Concerns fhot you, your governmeni deporiments, including Environment ond Heollh, hove not conied

oul complele, professionol, expert ond independent onolysis of fhe AGL-CSG proposol
. Concerns lhol lhe Premier in the medio hos olreody indicoted his opprovol for ihe AGL-CSG proposol pre-

empiing fhe decision moking process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (PAC) - o 'selecled'
ponel of "experts" lo undertoke o "merit review" of the projecl

o lt doesn't help when Premier O'Fonell insulfs us (SMH 7.7.13 poge 7 Editoriol) by triviolising drilling lines os
being the size of o "teocup" when in focl AGL stole in 2012 MAIN REPORT ol Chopter 4.3 thot drilling vories
from l78mm lo 2000mm in diometer in ihe'frocing' reoming process ond the lines ore up to 2,500 metres
long. There does nol seem io be even o Token seporolÌon befween AGL ond some politicions.

. lf is not up fo me, my fomily, or members of our community to prove thol AGL's Cool Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk Io our locol life, heolth ond future. Comden Council, the Stoie Government's stotulory
oufhorities, Ministers, Cobinet, Premier ond PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore the ultimote
consenting outhority, with o "duty of core" to oll resídenTs of Soulh Wesfern Sydney. lt is your colleclive
responsibility to prolect our heolth, living, leorning, working and recreotionol environmenls.

. Politicions, AGL ond PAC Members do noï hove on onti-sociol licence to degrode our fomily lifestyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon lofl, our greyhound run, our veggie potch, our
soil, our woter, our oir ond the vitol future of our communities.

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

¿.ù <

r)L
-fu*

./.<Æ,3.
oUR DEADIINE lS - FRIDAY I FEBRUARY 2013 "utrìte ea.rl!, zerite often"

Copy q.nd pø,ss o



"Sqmple Submission no. 1 - A[[ SUBURBS" prepored by Norelqn Action Group
OUR OPPOSITION IO AGI Coolseom Gqs Exponsion poge 1 of 2
fNüEgEIgXS ' use this only os o gvide -ler/4lcJrypur-own-wpldt-- edil - odd you own ideos - mix ond molch
- cuf ond posfe - "quole" medìa reports - READ DAILY & LOCAL NEWSPAPERS - express your feeltngs - o liffle
conlrolled ønge¡ ís line - get your kids resed¡chin g AGLond COAL SEAM cAS FßACING CntUtCa[S websiles ond
wrÍfing submissions os well !! You con tutn the fone of fhis somple submis sion up or down lo suil your messoge,
BE EARLY . OUR DEADLINE IS - FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2013

ART OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION
EMAIL TO:
POST TO:

plan comment@olanninq.nsw.qov.au
THE DIRECTOR, MINING AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

"without prejudice"

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

Deqr Direclor of Minino qnd Industrv proiecls NSW,
Reference : suBMtsstoN opposlNc AGt coAt SEAM GAs (AGt-csc)

CAMDEN cAS pROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANS|ON (Stoge 3)
Project Applicotion No. 0g 0048

My fomily moved 1o...... ...(SUBURB NAME) in 2oos for the greot locotion, emptoyment
opportunities ond o greot lifestyle for our 3 children. With o selection of new ond estoblished schools,
Compbelltown TAFE, the University of Western Sydney, lndustriql Esfotes, Employment Zones, Town Centres qnd
Sporl¡ng Focililies close by il seemed o perfecl ploce fo setlle down for lhe longlerm ond roise o fomity.

Unfortunolely, my youngest son hos developed osthmo since we mouèd her". We did not reolise Thot the
oir quolity is deceplively poor - in foc-f, the worst polluted otmospheric Airshed in Greoler Sydney. lf we con'i
breothe here, we cqn't live here. Air euolily is the criiicol heolth issue for oll of us out here.

Recenlly we becqme owore of The proposed exponsion of AGL cool Seom Gos drilling, mining ond
'froclng' or 'fiocluring' under our homes, schools, workploces, footboll fields, cricket ovols, leisure cenlres, our
community holls, our churches, our petrol sfotions, our overheod bridges, open spoces ond cotchment oreos.

lf we hod known obout the AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove qvoided the oreo ond o g450,000 lifelime
mortgcge in o suburb destined for degroding ond devoluing. lt doesn'i moke ony sense ot oll I

'Frocing' is ocluolly "FRACTURING" - breoking ond crocklng lhe sub-surfoce under us. AGL fotsely
compores its 'fiocing' chemistry is to 'hormless' producls on o loundry shelf, when in foct the reol chemicols in vost
quontities ore highly volofile producing toxic goseous ond porticulote emissions lo eorth, woler ond oir. AGL
Con$ultonts hove been grossly dishonest ond deceiiful in their minimol descripTion of 'fiocing' processes.
. Despite misleoding medio repolls ¡Gt's intentions ore very cleof ¡n
both lheir 2010 ENVTRONMENTAL ASSESME REPORT ot Chopter 3.4.

We ore not cgoinst mining ot oll. However, inlroducing toxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our existing permissible lond use zones of estoblished ond populoted communities is totolly inoppropriote iÃ
every respecf, ond obsolutely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols its tox¡c 'fiocing' chemistry behind cloims of 'commerciol confidenliolity'. We do know thol
AGL use concenlroted ocids ond biocides omong o huge lisi of chemicol cockloils lriggeriÃg volotile chemicol
reoclions in cool ond sqndstone seoms underneoth our homes qnd schools. The foct thot AGLwill noi disclose its
'frocing toxicology' is obsolutely obsurd - o nightmore with disostrous heolth ond environmenlol consequences.

Mining is the most occident riddled industry in Austrolio. Mixing min¡ng ond untested chemisfry under our
homes os we sleeo is o disostrous formulo for mojor criticol incidenls. We doÑt need The fhreot of disoster, totolly
'frocing' our dreoms into nighlmores, for over 2o yeors of sleeps, ofler busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minisler Hozzord fully comprehend the poienfiol implicotions of cumulotive long-Term toxic
emissions lo our eorlh, our woler ond breolhing otmosphere? Hove your ptonning experts fuÌly onJysed AGL's
documents to find the serious omissions ond folse 'concepluol modelllng' promoted ãs occeptoble science ?

cose to exoond loxic minino under melroooliton Svdnev?
lf you proceed with AGL's proposol you will be opening the polhwcy for o mossive closs oclion ogoinst oll

the decision mokers, bock door deolers ond promofers of this toxic ond hqzordous industry.
We ore not your "weslie lob rols". We ore no1 your experiment in 'sociol injuslice' ond socio-economic ond

environmenTol degrodoiion? Don'l do it in onyones' bockyord. We know you'll never ollow il in yours I

' Well documented historic poor oir quolify ocross ihe 'project oreo' qnd Greoler Soulh Wesiern Sydneyo Serious heolfh risks including dromolic increoses in respirofory diseoses qnd osthmo
' South Western Sydney olreody hos lhe highest incidence of hospilol odmissions for osthmo
' Dongerously incomplete physicol ond chemicol onolysis of Cool Seom Gos ,fiocing' processes
' Potenliol for long lerm undetected goseous leoks forming ioxic fugitive plumes in oui breothing spoce
' Risks of uncontrolloble toxic porticuloie emissions to eorth, oir ond wotei lhreotening orr.omriràiti.t
' will ihe ICAC belotedly exomine the post polilicol mining coreers of suspect poiiiicions os we choke in

AGL'S neuro-toxins qnd overcrowd the very limiled heolth resources in Sydney's South Wesl?



Norellon Action Group "somple Submission" Guide poge 2 of 2
Threols lo Ou¡ Noturol Environmenl - Geology ond Hydrology
' Long term geologicol domoge to - drinking woler, woter oquifers. woter tobles, creek beds ond riverso Contominotion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchment
' Struclurol domoge lo lhe Sydney WoterSupply Chonnel undermined by ot leost ó porollel drilling locotions

in our oreo ot CU02, CUOó, CU I O, CU I 4, CU2O ond CU22 - eoch wilh ó wellsr Slruclurol domoge to built environments qnd dongerous lond slip in o predominonfly cloy sub soil
' Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-siruclures cousing frociuring lo gos pipes. lrreversible domoge 1o nolive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegeloiiòn¡ Risks in woste monogement of by-producls including neuro'toxin porticulotes in eorth, woler ond oir
Controdictory ond lncompolible lond Use loyeringo Allowing legolly estoblished ond developed residentiol, commerciol, educolionol ond recreotionol zonings

- oll fundéd by our rotes ond stotutory government toxes - To be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o toxic ond dongerous mining industry

Unpredicloble Noise Disturbonce - AGI-CSG Congultonts noise studies ore tololly incompetent
' lnodequote credible sTudies inlo 24hour drill¡ng, mining ond 'fiocing'noise levels impociing on our heolih.,' Foilure to ocknowledge long term reflecied ond rodioied sub-surfãce noise levels ån steJping disturbonce

polterns, neurologicol concerns given lhol lhe humon perception of noise is six times greoi"r ãt nignt tir.
Deeply Flowed communify consultot¡on - locking Honesty, openness ond Tronsporency
' AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environmenïol Assessment - one of Comden Council foyer ond one ot

Compbellfown - ond withdrew the originol Environmentol Assessmenf october of 201o so ihot fhe
community could not compore ihe orig¡nol proposol wiih the omended Moin ReporT october ol 2o12

' Positioning the exhibition period leoding into Chrisimos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporotion for lhe holidoy seoson.

' Foilure by AGL to occepl fhot mony people do not hove occess lo the iniernet, ond fhose who hove
internet occess would hove greol difficulty reoding o 3OOO poge document on o computer screen

' Foilure by AGL 1o provide complimentory CDs of their proposoi 1o residents upon requesl - o proctice of
previous proponents of mojor projects

' Poorly odvertised' ond consequenlly pooly oftended, informotion sessions of which AGL speciolist
consulionts could noi onswer queslions - but would moke notes

' A poorly designed AGL-CSG websiie - o potluck loble of contents, using out-of-dote mcps which do not
cleody show lhe level of urbon development, no index ond illogicol poge numbering

' Using only smoll seclion ond oul of doÌe mops so thot ii is imposible to view ihe enoimily of the whole
project when previous proponents hove provided fold out A3 size mopso Foilure by AGL to show the 2,500 meire rodiius of eoch drilling footprinl under homes, schools ond creekso lJsing on unideniifioble AGL-CSG public relolions spokeswomon, unquolified in mine engineering, os the
frono The fåliJ n?ii:J"ïäpresen*he brooder
community ond lhof it does noi keep occuroie minules ond ¡eport bock lo lhe brooder community

Polilicol Posluring ond Decision Moking processes

' concerns Thot you, your governmenl deportmenls, including Environment ond Heolth, hove not conied
out complete, professíonol, expert ond independenÌ onolysis of the AGL-cSG proposol¡ Concems lhot lhe Premier in the medio hos olreody indicoted his opprovol for the AGL-CSG proposol pre-
empting the decision moking process by lhe PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (pAC) - o ,selected'
ponel of "experts" to underloke o "merit review,' of ihe proiecl¡ ll doesn't help when Premier O'Forrell insults us (SMH 7.7.1 3 

'poge 
7 Editoriol) by triviolising drilling lines os

being the size of o "teocup" when in foct AGL stofe in 20]2 MAIN REpoRT ot Chopter 4.3ihot drìiling vories
from l78mm lo 2000mm in diometer in the'frocing'reoming process ond the lines ore up to 2,500-melres
long. There does not seem lo be even o token sepqrotion between AGL ond some politicions.

' ll is not up lo me, my fomily, or members of our communily fo prove lhol AGL's Cool Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk to our locol life, heolth ond future. Comden ôouncil, the Slote Government's stotutory
outhorities, Ministers, Cobinet, Premier ond PLANNTNG ASSESSMENT CoMMlsStoN ponel ore the ult¡mote
consenling oulhority, with o "duly of core" to otl residents of South Wesiern Sydney. lt is your collective
responsibility io protect our heolth, living, leorning, working qnd recreotionol environments.

' Politicions, AGL ond PAc Members do nol hove on onti-sociol licence to degrode our fomily lifestyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon lofl, our greyhound run, our u.ggi" pot.h, oq
soil, our woler, our oir ond fhe vitol future of our communilies.

do likewise. Could you pleose

Yours

promplly, confirming lhot you hove received my (fomily) submission.

"utríte eøil!, u)ríte oftentt

Full Nome(s)
Address5-.5l ..Li.a

D

Copy ønd pøss oÌt



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

CHristine Hartley <chris@dylanhartley.com>
<plan_comment@plannin g. nsw. gov.au>
111612013 11:08 pm
Don't Sacrifíce 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 knowle.dge 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 contaminatíon 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,
CHristine Hartley



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dylan Hartley <chris@dylanhartley.com>
<plan_com ment@plannin g. nsw. gov.au>
111612013 11:13 pm
Re: Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

I know that this affects Austrailia but it will happen everywhere, even in
Britian! We have to stand united.

Christine Hartley

On 16 January 201312:08, plan_comment plan_comment <
pla n_com ment@pla n n i n g. nsw. gov.au > wrote :

> Thank you for your submission, it has been foruarded 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 02 9228 6333
> 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.

> >>> CHristine Hartley <chris@dylanhartley.com> 0111611322:57 >>>

> 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 drillfor coal seam gas in Western
> Sydney.

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

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

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



> treated like guinea pigs in a coal seam gas experiment.

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

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

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

> - 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,
> CHristine Hartley

> This message is intended for the addressee named and may contain
> confidential/privileged information. lf you are not the 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.

Christine Hartley

dylanhartley.com* *

*

Tel: 01952 586894

www: dylanhartley.com

The Shire Coach House, Burnt Hall Lane, Madeley, Telford fF74PP

twitter: dylanhartleycom
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Damian Hatton <damoh66@hotmail.oom>
<plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
2171201311:3.5 pm
Northern Expansion Camden Gas Project - Project Application No 0.9_0048
CSG Submission - Hatton.docx

Please find attached a written submission to the plannlng commission on this issue.
Thanks,
Damian Hatton



Department of Planning

Reference Submission opposing AGL coal seam gas (AGL-CSG)

Camden Gas Project - Northern Expansion Stage 3.

Project Application No 0.9_0048

To whom it may concern:

My family and I have been living in Gregory Hills for the past year. I have kept this
submission rather late in order to gather as much information on this issue which
will affect my family and I directly as we are residents of Gregory Hills and will be in
view of well head CU02. The well head itself may nor be in our suburb but the
horizontal aspect of the drilling will be under our home.

After listening, watching and reading many media stories on this issue, it has become
apparent that the only party interested in going forward with this project is AGL with
considerable backing from the Planning Minister and consequently the Premier.

Local MP's all of whom are in the current government have come out in opposition
to the project. Other state authorities, NSW Health, have also questioned the validity
and safety of the current practice and called for a further delay of the project until
further assessments can be made. Community groups with information from reliable
scientific studies both here and overseas have been vocal in their opposition.
Ordinary people who are just worried need to have a voice that is listened to not a
token acknowledgement and then ignored.

Experiences of this process in Queensland and overseas has shown that both the
human and environmental consequences are too great for it to continue where it
now takes place let alone expand to create more wells.

The process of hydraulic fracturing is flawed in it's action and it's consequences.
Surely disturbing the underlying rock layers causes problems to those layers above.
Residue from the 'fracking' fluids will remain in the ecosystems for many years to
come. Ground water flows into aquifers and eventually find it's way onto the surface
albeit many years later.

Will the State Government and AGL take responsibility for those people and
properties affected now and in the future? A short term gain for a major long term
loss is not a smart move. The alleged huge amount of revenue for the State coffers
and the myriad of jobs are nothing more than propaganda that AGL can afford
repeat to listeners and viewers on radio and TV advertisements. The information
leaflet that was delivered to our letterbox was nothing more than a glossy flyer with
a poor excuse for a map with no reference points such as major roads and our



suburb of Gregory Hills was not even on the map. There were just a few coloured
dots to indícate that CSG well were planned. This was laughable!

I often here the line from AGL that CSG mining is a "clean" form of energy. This
makes no sense. As a high school chemistry teacher I know that if a hydrocarbon
such as methane is burnt it produce carbon dioxide. This will contribute to global
warming.

The self regulation of this industry is a complete joke. How can thís be happening? Of
course they are going to say that everything is fine. I noted with interest a recent
press release from AGL in regards to bubbles of gas coming from underneath flood
waters in the Menangle area. lt stated that the samples were tested using 'multiple
techniques'. No where did it say what these techniques were or where we might find
the actual results. There are intelligent people in this community who are familiar
with scientific data and the techniques used to measure such examples. ls AGL afraid
to tell us the actualtruth or do they think that we are not smart enough? This type of
information is pathetic and tries to treat the local community as an irrelevant
inconvenience to its' plans.

I would hope that this commission looks and acts with reason and justice. Business
interests do not run New South Wales. The elected governments are representatives
of the people and should act in their best interests, not businesses and corporate
interests.

Your fa¡thfully,

Damian Hatton

26 Felix St.

Gregory Hills

NSW 2557



Deidre Gold ing <cc_girf03@yahoo,com,au>
<plan comment@planning,nsw.gov.au>
ATD013 8:53 pm
Camden Gas Submission
CSG Letter 060213.pdf

Please find attached a pdf copy of my Pro Forma Submission CGP3, which relates to Stage 3 of the
Camden Gas ProJect.



To:

Mining and lndustrv Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09-0048

lobject to AGL's project application 09-0048 to mine for coal seam Cas (CSG) in Campbelltown

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

lam 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 end 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 ìmpacts on

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

operating under an Environmental Protect¡on Licence (EPL No.12003), it has been allowed to

self-monitor its compliance, self-¡nvest¡gate incidents and self-report such that we do not

know what true ¡mpacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories

that are engaged and paid for by the industrv arc îot independent, Nor is any funded or co'

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

asbestos in Australla and with'BigTobacco'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 Australla claims that health impacts from CSG mining have not

been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross Un¡versity ¡n

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

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

(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate mon¡tor¡ng of its impacts on

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

reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that th¡s is not entirely true since it has reserved the

r¡ght 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 entirelV experimental with unknown outcomes on health and

propefty including the possibility ofsubsidence under so many urban properties.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on a¡r qual¡ty and the

cumulative impact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of

unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated w¡th respiratory

problems (NSW Environmental Protect¡on Author¡ty). AGL's past performance gives no

confidence that ¡t has q! already contributed to th¡s or that ¡t can be managed ìn the future,
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having admitted ¡n August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monitoring at ìts

Rosalind Park Gas Treetment Plant for three years in breach of ¡ts EPL No'12003.

Allowing CSG mining ìn 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 ¡nequlty. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been

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

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

entire historic Scenic Hills), and ¡t is unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potentiaf

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

activity (traff¡c, people etc.), the presence of children, and potent¡al 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 larBest asset and is often leveraged to support

small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors mav destrov livelihoods and l¡fe savings.

I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG min¡ng will ensure ¡ts

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 l¡cence

conditions, and the discovery of inc¡dents that might not havè been reported were it not for

community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well incident in May 2011 ¡n 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 Beneral and to the South West in particular that

have not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that lhe geology of the Sydney Bos¡n is

well known, AGL'S rationale for the constant mod¡f¡cation of prior stages of the Camden Gas

Project seems to contradict this, ¿s does ¡ts admission to the Scenic Hills Association that ít

does not know where the aquifers here run To buÌ probobly Sydney Horbour. Potential ¡mpacts

on SVdneV 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 r¡sks 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 Proiect accordin8 to

evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. This does not ,¡ust¡fy the risks

and potentlal costs to the community, particularly s¡nce 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,

env¡ronmentallyand economically unjustif¡ed, and has no social licence to operate here.

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

Yours sìncerely

Name Deidre Hay

7 Becharry Rd, Blacktown, NsW,2148Address

^ ill
S¡gnatu re

Date ry



nowis3O <nowis30@yahoo,com.au>
<pla n_com ment@pla n n ing, nsw.gov.au >
Deidre Golding <cc_gír103@yahoo.com.au>
2121201311:56 am
Pro_Forma-S u b m iss i on_CG P3
Pro_Forma_Su bm ission_CG P3, pdf; Part.002

Please find attached a pdf copy of my Pro Forma Submission CGP3, which relates to Stage 3 of the
Camden Gas Project.



To:

Min¡ng and lndustrv Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEV NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

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

lobject to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) ln Campbelltown

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

lam concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolv¡ng industrv whose ¡mpacts 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 operat¡ng for 10 years. Yet we understand that impacts on

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

operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to

self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not

know what true ¡mpacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories

that are engaged and paid for by the industry are 
^oÌ. 

¡ndependent. Nor is any funded or co-

funded research by the CSG mining ¡ndustry. These lessons should have been learnt with

asbestos in Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA. The Nat¡onal Water Commiss¡on in ¡ts

Pos¡t¡on Statement (3'd December 2O1O) said that impacts may emerte over a long time
per¡od. 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 ¡n

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

December 2OIt, 85% of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked

(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitorin8 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 ent¡rely true since it has reservêd the

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

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

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

property including the possibil¡ty of subsidence under so many urban propert¡es.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air qual¡ty and the

cumulative impact of AGL'5 expansion ¡nto ân 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 ¡t has ¡cl! already contributed to this or that it can be managed in the future,
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having admitted in August this year that it had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its

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

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

and confidence in the planning ptocess, and creates severe land use confl¡cts, econom¡c

instability ând 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 threaten¡ng the survival of the

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

escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents essociâted with the more ¡ntense urban

act¡vity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and potent¡al for vandalism. The

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

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

small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods and life sav¡ngs.

ldo not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for csc mining will ensure its

safe operation here. As the only commerc¡ally 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 ¡ts licence

cond¡tions, 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 lhe geology of the Sydney Bosin is

well known, AGL'5 rat¡onale for the constant mod¡fication of prior stages of the Camden Gas

Pro,¡ect seems to contradict this, as does ¡ts adm¡ssion to the Scen¡c Hills Assoc¡ation that it
does not know where the aquifers here run tobut probøbly Sydney Horbour. Potential impacts

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

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

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

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project accord¡ng to
evidence it gave under oath at the NsW Upper House lnquiry. This does not justify the risks

and potential costs to the community, part¡cularly since 150,000+ people already live and work

in the immediate affected area, and this is ¡n Sydney's south west growth corr¡dor. lt is socially,

env¡ronmentally 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 Simon Hay

Address 7 Becharry Rd, Blacktown, NSW, 2148

-4 -\1rr¿Signature

31rJanuary2013 W()Date



From:
To:
Date:
Subject

"Cheryl Haynes" <sal2@westserv. net.au>
< pla n_com ment@ plan n i n g. nsw. gov. au >

21412013 4:26 pm
Fracking

Mining and lndustry Projects

Project Application : 09_0048

GPO BOX 39,

Sydney 2001

To whom it may concern,

I would like to lodge a complaint regards the fracking project proposed for
Camden and Narellan Area

I am totally against any Fracking used for mining of any kind in Australia

It was on the news just recently regards the Nepean River and bubbles coming
from surface of water in which the mining company stated they were
monitoring the levels and it posed no danger to humans

My questíon is Can the Platypus and Crayfish Frogs and Cod etc etc still
live in that environment?

During history the minors of yesteryear used Canaries down the mines As when
they stopped singing and died The miners knew it was time to leave before
they died from gas poisoning Can a Canary ingest those bubbles???

Humans can't eat money or coal or gas



We need to keep our waters and farmland alive for future generations

Please help stop this greed for the almighty dollar

Cheryl Haynes

sal2@westserv.net.au



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Michelle Hayter <michelle.hpmp@hotmail.com>
<plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
21712013 8:58 pm
Submission opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas (AGL-CSG)

Dear Director

My fiancée and I moved to Narellan Vale in 2011.We moved here for the clean air, country rural
feeling and the fact the there were no government projects and other industries that would harm the
air quality and land in the area.

The idea of the this in Camden is a ridiculous and unnecessary. I strongly don't want this to go ahead
in our area and as a rate payer in this area and that hopes to stay in this area I think I deserve the
right to say yes and no to what is put in my area. I knw there are a lot of people who think the same as
me and most of us have done the right thing by our community so I don't think companies or
government should be able to just walk in and put what they want in our community.

We pay the rates in this area and so we as the people should have the say and we say
no!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
WE PAY FOR IT THEN WE SHOULD CHOOSE IT

We totally oppose the entire AGL CSG Camden expansion proposal

Kind Regards
Michelle Hayter and Daniel Kuiper
3 Yate Place
Narellan Vale, NSW 2567



" prepored by Norellon AcÌion Group
OUR OPPOSITION TO AGL Cool Seom Gos Expcnsion poge 1 of 2
,NSIEUCIION! - Use fhis only os o guide -lewf¡le.j4-re.ur own wordls- - edif - odd your own ideos - mi¡r ond molch
- cul ond posfe - "quole" medio reporls - READ DATLV 8.[OcAt NEl,vsPApERS - express your feelings - o littteconlrolled anger is fine - get your kids reseorching AGL ond coA¿ SEAM GAs FRAC'NG CHEM'CA¿-S websifes ondwriting submissions os well !! You con lun the lone of fhis somple subml's sìon up or down Io suit your rnessoge.
BE EAR,LY - OUR DEADLINE ¡S . FR.IÐAY E FEBRIJAR.Y 2013

EMAI!- T'O:
POSTTO:

plan comment@planning.nsw.qov.au
THE DIRECTOR, MINIh¡G AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

ART OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION -.-----_
"without prejudice"

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

GAS (AGL-CSG)
CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION (Stose 3)Froj ton i{o.0p_0048

My fomily moved t ...(suBURB NAME) in 2005 for the greot tocotion, emptoymenlopportunities ond o greof lifestyle for our 3 children. With o selection of new ond esToblished schools,Compbelliown TAFE, ihe Universily of Western Sydney, lnduslriol Estotes, Employment Zones, Town Centres ond
Sporfing.Focilities close by it seemed o perfect ploce lo setile down for fhe long-ierm ond roise o fomily.

Unforiunofely, my youngest son hos cleveloped rsthmo since *e movðd here. we did noi reolise thol the
oir quolify is deceplively poor - in foct, the worst polluted otmospheric Akshed in Greoler syoney. ii we con'tbreothe here, we con'l live here. Árir Quolity is lhe criticol heqlth issue for oll of us oul here.

Recently we become owore of lhe proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seom Gos drilling, mining ond'frocing' or 'frocluring' under our homes, schools, workploces, foolbqll fields, cricket ovols. leisuré centres. our
communily holls, our churches, our petrol stotions, our ovr rheqd bridges, open spoces ond colchment oreos.

lf we hod known oboul the AGL-csG exponsion we would hqve ovoided the oreo ono o $¿jo.oõo tifeJ¡me
morfgoge in o suburb destined for degroding ond devoluing. ll doesn't mol<e ony sense oi oll !

'Frocing' is octuolly breoking ond crocking lhe sub_s folsely
compores its 'frocing' chemis products on o loundry shelf, when in in vosfquonlities ore highly volotile goseous ond port¡culofe emissions i. AGLCongultonis hove been gross eceitful in lheir minimol descriptìon o

Despite misleoding medio reporls AG['s inlenlions ore very cleo¡ in
both their 2010 ENVTRONMENTAL ASSESME REpORÌ ot Chopter 3.4.

We ore not ogoinsl mining of oll. However, introducing loxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos miningunder our existing permissible lond use zones of estoblished oñd populoled cJmmunities is tololly inopprãpriote in
every respecl. ond obsolutely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols its loxic 'frocing' chemistry behínd cloims of 'commercíql confidenliolity'. We do know thotAGL use concentroled ocids ond biocides omong o huge list of chemicol cockioils lriggeríñg volofiÈ cnemicol
reoctions in cool ond sondstone seoms underneoth our homes ond schools. The foci ttroinciwill not disclose its'fiocing toxicology'is obsolulely obsurd - o nightmore wifh disostrous heolth ond environmentol .onruquãn""r.

Mining is the most qccident riddled industry in Austrolio. Mixing mining ond unlested chemistry under ourhomes os rve sleep is o disostrous formulo for major crilical lncidenls. we doÑt need the lhreot of disáster, totolly
'frocing' our dreoms inlo nightmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofler busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minisler Hozzord fully comprehend lhe potentiol implicolions of cumulotive long-ferm loxic
emissions to our eorth. our woier ond breothing olmosphere? Hove your plonning experts fully onjysed AGL's
documenls 1o find lhe serious omissions ond folse 'conceptuol modelling' promotedãs occeptoble science ?

lf you proceed wilh AGL's proposol you will be opening lhe poihwoy for o mossive closs oclion ogoinst olllhe decision mokers, bsck door deolers ond promolers of this tõxic ond hozordous induslry.
we ore not your "westie lob rots". We ore nol your experiment in 'sociol injuslice' ond socio-economic ond

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

Threols to Air Quolity ond heqlth
n Well documented historic poor oir quolity ocross the 'projecf oreo' ond Greoter Souih Western Sydneyo Serious heollh risks including dromolic increoses ín respirctory diseoses ond osthmo
' South Weslern Sydney olreody hos the highest incidence of hospilol odmissions for osthmqo Dongerously incomplefe physicol ond chemicql onolysis of Cool Seom Gos 'fiocing' processeso Potenfiol for long term undetecfed goseous leoks forming toxic fugiîive plumes in oui breothing spoceu Risks of uncontrolloble foxic porticulote emissions to eorTh, o¡r ond wotei threotening orr.opirnitiu,
' will the ICAC beloledly exomine The post politicol min¡ng coreers of suspecf polificions os we choke in

AGL's neuroloxins ond overcrowd the very limited heolth resources in Sydney's South West?



Norellon Action Group "somple Submission" Guide poge 2 of 2
Threots lo Our Nolurol Environment - Geology ond Hydrologyo Long term geologicol domoge lo - drinking woter, woier oquifers, woier tobles, creek beds ond rivers
" Contominotion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Colchment
' Sïruciurol domoge to lhe Sydney Water Supply Chonnel undermined by ot leosi ó porollel drilling locolions

in our oreo ot CU02, CU06, CU t 0, CUt 4, CU2O ond CU22 - eoch wiTh 6 wellso STruclurol domoge to built environments ond dongerous lond slip in o predominonTly cloy sub soil
" Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-structures cousing frocturing ìo gos pipes'c lrreversible domoge to notive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegelofion
" Risks in wosle monogement of by-products including neuro-loxin porliculotes in eorth, wcfer ond oir

ducotionol ond recreotionol zonings
rmined, compromised ond

lololly incompetenlc lnodequote credible sludies inlo 24 hour drílling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heolth.o Foilure to ocknowledge long lerm reflected ond rodioted sub-surfãce noise levels on slee-ping disturbonce
potterns, neurologicol concerns given thot the humon perception of noise is six times gr"oiur õt nighi tíme

Deeply Flowed community consultolion - locking Honesly, openness ond Tronsporencyo AGL provided only 2 copies of fhe Environmentol Assessment - one of Comden Council foyer ond one ot
Compbelllown - ond withdrew lhe originol Environmenlol Assessment oclober of 201O so ihot the
community could not compore the originol proposol wifh lhe omended Moin Report October of 20ì 2

" Positioning the exhibition period leoding into Chrisfmqs when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporotion for lhe holidoy seoson.

' Foilure by AGL to occepl thot mony people do not hove occess To lhe inlernel, ond those who hove
iniernet occess would hove greot difficulty reoding o 3000 poge document on o computer screeno Foilure by AGL to provide complimentory CDs of their proposol to residenls upon requesi - o proctice of
previous proponents of mojor projecis

' Poorly odvertised, cnd consequently poorly ottended, informotion sessions ol which AGL speciolist
consulfonts could not onswer quesiions - but would moke noles

" A pooly designed AGL-CSG websile - o potluck loble of contents, using out-of-dote mops which do nof
cleorly show the level of urbon developmenl, no index ond illogicol poge numbering

" Using only smoll seciion ond oul of dole mops so thot it is impossíble to view the enoimity of the whole
project when previous proponents hove provided fold oul A3 size mops

' Foilure by AGL to show the 2,500 melre rodiius of eoch drilling footprint under hornes, schools ond creekso Usin uolified in mine engineering, os thefron in lhe nexl roomo The ol odequotely represenl the brooder
community ond Thot it does noi l<eep occurote minules ond report bock to the broodêr community

Politicol Posturing ond Decisíon Moking processes

' Concerns thot you, your governmenl deporlments, including Environmenl onci Heolth, hove nol conied
out complele, professionol, expert ond independent onolysis of fhe AGL-GSG proposolo Concerns lhol lhe Premier in the medio hos olreody indicoled his opprovol foi the RGL-csG proposol pre-
empting the decision moking process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMTSSION (pAC) - o ,selected,
ponel of "experts" to undertol<e o ',meril review,, of the projecto lt doesn'l help when Premier o'Fonell insults us (sMH 7.7. I 3 poge Z Editoriol) by lriviolising drilling lines os
being lhe size of o "leocup" when in focf AGL stole in 2ol2 r\^AiN REpoRT ol chcpler 4.sìhot drìiling vories
from l78mm lo 2000mm Ìn diometer in f he 'frocing' reoming process ond the lines ore up to 2,500äelres
long. There does not seem To be even o Token seporolion bèlween AGL ond some polilicions.o lt is. nol u-p lo me, my fomily, or members of our community to prove thot AGL's Cool Seom Gos mining is oserious risk To our locol life, heolth ond future. Comden òouncil, the Stote Governmenl's stolutory
ouihoriiies, Minisfers, Cobínel, Premier qnd PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore the ultimote
consentÎng outhoriTy, with o "duty of core" to oll residents of Soulh Weslern Sydney. ll is your collective
responsibility to profect our heolih, living, leorning, working ond recreofionol environmenls.o Polilicions, AGL ond PAc Members do nol hove on onti-sociol licence to degrode our fomily lifestyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon loft, our greyhound run, our veggie potch, our
soil, our woler, our oir ond the vitol future of our communities.

"wrìte eeyly, wrdte øftemt'
C*pg øøad pøss @?a



From: Hannu Heikkila <h_heikkila@yahoo.com>
To: "plan_comment@planning.nsw,gov,au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 21812013 3:01 pm
Subject: NO to any gas drilling in Gamden area

Absolute NO to any gas mining of drilling of any kind in Camden or surrounding areas, we have
personal experiences of the noise that goes on for months and months disturbing our life. ln addition
the short gain in resources is vastly offset by the danger, real or assumed, of destroying the nature for
current and future generations.

Hannu and Anita Heikkila
Narellan Vale



warehouse <warehouse@cabothealth.com.au>
"plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
21812013 9:09 am
FW: NO COAL SEAM GAS MINING

Subject: NO COAL SEAM GAS MINING

I strongly object to coal seam gas mining in the Camden Campbelltown area.
O'Farrel you promised to put a stop to this crap, now put your morals before money



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Camden Gas ProJect Stage 3, Project Appllcatlon 09 fi)48

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

I am concerned that CSG m¡ning ls a technologically-evolving lndustry whose impacts have not
been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. Thls view
is supported by professional organisat¡ons and academlcs ln evldence to the NSW Upper
House and Senate lnquiries lnto 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 ¡mpacts on
groundwater and alr quality have not been adequately monitored, and while AGL has been
operat¡ng under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), lt has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-lnvestlgate incidents and self-report such that we do not
know what true ¡mpacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories
that are engaged and paid for by the industry are noÌ. Ìndependent. 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 lts
Posltlon Statement (3'd December 2010) said that ¡mpacts may emerge over a long time
period, I am deeply concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be borne 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 ¡mpacts from CSG mining have not
been assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e,g. by southern cross university in

Tara) and overseas ls deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at
Decenrber 2OL7,85yo 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 fracklng, but it seems that this ¡s not entirely true since ít has reserved the
right to frack these wells in the future lf/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 wllltherefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and
pÍoperty including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban properties.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the
cumulative impact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of
unacceptable levels of air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated w¡th respiratory
problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGL's past performance gives no
confidence that it has not already contributed to this or that it can be managed in the future,
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having admitted in August this year that lt had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its

Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years ln breach of its EPL No.12003.

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

and confidence ln the plannlng process, and creates severe land use confllcts, economic

instability and inequity. lt will dlsrupt rellglous communltles whose vocations have so far been

protected bythe Scenlc Hills zonlng; lt wíll place undue burden on small rural allotments

whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatenlng the survlval of the

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

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

activlty (trafflc, people etc.), the presence of children, and potential forvandalism. The

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

devastating. For many people the home is 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 believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mlning 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 discovery of incidents that m¡ght not have been reported were it not for

community vlgilance, such as the Sugarloaf well lncident in May 2011 in Menangle that
allowed well contents to drlft over Sydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses,

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

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

well known, AGL's ratlonale for the constant modif¡cation of prior stages of the Camden Gas

Project seems to contradict thls, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that lt
does not know where the aqulfers here run tobul probøbly Sydney Horbour. Potential impacts

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

gathering plpellne 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 ¡t gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. This does not justify the risks

and potentlal costs to the community, particularly since 150,000+ people already live and work

in the immediate affected area, and this is ¡n Sydney's south west growth corrldor. lt is socially,

envlronmentally and economlcally unjustlfled, and has no social licence to operate here.

I acknowledge that my name will appear on my submlssion when publicly exhiblted.

Yours sincerely

Slgnature

Date
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From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

"Karerì" <kah@ii net. net.au>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw. gov.au>
<clay. preshaw@plann ing. nsw. gov.au>
21612013 7:18 pm
AGL - Varroville - submission (Helen Henry)

Dear Clay,

I am writing to you as a concerned resident of Varroville and as an
adjoining land owner to the Carmelite nuns and the Serbian School in regards
to the AGL Northern Expansion of the Camden Gas Project to which I must
stress my strong OBJECTION!

ln the beginning we had issues as adjoining land owners - Lot 2DP 845124
Glensaugh Pty Ltd - to the proposed WELL 07 and had not previously been
contacted in regards to this proposal during the consultative process. We
had only learned of this proposal at the time of lodging our last submission
through other adjoining property owners the Carmelite nuns.

There are a number of issues we are concerned with that bring us to our
total objection of this project within the Scenic Hills and surrounding
areas.

We are concerned about the nature of what the impact of this is going to
have on our land given it is so close. The concerns about the long-term
sterilisation of this land and the impact that implies - decreased land
value!

My daughter, Karen, has requested formally to yourself and also the minister
for planning to be informed where the new locations of these wells are to
be, especially the well heads. She has NOT to this date been informed even
though she has requested more than once. ln fact I believe she has not even
received an acknowledgement of receipt of the requests. I have grave
concerns if the original proposal of WELL 11 is still in place. The maps
provided on your website are very vague.

lf WELL 1l is still in place I hold grave concerns about contamination due
to off-runs into the creeks, streams and land. The people around this area
rely on the dam's water supply which is where WELL 11 is to be built. So our
concerns are doubled in this respect. The impact of possible interrupted
supplies, the possibility of contamination and also the long{erm impact on
the soil. There is also the concern to do with our livestock that rely on
the pastures to graze and also which drink from the creeks, streams, dams
and the like which may well become contaminated if AGL's proposal is to go
ahead. What impact does or would this have on the cattle: deaths, lower
birth rates. What about the meat of these cattle, as these cattle go off to



market and end up on our plates. so many unanswered questions in regards to
this matter. What impact does it have on us if our drinking water becomes
contaminated through run-off from WELL 1 1 into the water race?

There is also grave concern for other wildlife is the area which consists of
koalas and the black wallaby which I believe is endangered!!! Within the
last 14 months we have had a baby wombat born on our property which was
taken to a vets as per WIRES instructions. This is all documented by WIRES
This wildlife will become threatened by CSG mining and fracking.

There's also the impact of emission from these wells to be considered. I

chose to have a rural lifestyle for a reason, not to be sitting next to
something that will create pollution in one form or another.

The Scenic Hills is a protected area, and is so for a reason. lt is
basically the last truly beautiful natural part of the Campbelltown
district. Lush rolling hills which are home to a few lucky people and much
flora and fauna - some of which I believe are endangered. I have lived in
Varroville since 1972 and wouldn't live anywhere else but now AGL is coming
along and proposing to put an eyesore smack bang in the middle of it which
is potentially dangerous to flora, fauna and human life itself. Chemicals
being leeched into the groundwater some of which are highly toxic! Further
erosion of the land. Noise pollution. Emissions. The total opposite of what
this stretch of land is all about. This area is about preservation not
destruction.

Also in close proximity we have two schools - one still in the process of
being built. One schoolwill be relying on the same water supply as us which
is the dam where WELL 11 was or is to be located. This is unacceptable!

There are already many health concerns which have been raised by resídents
in Tara QLD. These concerns have been ongoing and the Queensland government
and AGL have turned a blind eye to it all. These health concerns are from
people living within a 6 kilometre radium in a rural setting. Now AGL want
to mine through areas where people will be exposed at even closer proximity.

AGL needs to place this expansion project on hold until such a time that the
general public can be 100% assured that a) our health is not going to be
compromised; b) our land values are not going to be affected; c) our lives
are not going to be disrupted by noise pollution; d) our wildlife, flora and
fauna are not under threat; e) we are not going to have issues with air
pollution; and e) our aesthetics of our surroundings is not ruined. They are
just a few that come to mind.

It is abhorrent that the NSW government and AGL consider that it'necessary'
to carry out this mining and fracking in order to determine evidence.
Evidence should be taken from Tara Qld. A full review and independent



investigations into the health and safety of both human life and our
environment should be performed in regards to this mining and fracking in
Tara before any further work is undertaken. Until full reports can be
provided on this issue in Tara Qld, no further mining should take place. lt
is totally irresponsible of both the NSW government and AGL to adopt a'wait
and see approach!!' This experimental mining, which is exactly what it is
when it comes to urban mining, and has the potential to be worse than the
asbestos disaster.

We still have no idea what will happen if aquifers become affected. Once
something like this affects our water works there is no turning back and all
living things on earth require water to live!

We have already seen a number of breaches of protocol when it comes to
maintaining current wells at Menangle NSW. ln fact recently there were
reports of bubbling around the wells after the deluge of rain we received.
AGL wanted to carry out their own investigations into this. This is not
acceptable. We need independent bodies looking into this issue.

How can we feel confident about anything to do with this project when AGL
have failed to manage what they currently have in place, and fail to
investigate what is happening in Tara Qld.

The Campbelltown/Camden district is home to approximately 150,000 people
with expansion currently underway estimated at 500,000, and the NSW
government and AGL are prepared to risk all our lives for the sake of 5% of
gas for NSW. lt seem to be a very high risk to take for such a small
percentage of gas. I have asked this question before and I am asking it
again, Why is the NSW government and AGL prepared to take such a huge risk
with human life and our environment for 5% of gas?

I also hold grave concern that having AGL come in and set up shop will set
the precedence for this area to be become 'unprotected', therefore
destroyed. Having just the proposal in place has already devalued my block
of land adjoining. I have also read recently that AGL are planning to access
wells from St Andrews Road. This really troubles me deeply for many reasons
which are listed in the submission.

I would urge that the NSW state government looks into this very carefully
and knock this project on the head ASAP! Do not use the residents of
Camden/Campbelltown areas as your guinea pigs, as that is basically what
both the NSW government and AGL are proposing to do. lnvestigate Tara Qld
thoroughly. Gain you so-called evidence and PROVE to the residents of this
area that we have nothing to worry about, instead of adopting a 'wait and
see'mentality!

Yours Sincerely

Helen Henry

379 St Andrews Road

Varroville NSW 2566



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Kareena Henry <Kareena@allaboutrehab.com.au>
"'plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au"' <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
21612013 7:02 pm
coal seam gas

To Whom lt May Concern,

As a resident of Kirkham I would like to submit my objection to Stage 3 Northern Expansion of the
Camden Gas project. As a parent and community participant I am very concerned about where the
wells will be located and the effects this will have on our health, the health of our children and that of
agricultural land around the Camden area.

This surely will have a detrimental effect on our environment, our water quality and the living
standards of our community.

Therefore I object to Stage 3 Northern Expansion of the Camden Gas Project.

Kareena Henry
Mobile: 0414 819 573
Email: kareena@allaboutrehab.com.au<mailto:kareena@allaboutrehab.com.au>



From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

"Karen Henry" <karenhenry@iinet.net.au>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw.gov.au>
<clay. preshaw@planning. nsw.gov.au>
216120137:07 pm

FW: AGL - Varroville - submission

Dear Clay,

I am writing to you about our concerns in regards to the AGL Northern
Expansion of the Camden Gas Project to which we must stress our strong
OBJECTION! This is the second time we have had to object to this!

ln the beginning we had issues as adjoining land owners - Lot 2DP 845124
Glensaugh Pty Ltd to the proposed WELL 07 and had not previously been
contacted in regards to this proposal during the consultative process. We
had only learned of this proposal at the time of lodging our last submission
through other adjoining property owners the Carmelite nuns.

There are a number of issues we are concerned with that bring us to our
total objection of this project within the Scenic Hills and surrounding
areas.

We are concerned about the nature of what the impact of this is going to
have on our land given it is so close. The concerns about the long-term
sterilisation of this land and the impact that implies - decreased land
value!

I have requested formally to yourself and also the minister for planning to
be informed where the new locations of these wells are to be, especially the
well heads. I have NOT to this date been informed even though I have
requested more than once. ln fact I have not even received a reply. I have
grave concerns if the original proposal of WELL 11 is still in place. The
maps provided on your website are very vague.

lf WELL 11 is still in place we hold grave concerns about contamination due
to off-runs into the creeks, streams and land. The people around this area
rely on the dam's water supply which is where WELL 11 is to be built. So our
concerns are doubled in this respect. The impact of possible interrupted
supplies, the possibility of contamination and also the long-term impact on
the soil. There is also the concern to do with our livestock that rely on
the pastures to graze and also which drink from the creeks, streams, dams
and the like which may well become contaminated if AGL's proposal is to go
ahead. What impact does or would this have on the cattle: deaths, lower
birth rates. What about the meat of these cattle, as these cattle go off to
market and end up on our plates. so many unanswered questions in regards to
this matter. What impact does it have on us if our drinking water becomes



contaminated through run-off from WELL 1 1 into the water race?

There is also grave concern for other wildlife is the area which consists of
koalas and the black wallaby which I believe is endangered!!! Within the
last 14 months we have had a baby wombat born on our property which was
taken to a vets as per WIRES instructions. This is all documented by WIRES
This wildlife will become threatened by CSG mining and fracking.

There's also the impact of emission from these wells to be considered. We
chose to have a rural lifestyle for a reason, not to be sitting next to
something that will create pollution in one form or another.

The Scenic Hills is a protected area, and is so for a reason. lt is
basically the last truly beautiful natural part of the Campbelltown
district. Lush rolling hills which are home to a few lucky people and much
flora and fauna - some of which I believe are endangered. We have lived in
Varroville since 1972 and wouldn't live anywhere else but now AGL is coming
along and proposing to put an eyesore smack bang in the middle of it which
is potentially dangerous to flora, fauna and human life itself. Chemicals
being leeched into the groundwater some of which are highly toxic! Further
erosion of the land. Noise pollution. Emissions. The total opposite of what
this stretch of land is all about. This area is about preservation not
destruction.

Also in close proximity we have two schools - one still in the process of
being built. One schoolwill be relying on the same water supply as us which
is the dam where WELL 11 was or is to be located. This is unacceptable!

There are already many health concerns which have been raised by residents
in Tara QLD. These concerns have been ongoing and the Queensland government
and AGL have turned a blind eye to it all. These health concerns are from
people living within a 6 kilometre radium in a rural setting. Now AGL want
to mine through areas where people will be exposed at even closer proximity.

AGL needs to place this expansion project on hold until such a time that the
general public can be 100% assured that a) our health is not going to be
compromised; b) our land values are not going to be affected; c) our lives
are not going to be disrupted by noise pollution; d) our wildlife, flora and
fauna are not under threat; e) we are not going to have issues with air
pollution; and e) our aesthetics of our surroundings is not ruined. They are
just a few that come to mind.

It is abhorrent that the NSW government and AGL consider that it'necessary'
to carry out this mining and fracking in order to determine evidence.
Evidence should be taken from Tara Qld. A full review and independent
investigations into the health and safety of both human life and our
environment should be performed in regards to this mining and fracking in



Tara before any further work is undertaken. Until full reports can be
provided on this issue in Tara no further mining should take place. lt is
totally irresponsible of both the NSW government and AGL to take a'wait and
see approach!!' This experimental mining, which is exactly what it is when
it comes to urban mining, has the potential to be worse than the asbestos
disaster.

We still have no idea what will happen if aquifers become affected. Once
something like this affects our water works there is no turning back and all
living things on earth require water to live!

We have already seen a number of breaches of protocol when it comes to
maintaining current wells at Menangle NSW. ln fact recently there were
reports of bubbling around the wells after the deluge of rain we received.
AGL wanted to carry out their own investigations into this. This is not
acceptable. How can we feel confident about anything to do with this project
when AGL have failed to manage what they currently have in place, and fail
to investigate what is happening in Tara Qld.

The Campbelltown/Camden district is home to approximately 150,000 people
with expansion currently undenrvay estimated at 500,000, and the NSW
government and AGL are prepared to risk all our lives for the sake of 5% of
gas for NSW. lt seem to be a very high risk to take for such a small
percentage of gas. I have asked this question before and I am asking it
again, Why is the NSW government and AGL prepared to take such a huge risk
with human life and our environment for 5% of gas?

We also hold grave concern that having AGL come in and set up shop will set
the precedence for this area to be become'unprotected', therefore
destroyed. Having just the proposal in place has already devalued our block
of land adjoining. I have also read recently that AGL are planning to access
wells from St Andrews Road. This really troubles us deeply for many reasons
which are listed in the submission.

lwould urge that the NSW state government looks into this very carefully
and knocks this project on the head ASAP! Do not use the residents of
Camden/Campbelltown as your guinea pigs, as that is basically what both the
NSW government and AGL are proposing to do. lnvestigate Tara Qld thoroughly
Gain you so-called evidence and PROVE to the residents of this area that we
have nothing to worry about, instead of adopting a 'wait and see' mentality!

Yours Sincerely

Karen Henry

Helen Henry



From:
To:
GG:
Date:
Subject

"Karen Henry" <karenhenry@iinet.net.au>
< pla n_com ment@plan n i n g. nsw. gov.au >
<clay. preshaw@plann ing. nsw. gov.au>
21612013 B:35 pm
AGL - Eschol Park - submission (Karen Henry)

Dear Clay,

I am writing to you about our concerns in regards to the AGL Northern
Expansion of the Camden Gas Project to which I must stress my strong
OBJECTION! This is the second time I have had to object to this!

Firstly it was as adjoining land owner - Lot 2DP 845124 Glensaugh Pty Ltd
to the proposed WELL 07 - that we had not previously been contacted in
regards to this proposal during the consultative process. We had only
learned of this proposal at the time of lodging our last submission through
other adjoining property owners the Carmelite nuns.

There are a number of issues we are concerned with that bring us to our
total objection of this project within the Scenic Hills and surrounding
areas. I live ln Eschol Park and have done for 27 years. Prior to that I

lived in Varroville since 1972, so I am a long-term resident of the
Campbelltown district. ln my previous submission (Glensaugh P/L) I outlined
a great many number of concerns. My concerns for the area of Varroville are
outlined in that submission.

Moreover I am concerned with this new amendment that AGL are now proposing
which entails many gas wells in Eschol Park and Kearns. These suburbs are
small suburbs, which are residential and house many young families, who are
fortunate enough to have a rural outlook onto the beautiful Scenic Hills.
It's not often people can say they live in a suburb yet hear the bellowing
of a cow or cows at night. We are truly blessed to be surrounded by the
aesthetics of the Scenic Hills and I would like to see it remain that way.

I am very much concerned about the issue of air pollution, run-off, heavy
traffic such as semi-trailers and prime movers coming through my small
suburb. lt will cause Eschol Park to become polluted and our land values
will decrease. Who would want to buy into an area where they is constant
disruption, air pollution and potential health risks.

We have a number of schools in close proximity to the proposed wells and
this is alarming. We also have an abundance of wonderful recreational parks
which are frequented by sporting clubs and also by children and families for
leisurely activities such as walking, riding bikes etc. All this is under
great threat because AGL want to, I believe, put 6 wells into Eschol Park.



I am concerned about the nature of what the impact of this is going to have
on my land given the numerous wells will be in close proximity. I am also
concerned about the compounding effect of having so many wells close
together in such a small area. I have concerns about the long-term
sterilisation of this land and the impact that implies - decreased land
valuel But more importantly our health!!!

There is also the impact of emission from these wells to be considered. I

chose to live in Eschol Park because it is small and still has a rural
aspect about it when you look upon the Scenic Hills as its backdrop, along
with the many parks it offers. We could end up with a human and/or natural
disaster on our hands that is irreversible! I personally do not want to be
part of an experiment of 'wait and see'!

I have requested formally to yourself and also the minister for planning to
be informed of the exact locations of these wells, especially the well
heads. I have NOT to this date been informed even though I have requested
more than once. ln fact I have not even received a reply.

The Scenic Hills is a protected area, and is so for a reason. lt is
basically the last truly beautiful natural part of the Campbelltown
district. Lush rolling hills which are home to a few lucky people and much
flora and fauna - some of which I believe are endangered. Given I grew up in
this area I recall when the whole of St Andrews, Raby etc., were all farms.
I watched the changes occur with growth but one of the most appeating things
that kept me in this area was the Scenic Hills. Now AGL is proposing to put
an eyesore smack bang in the middle of it which is potentially dangerous to
flora, fauna and human life itself. Chemicals being leeched into the
groundwater some of which are highly toxic! Further erosion of the land.
Noise pollution. Emissions. The total opposite of what this stretch of land
is all about. This area is about preservation not destruction, and AGL want
to do this for a lousy 5% of gas supply.

There are already many health concerns which have been raised by residents
in Tara QLD and I am personally concerned about this issue as well. Equally
concerned that the Qld government and AGL have not investigated this fully!
These concerns have been ongoing and the Queensland government and AGL have
turned a blind eye to it all. These health concerns are from people living
within a 6 kilometre radius in a rural setting. Now AGL want to mine through
areas where people will be exposed at an even closer proximity.

AGL needs to be forced to place this expansíon project on hold until such a
time that the general public can be 100% assured that a) our health is not
going to be compromised; b) our land values are not going to be affected; c)
our lives are not going to be disrupted by noise pollution; d) our wildlife,
flora and fauna are not under threat; e) we are not going to have issues
with air pollution; and e) our aesthetics of our surroundings is not ruined.
They are just a few that come to mind.

It is abhorrent that the NSW government and AGL consider that it'necessary'



to carry out this mining and fracking in order to determine evidence.
Evidence should be taken from Tara Qld. A full review and independent
investigations into the health and safety of both human life and our
environment should be performed in regards to this mining and fracking in
Tara before any further work is undertaken. Also reports should come from
the United States where CSG has occurred and similar health complaints have
been reported as ín Tara Qld. Even top health professionals here in
Australia have been stating about these high risks and yet it all seems to
fall on deaf ears!!

Until full independent investigative reports are performed, disclosed, and
can be provided to the public on this issue in Tara Qld, no further CSG
mining should take place. lt is totally irresponsible of both the NSW
government and AGL to take a'wait and see approach!!'This experimental
mining, which is exactly what it is when it comes to urban mining, has the
potential to be worse than the asbestos disaster.

We still have no idea what will happen if aquifers become affected. Once
something like this affects our water works there is no turning back and all
living things on earth require water to live! How is a 'wait and see'
approach going to counteract that?!

We have already seen a number of breaches of protocol when it comes to
maintaining current wells at Menangle NSW. ln fact recently there were
reports of bubbling around the wells after the deluge of rain we received.
AGL wanted to carry out their own investigations into this. This is not
acceptable, and should not be allowed. lt should be independent bodies with
no financial or personal interest or gain to AGL or NSW state government
that perform these investigations. They should be made up of professional
scientific bodies.

ln regards to Eschol Park, during heavy rain periods we always experiences
areas of flooding in our parks and run off from the Scenic Hills. So what
effects will that have in this area if gas wells are not managed properly.

How can we feel confident about anything to do with this project when AGL
have failed to manage what wells they currently have in place, and fail to
investigate what is happening in Tara Qld.

The Campbelltown/Camden district is home to approximately 150,000 people
with expansion currently underway estimated at 500,000, and the NSW
government and AGL are prepared to risk all our lives for the sake of 5% of
gas for NSW. lt seem to be a very high risk to take for such a small
percentage of gas. I have asked this question before and I am asking it
again, Why is the NSW government and AGL prepared to take such a huge risk
with human life and our environment for 5% of gas?

I also hold grave concern that having AGL come in and set up shop will set
the precedence for the Scenic Hills area to be become 'unprotected',
therefore destroyed. Having just the proposal in place has already devalued
our block of land in Varroville and also now in Eschol Park.

I would urge that the NSW state government looks into this very carefully
and knocks this project on the head ASAP! Do not use the residents of
Camden/Campbelltown as your guinea pigs, as that is basically what both the
NSW government and AGL are proposing to do. lnvestigate Tara Qld thoroughly.



Gain you so-called evidence and PROVE to the residents of this area that we
have nothing to worry about, instead of adopting a 'wait and see' mentality!
It is the NSW state government who owe a duty of care to the residents of
CamdeniCampbelltown to ensure 100% that our health and environment is not
going to be compromised. A'wait and see' approach is not the solution. The
solution is investigating what is happening at Tara. tnvestigate the
breaches of AGL with current wells.

As a long term resident of Carnpbelltown I absolutely totally object to this
expansion project! I would also like to know why this project is so
important when it is only for 5o/o of NSW gas supply, I would like to know
what the government gaining from allowing this project to go through? As it
seems ludicrous to think that a state government would put its people, land
and water supply under such high risk of contiamination in one form or
another for such a small percentrage of gas supply! The figures do not add
up.

Karen Henry

46 Eschol Park Drive

Eschol Park NSW 2558
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Another submission

>>> "Karen Henry" <karenhenry@iinet.net,au> 2l7l2OL312:44 pm >>>
Dear Clay,

I would like to add something further to my personalsubmission of yesterday given I received today in the
mail a clearer map from Brad Hazzard's office. These maps were a long time coming, especially given my

first request was on l-2th Decem ber 2O'J,2. Now they finally arrive one day off submissions closing. These

could have been emailed to me back in December, so I have to ask myself whythe delay...

The location of proposed wells, especially in Eschol Park, Kearns, Eaglevale and Claymore are extremely
troublesome and I totally object to them. Proposed wells CU22 and CU 31 are in very close proximity to
the existing water supply and canal known as the 'water race'. This is concerning due to that local residents
and other areas rely on this water supply for drinking water. Varroville is supplied by water in a small dam
at the water race. I am troubled that there will be issues of seepage and run-off and this could end up in
ourwatersupply. There is realconcern of contamination. lalso note that proposed wells CU6, CUL0 and

CU L4 are also in close proximity to this existing water canal, along with being close to naturaldams which
supply water to animals. This is totally unacceptable.

I also note that well CU02 is close to the existing water canal and in fact is planned to have the gathering
line through part of a very large dam. Once again I must note the dangers of contamination into our dams
which animals drink from and also the seepage of chemicals into the ground.

I also notice that VV03 in Varroville is still in close proximity to the Carmelite Nuns and the other monastery
in Varroville. lt also appears it will be located at the back of Mt Carmel High School, once again putting
children, and teaching staff under potential health risks. Moreover, there are also the residents who are at
higher risk as they stand to lose value on their properties and well as contamination in one form or
a nother.

I must raise again the alarm I feel about having so many wells in the Eschol Park, Kearns, Eaglevale and

Claymore areas. No-one to date can tell us whether this CSG mining/fracking is safe in an urban
environment. I once again must stress the importance of duty of care that the NSW state government has

to its people and that they cannot not allow AGL to go ahead and continue this expansion with a 'wait and
see' approach. lt is totally irresponsible. Full independent long-term investigations into Tara Qld health and
environment concerns must take precedence.

lnvestigate these over a period of years before making any commitment to mining in our community here.
lf this mining is safe, why are they having the same health issues as what has been documented in the
United States? Also ís the issue of devalued land. Residents in Tara Qld are stuck on their properties as no-
one wants to buy into that area. I have grave concerns it will become the same here in our area.

The government and AGL both need to consider that asbestos poisoning took a long time, and in fact many
deaths, before it became apparent what was the direct cause. James Hardy knew full well there were
problems and turned a blind eye. Consequently as this was ignored and allowed to continue on. According
to the Mesothelioma Center, approximately L0,000 deaths have already occurred in Australia with an
additional 25,000 more estimated over the next four decades.

CSG mining/fracking and health concerns have already been raised by residents in Tara Qld and also in the
United States of America where CSG fracking is done. All suggest there are serious health implications
associated with this. So how can the NSW government, especially knowing what happened with Asbestos,
even consider or allow AGL to continue with this project already knowing there are many health issues. ln
2010 BillShorten stated in interview with the Sydney Morning Herald tha|642 people had died that year
from lung cancer associated with asbestos.
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So how can the NSW government and AGL turn a blind eye given the residents of Tara Qld have already
raised health concerns. lt just does not make sense that both the state government and AGL are ignoring
what top health professionals are stating. Where is our proof, as residents, this is not going to be harmful?
We already know our land values will plummet because of this CSG mining/fracking as we have seen this in
Tara Qld because no-one wants to willingly buy into an area that is contaminated and many residents are
forced to stay because of this very reason as they cannot afford to leave with nothing.

We have already seen recently an issue with bubbling in flood waters around producing gas wells in the
Menangle Park area adjoining the Nepean River near Campbelltown (Camden Gas Project Stage 2) to which
AGL are self-investigating. This is not sufficient and no self-reporting in these types of matters should occur.
There was an issue with Rosalind Park gas processing plant, near Camden, where AGL breached its protocol
for checking air quality. This was apparently for a considerable amount of time. AGL do not have a good
track record of staying within protocol and were apparently supposed to be 'self-reporting' this air quality
checking. How can we have any faith in AGL...

I iterate there needs to be full independent investigations of current issues with CSG in regards to Tara Qld
and also issues on current protocols that AGL have breached to date. lt is the NSW state government's
responsibility - duty of care - to ensure these investigation are performed over a period of years into the
true impact of what this mining/fracking will have in residentialareas. lt needs to be performed by
independent environmental scientists and experts, health professional experts and scientists, along with
land and agricultural scientists and experts.

AGL are prepared to risk the lives of potentially hundreds of thousands of residents, could possibly be more
if it ends up in our water supply, al for 5% of gas supply in NSW. This just does not make sense. They are
ignoring the outcry from residents, the media, scientists and the like. The best they can do is make
statements that it is safe but they have no real proof ! Once again it makes me question what does the
government stand to gain by supporting AGL's expansion plans? There has to be something in order for
them to even remotely consider allowing this project to continue !

Make AGL prove there is no risk, as they seem to be bold enough to make this statement, but on the other
hand make statements to the effect of let us 'wait and see' what happens.

So which is it. ls it safe AGL to be fracking in residential areas or is it the big unknown and you are playing
Russian Roulette with potentially hundreds of thousands of resídents? How can we even be sure that we
would even be told if there were any negative impacts as to date they have not stuck to protocol. For AGL
to make any claim there is no risk, they need to be able to back that up with hard core independent
evidence to prove their case. They need to be able to give us L00% guarantee that we, as residents, will
not be affected health wise, monetary wise and that our environment - floraffauna,livestock, domestic
animals etc., will not be negatively affected by this CSG mining /fracking before this expansion project can
even be remotely considered.

I am calling on the government of NSW to put its people first as you owe us a duty of care! Listen to
resident concerns and also the medical specialists and environmental scientists who have gone public
about the real concerns of CSG fracking and mining. I urge the NSW government to place AGL on notice and
investigate their current operations and breaches of protocol, To put this project on hold until we can be
assured 100% that our health and lives are not at risk. That CSG fracking is not going to damage and/or
contaminate the environment that we call home. That our house and land values will not be devalued. That
CSG fracking/mining is not going to impact negatively on our livelihood in any shape or form.

The biggest question I have though is why is the NSW government even consider taking such a huge risk for
5% of gas supply. Personally I would like to see the NSW government suspend this Camden/Campbelltown
expansion project indefinitely. We export the majority of the gas Australia already produces. Why are we
not looking at using 5% of what we currently export to supply for NSW?!
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Kind Regards

Karen Henry

From: plan_comment@planning,nsw.gov.au Imailto:plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au]
Sent: Thursday, T February 2013 10:03 AM
To: Karen Henry
Subject: Re: AGL - Eschol Park - submission (Karen Henry)

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

Regards,

Information Officer, Information Centre
NSW DepaÉment of Planning & Infrastructure I GPO Box 39 I SYDNEY NSW 2001
T 029228 6333 F 9228 6555 E information@planning.,nsw.oov.au

{þ
NSW

Subscribe to the Department's e-news at wwrry.planninq.nsw,gov.au/enews
Please consider the environment before printing this emaÍ|.

This e-mail is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use or
disclose this information. If 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. If it is, the
written consent of the copyright owner must be obtained before any part of it is reproduced, adapted or
communicated,

>>> "Karen Henry" <karenhenry@iinet.net,au> 6102120L3 B:34 pm >>>

Dear Clay,

I am writing to you about our concerns in regards to the AGL Northern Expansion of the Camden Gas

Project to which I must stress my strong OBJECTION ! This is the second time I have had to object to thisl

Firstly it was as adjoining land owner - Lot 2DP 845L24 Glensaugh Pty Ltd to the proposed WELL 07 - that
we had not previously been contacted in regards to this proposal during the consultative process. We had
only learned of this proposal at the time of lodging our last submission through other adjoining property
owners the Carmelite nuns.

There are a number of issues we are concerned with that bring us to our total objection of this project
within the Scenic Hills and surrounding areas. I live ln Eschol Park and have done for 27 years. Prior to that I

lived in Varroville since1972, so I am a long-term resident of the Campbelltown district. ln my previous
submission (Glensaugh P/L) loutlined a great many numberof concerns. Myconcernsforthe area of
Varroville are outlined in that submission.

Moreover I am concerned with this new amendment that AGL are now proposing which entails many gas

wells in Eschol Park and Kearns. These suburbs are small suburbs, which are residential and house many
young families, who are fortunate enough to have a rural outlook onto the beautiful Scenic Hills. lt's not
often people can say they live in a suburb yet hear the bellowing of a cow or cows at night. We are truly

Planninq &
lnfrastrücture

file://C:\Documents and Settings\brbotn\Local Settings\TempU(Pgrpwise\5113E40ES... 810212013



Page 4 of6

blessed to be surrounded by the aesthetics of the Scenic Hills and I would like to see it remain that way

I am very much concerned about the issue of air pollution, run-off, heavy traffic such as semi-trailers and
prime movers coming through my small suburb. lt will cause Eschol Park to become polluted and our land
values will decrease. Who would want to buy into an area where they is constant disruption, air pollution
and potential health risks...

We have a numberof schools in close proximityto the proposed wells and this is alarming. We also have an
abundance of wonderful recreational parks which are frequented by sporting clubs and also by children
and families for leisurely activities such as walking, riding bikes etc. All this is under great threat because
AGL want to, I believe, put 6 wells into Eschol Park.

I am concerned about the nature of what the impact of this is going to have on my land given the
numerous wells will be in close proximity. I am also concerned about the compounding effect of having so
many wells close together in such a small area. I have concerns about the long-term sterilisation of this
land and the impact that implies - decreased land value ! But more importantly our health !!l

There is also the impact of emission from these wells to be considered. I chose to live in Eschol Park
because it is small and still has a rural aspect about it when you look upon the Scenic Hills as its backdrop,
along with the many parks it offers. We could end up with a human and/or natural disaster on our hands
that is irreversible! I personally do not want to be part of an experiment of 'wait and see'l

I have requested formally to yourself and also the minister for planning to be informed of the exact
locations of these wells, especially the well heads. I have NOT to this date been informed even though I

have requested more than once. ln fact I have not even received a reply.

The Scenic Hills is a protected area, and is so for a reason. lt is basically the last truly beautiful natural part
of the Campbelltown district. Lush rolling hills which are home to a few lucky people and much flora and
fauna - some of which I believe are endangered. Given I grew up in this area I recall when the whole of St

Andrews, Raby etc., were all farms. I watched the changes occur with growth but one of the most
appealing things that kept me in this area was the Scenic Hills. Now AGL is proposing to put an eyesore
smack bang in the middle of it which is potentially dangerous to flora, fauna and human life itself.
Chemicals being leeched into the groundwater some of which are highly toxicl Further erosion of the land.
Noise pollution. Emissions. The total opposite of what this stretch of land is all about... This area is about
preservation not destruction, and AGL want to do this for a lousy 5% of gas supply...

There are already many health concerns which have been raised by residents in Tara QLD and I am
personally concerned about this issue as well. Equally concerned that the Qld government and AGL have
not investigated this fully! These concerns have been ongoing and the Queensland government and AGL
have turned a blind eye to it all. These health concerns are from people living within a 6 kilometre radius in
a ruralsetting. Now AGLwant to mine through areas where people willbe exposed at an even closer
proximity.

AGL needs to be forced to place this expansion project on hold until such a time that the general public can
be I00% assured that a) our health is not going to be compromised; b)our land values are not going to be
affected; c) our lives are not going to be disrupted by noise pollution; d) our wildlife, flora and fauna are
not under threat; e) we are not going to have issues with air pollution; and e) our aesthetics of our
surroundings is not ruined. They are just a few that come to mind.

It is abhorrent that the NSW government and AGL consider that it 'necessary' to carry out this mining and
fracking in order to determine evidence. Evidence should be taken from Tara Qld. A full review and
independent investigations into the health and safety of both human life and our environment should be
performed in regards to this mining and fracking in Tara before any further work is undertaken. Also
reports should come from the United States where CSG has occurred and similar health complaints have
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been reported as in Tara Qld. Even top health professionals here in Australia have been stating about these
high risks and yet it all seems to fall on deaf ears!!

Until full independent investigative reports are performed, disclosed, and can be provided to the public on
this issue in Tara Qld, no further CSG mining should take place. lt is totally irresponsible of both the NSW
government and AGL to take a 'wait and see approach !!' This experimental mining, which is exactly what it
is when it comes to urban mining, has the potential to be worse than the asbestos disaster.

We still have no idea what will happen if aquifers become affected. Once something like this affects our
water works there is no turning back and all living things on earth require water to live! How is a 'wait and
see' approach going to counteract that?l

We have already seen a number of breaches of protocol when it comes to maintaining current wells at
Menangle NSW. ln fact recently there were reports of bubbling around the wells after the deluge of rain
we received. AGL wanted to carry out their own investigat¡ons into this. This is not acceptable, and should
not be allowed. lt should be independent bodies with no financial or personal interest or gain to AGL or
NSW state government that perform these investigations. They should be made up of professional
scientific bodies.

ln regards to Eschol Park, during heavy rain periods we always experiences areas of flooding in our parks
and run off from the Scenic Hills. So what effects will that have in this area if gas wells are not managed
properly.

How can we feel confident about anything to do with this project when AGL have failed to manage what
wells they currently have in place, and fail to investigate what is happening in Tara Qld.

The Campbelltown/Camden district is home to approximately L50,000 people with expansion currently
underway estimated at 500,000, and the NSW government and AGL are prepared to risk all our lives for the
sake of 5% of gas for NSW. lt seem to be a very high risk to take for such a small percentage of gas. I have
asked this question before and I am asking it again, Why is the NSW government and AGL prepared to take
such a huge risk with human life and our environment for 5% of gas?

I also hold grave concern that having AGL come in and set up shop will set the precedence for the Scenic
Hills area to be become 'unprotected', therefore destroyed. Having just the proposal in place has already
devalued our block of land in Varroville and also now in Eschol Park.

I would urge that the NSW state government looks into this very carefully and knocks this project on the
head ASAP! Do not use the residents of Camden/Campbelltown as your guinea pigs, as that is basically
what both the NSW government and AGL are proposing to do. lnvestigate Tara Qld thoroughly. Gain you
so-called evidence and PROVE to the residents of this area that we have nothing to worry about, instead of
adopting a 'wait and see' mentalityl lt is the NSW state government who owe a duty of care to the
residents of Camden/Campbelltown to ensure IOO% that our health and environment is not going to be
compromised. A 'wait and see' approach is not the solution. The solution is investigating what is happening
at Tara. lnvestigate the breaches of AGL with current wells.

As a long term resident of Campbelltown I absolutely totally object to this expansion project! I would also
like to know why this project is so important when it is only for 5% of NSW gas supply. I would líke to know
what the government gaining from allowing this project to go through? As it seems ludicrous to think that a

state government would put its people, land and water supply under such high risk of contamination in one
form or another for such a small percentage of gas supply! The figures do not add up...

Yours Sincerely
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Karen Henry
46 Esehol Park Drive
Eschol Park NSW 2558
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Tan Hibbert <hibbland@bigpond.com>
<plan_com ment@plan ning. nsw.gov.au>
111412013 4:06 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



From: Stuart Hill<carlamhill@bigpond.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 218120137:54 am
Subject: Submission Opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas (AGL-CSG) - Camden Gas Project -
Northern Expansion (Stage 3) Project Application No. 09 0048

The Director, Mining & lndustry Projects
NSW Dept of Planning,

My husband and I moved to Camden in 1973 when the Camden local govt area had a population of
12,000. Camden was essentially a mining town with coaltrucks travelling up and down Argyle Street
all day long. The land on the outskirts of town was still farmland. We have brought up three children
here and have lived through the highs and lows of the expansion in population due to development of
residential, commercial, educational and recreationalfacilities which are ongoing. Camden is still a
good place to bring up a family but for how much longer.

I completely oppose the above application on the grounds that we do not know enough about the
long-term effects of "fracking" in this country. We do know the effects in other countries and they are
not good. We do know that only last week there was a gas leak at Menangle with gas bubbling up
through the Nepean. We do know that mining in this area has changed water tables. We do know
that air quality in this area has always been a problem and will continue to be a problem but will
definitely become worse if this project goes ahead.

It doesn't matter how many studies/environmental assessments AGL does they cannot guarantee the
absolute safety of "fracking".

I sincerely hope that your government will see sense in this matter and not allow short term gains to
win out over long term effects.

Carla Hill



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Hayley Hill <Dhhill@optusnet.com.au>
<plan_com ment@plan ning.nsw.gov.au>
21712013 8:20 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerefy,
Hayley Hill



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

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

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

and Camden. The key reasons fcr 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 lnquirîes into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 20L1 and by subsequent research

here and overseas. We have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when the

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

Gas Project has been safely operating for 10 years. Yet we understand that impacts on

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

operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to

self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not

know what true impacts it may have had, Third party consultants and external laboratories

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

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

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

Position Statement (3'd December 201-0) 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 20L1,85% of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked

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

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

reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the

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

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

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

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

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the

cumulative impact of AGL's expansion into an aiea that a!ready experiences incidents of

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

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

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



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Kristy Hill <kristyhillT9@bigpond.com>
<plan_com ment@plan nin g. nsw.gov.au>
21912013 10:00 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

- There are alternatives to coal seam gas, including renewable energy which can offer energy security
without the unacceptable environmental and health risks posed by coal seam gas extraction.
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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.1-2003.

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

and confidence in the ptanhing 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 survîval 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

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

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

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

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

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

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

conditions, and the discovery of incidentsthat might not have been reported were it notfor
community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf well 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 clai¡"ns that the geolcgy of the Sydney Basin is

well known, AGL's rationale forthe constant modification of príor stages of the Camden Gas

Project seems to contradict this, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts

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

gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private investors.

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

and potential costs to the community, particularly since 1-50,000+ people already live and work
în 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 l*ç=' t{ ru-r €ra
Address C, 3}¿r-ikc+t -¡ k /*'e- á-qje/

Signature

Date -?-\L-ì2-
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Matthew Hills <mattkatehills@yahoo.com.au>
<matthew. riley@planning. nsw. gov.au>
<assessments@planning. nsw.gov.au>
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Submission Details for Matthew Hills (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Matthew Hills
Email : mattkatehills@yahoo.com.au

Address:
Ettlesdale Rd

Elderslie, NSW
2570

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

Dear Sir/Madam
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048
I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in Campbelltown and
Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.
I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not been
independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view is supported
by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate
lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2011 and by subsequent research here and overseas. We
have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when the industry has a vested interest in
the outcome. AGL is no different. lt claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely operating for
10 years. Yet we understand that impacts on groundwater and air quality have not been adequately
monitored, and while AGL has been operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No.
12003), it has been allowed to self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report
such that we do not know what true impacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external
laboratori
es 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 NationalWater Commission in its Position
Statement (3rd December 2010) said that impacts may emerge over a long time period. I am deeply
concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the community and taxpayers after
AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.
Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining have not been
assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.9. by Southern Cross University in Tara) and
overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at December 2011,85o/o
of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper
House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the
use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this
is not entirely true since it has reserved the right to frack these wells in the future iflwhen the
technology becomes available. The size of the proposed well clusters and any fracking of horizontal
wells are both new and untested here. lt will therefore be entirely experimental with unknown
outcomes on health and property including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban
properties.



I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the cumulative
impact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of unacceptable levels of
air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated with respiratory problems (NSW Environmental
Protection Authority). AGL's past performance gives no confidence that it has not already contributed
to this or that it can be managed in the future, having admitted in August this year that it had not
conducted continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years in
breach of its EPL No.12003.
Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls and
confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic instability and
inequity. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been protected by the
Scenic Hills zoning; it will place undue burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope is
severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is
unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents
associated with the more intense urban activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and
potential for vandalism. The consequent impact on land and house values for existing land and home
owners may be devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often leveraged to
support small business. Any devaluation by bank assessors may destroy livelihoods a
nd life savings.
I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mining will ensure its safe
operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW, the Camden Gas Project has
already been operating under consent conditions. Yet the NSW Government has not been able to
ensure compliance, as evidenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the
discovery of incidents that might not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as
the Sugarloaf well incident in May 2011 in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift over Sydney's
water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.
The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in particular that have
not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Basin is well known,
AGL's rationale for the constant modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to
contradict this, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it does not know where the
aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney Harbour, on the
nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL's proposal to run its gas gathering pipeline along
Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to Sydney's water, and are an abuse of
public property for the benefit of private investors.
AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project according to
evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. This does not justify the risks and
potential costs to the community, particularly since 150,000+ people already live and work in the
immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially,
environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here.
I acknowledge that my name will appear on my submission when publicly exhibited.
Yours sincerely
Name

Address

Signature
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Name: Kate Hills
Email: Mattkatehills@yahoo.com.au

Address:
Ettlesdale rd

Elderslie, NSW
2570

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

Dear Sir/Madam
Re: Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048
I object to AGL's project application 09_0048 to mine for coal seam gas (CSG) in Campbelltown and
Camden. The key reasons for my objection are stated below.
I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not been
independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view is supported
by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper House and Senate
lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in2011and by subsequent research here and overseas. We
have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when the industry has a vested interest in
the outcome. AGL is no different. lt claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely operating for
10 years. Yet we understand that impacts on groundwater and air quality have not been adequately
monitored, and while AGL has been operating under an Environmental Protection Licence (EPL No.
12003), it has been allowed to self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report
such that we do not know what true impacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external
laboratori
es that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent. Nor is any funded or co-funded
research by the CSG mining industry. These lessons should have been learnt with asbestos in
Australia and with 'Big Tobacco' in the USA. The National Water Commission in its Position
Statement (3rd December 2010) said that impacts may emerge over a long time period. I am deeply
concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be borne by the community and taxpayers after
AGL is long gone from the area. This is grossly irresponsible.
Doctors for the Environment Australia claims that health impacts from CSG mining have not been
assessed. Preliminary research from Queensland (e.9. by Southern Cross University in Tara) and
overseas is deeply concerning, especially where fracking has been used. As at December 2011,85o/o
of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked (evidence from the NSW Upper
House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of its impacts on water in particular. AGL claims that the
use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this
is not entirely true since it has reserved the right to frack these wells in the future iflwhen the
technology becomes available. The size of the proposed well clusters and any fracking of horizontal
wells are both new and untested here. lt will therefore be entirely experimental with unknown
outcomes on health and property including the possibility of subsidence under so many urban
properties.



I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the cumulative
impact of AGL's expansion into an area that already experiences incidents of unacceptable levels of
air pollution (ozone and fine particles) associated with respiratory problems (NSW Environmental
Protection Authority). AGL's past performance gives no confidence that it has not already contributed
to this or that it can be managed in the future, having admitted in August this year that it had not
conducted continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years in
breach of its EPL No.12003.
Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls and
confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic instability and
inequity. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been protected by the
Scenic Hills zoning; it will place undue burden on small rural allotments whose capacity to cope is
severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is
unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential escalation in CSG mining incidents and accidents
associated with the more intense urban activity (traffic, people etc.), the presence of children, and
potentialfor 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 a
nd life savings.
I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mining will ensure its safe
operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW, the Camden Gas Project has
already been operating under consent conditions. Yet the NSW Government has not been able to
ensure compliance, as evidenced by on-going breaches by AGL of its licence conditions, and the
discovery of incidents that might not have been reported were it not for community vigilance, such as
the Sugarloaf well incident in May 2011 in Menangle that allowed well contents to drift over Sydney's
water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.
The proposal poses risks to Sydney's water in general and to the South West in particular that have
not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of the Sydney Basin is well known,
AGL's rationale for the constant modification of prior stages of the Camden Gas Project seems to
contradict this, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it does not know where the
aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Harbour. Potential impacts on Sydney Harbour, on the
nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGL's proposal to run its gas gathering pipeline along
Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to Sydney's water, and are an abuse of
public property for the benefit of private investors.
AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project according to
evidence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. This does not justify the risks and
potential costs to the community, particularly since 150,000+ people already live and work in the
immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's south west growth corridor. lt is socially,
environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no social licence to operate here.
I acknowledge that my name will appear on my submission when publicly exhibited.
Yours sincerely
Name

Address

Signature
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To:

Míning and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO].

Dear Sir/Madam

Rel Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Project Application 09 0048

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

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

I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose ímpacts have not

been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view

¡s supported by profess¡onal organ¡sations and academics ín evidence to the NSW Upper

House and Senate lnqu¡ries 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-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not
know what true impacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories

that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not lndependent. Nor ís 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 Comm¡ssion 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, Thls 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 207I,85% of the productíon wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked
(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of its impacts on

water in particular- AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the
right to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of
the proposed we{l clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested

here. lt will therefore be ent¡rely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and

property including the poss¡b¡lity 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 fine particles) associated w¡th respiratory
problems (NSW Environmental Protection Authority). AGfs past performance gives no

confidence that it has noq already contributed to this or that Ìt ca n be managed in the future,
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having admitted in August this year that it had not conducted contínuous 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 plannÌng process, and creates severe land use conflicts, econom¡c
instability and inequity. lt will disrupt religious communíties 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 surv¡va I 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 (traff¡c, people etc.l, 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 lìvelihoods and life savings.

I do not believe that the NSW Government's new regulations for CSG mining will ensure ¡ts
safe operation here. As the only commercially producing CSG field in NSW. the Camden Gas

Project has already been operating under consent condit¡ons. Yet the NSW Government has

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

conditions, and the discovery of incidents that m¡ght not have been reported were it not for
community vigila nce, such as the Sugarloaf well íncident in May 201L in Menangle that
allowed well contents to drift overSydney's water channel and to nearby Glen Alpine houses.

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

well known, AGL's rat¡onale 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 ¡t
does not know where the aqu¡fers here run fo but probøbly Sydney Horbour. Potent¡al impacts
on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment, and AGIJs proposal to run its gas

gather¡ng pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to
Sydney's water, and are a n abuse of public property for the benefít of private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW'S gas from the Camden Gas Project according to
evídence it gave under oath at the NSW Upper House lnquiry. This does notjustify the risks

and potential costs to the commun¡ty, particularly since L50,000+ people already líve and work
in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's south west growth corridor, lt is sociall¡
environmentally and economically unjustified. and has no social licence to operate here.

I acknowledge that my name will appear on my submission when publìcly exhib¡ted.

Yours sincerely

Name a.lva
Address 7(a

// vv
Signature

Date ttz/tz
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5 tsroorn Place
St Andrews NSW 2566

7 February 2013

Mining & IndusLry Projects
NSW Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW ZOOL

Fax: 9Z2a 6466

Dear Sirs

Re: Objection to Camden Gas Project Stage 3 by AGL'
Project application O9-0048

i obJect to AGL's project application 09-0048 to mine for coal seam gas in
Campbelltown and Camden. I am writing because myself and my family
and neighbours are concerned for our health and safety and the safety of
our d¡,inking water from the threat of fracking by AGL. AGL has reve¡sed
its pledge not to use the controversial drilling technique of fracking in the
Western suburbs. AGL has lied to the Government and it has lied to, and
misled residents in the Western suburbs.

AGL told Fairfax Medía unconditionally on December 27 that it would not
use fracking, a drilling rnethod linked to water and soil pollution, in its
pla.nned 66-well drillíng program between Liverpool and Campbelltown.
AGL's assurances prompted the Premier, Barry O'Farrell, to defend AGL's
promise not to frack and to downplay any ímpacts of the project on the
thousands of residents who live near drilling sites.

However, after înternal discussiorìs revealed the company would have to
change the drilling plans it has already submitted to the state
Government, AGL has now backtracked on its pledge. It now says it would
prefer to use a "horizontal drilling" technique to extract gas, buf reserues
the right to reve¡t to "vertical drilling" which would lead to "well
stimulation", or fracking. A spokeswoman for AGL has said "AGL'I
position remains consístent that drittîng vertÌcal wetls .,. remains unlikely,
however if any veftical well is drilled in the future, such a well will li4ely
require fradure well stìmulation to promote the flow of natural gas.'

Fracking in urban areas is a very risky proposition that could polluEe the
air and water with methane, other gases and fracking chemicals, posing a
risk to the health of residents in the area and a risk to the air we breathe
and the envÍronment generally. The people of western Sydney should not
be used as guinea pîgs in AGL's fracking exper¡ments.

AGL have adrnitted that 75 per cent of their existing wells outside urban
Sydney have required frackîng and the perrneability of the coal seams
means that they always needed to iJse fracking to extract the gas.

P00 1
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Fracking, or hydraulic fractur¡ng, involves pump¡ng a mix of water, sand
and chemicals underground at high pressure, to force more gas to the
sufface. Fracking can cause gas leaks, damage aquifers and pollute water
with its mlx of toxic chemicals. However, it is favoured by drilling
companies at some sites because it usually extracts more gas, and makes
more money, than conventional drilling. This is a money-grabbing
exercise by AGL who are only concerned with their profits and have
absolutely no scruples about destroying the health and wellbeing of
those of us who live in western Sydney.

AGL has said that the decision on whether to frack wells in western
Sydney will now be made on a case-by-case basis, depending on
geological and environmental conditions. It cla¡ms that it has reversed its
stance on fracking in the interests of transparency. "The CSG industry
has some of the country's most stringent environmental and safety
regulations that AGL must adhere to and we are committed to meeting all
of these," a spokeswoman said- The hypocrisy inherent in these
statements is glaring and very frightening to those of us who live in
western Sydney.

About 10,000 homes in the propesed drilling area have been notified of
the company's plans by newsletters. AGL has promised there will be no
effects at the sufface from its underground drilling. It is quite clear that
AGL cannot possiÞly and does not have any intentipn of keeping this
promise.

All of uF who live in the area are extremely frightened and
concerned about the potential effeèts on human health, on the soil
and the environment. We are also worried about the effect this
will have on our property vatues, lnany of our homes already being
worth less than we paid for them sincé the Global Financial Crisis.

Residents now face the prospect of coal seam gas trucks and industrial
rigs regularly using our streets, months of noisy drillíng and the.very real
possibility that our water supply witl be polluted: We do not want to turn
on our taps and find that our drinking water is so polluted with gas that
the water coming from the tap can be set alight with a match. This can
cause exptosionJ and the prospect is very upsetting and disturbing to
myself and my family and neighbours,

It is very disappointing that .the. O'Farrell government has not done
anyLhing to protect residlnts. Soniething muslbe done to stop AGL. Coal
seam gas drilling in or near residential areas is simply unacceptable and
we urge you not to stand by and let this happen.

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

Yours faithfulty
Mrs Miranda Hilton
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8/43 Clarence Street

Macquarie Fields NSW 2564

7 February 2013

Mining and lndustry Pfojeqts

Depanment of PlanniñE

GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sirs

Rer Camden Gas Proiect Stage 3, Project Application 09-0048

I object to ,AGL's project application 09-0048 to mine for coal seam ges (CSG) in

Campbetltown and Camden. The key reesons for rny obiection are stated below.

I am concerned that.CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have

nor been independently end scientifically fully researched'and reme¡n 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 201L and by subsequent

rcsearch here and oversees. We have had to rely on the industry for rnuch of our

information when the indûstry has à vested interest in the outcome. AGL is no different. lt
claims that the Camden Gas Project has been safely operat¡ng 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. 1ZO0g), it has been allowed to self-monitor its compliance, self investigate

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

Third party consultants and external laboratories that are engaged and paid for by the

industry are not índependent. Nor is any funded or co-funded research by the CSG rnining

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 Staternent (3rd

December Z01o) said that impacts may emerBe over a long time period. I am deeply

concerned that the costs of unforeseen problems will be bonie by the community and

taxpayers after AGL is long gone from the area. This ii grossly irresponsible'

Doctors for the Environment Australia clairns that health impacts from CSG mining have not

been assessed. Prelirninary research from queensland (e.g. by Southern Cross University in

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

December ZOLLTSSYI oI the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked

(evidence frorn the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadpquate monitoring of its impacts on

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

reduce the need for fracking, but it'seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved

the right to frack these wells in the future if/when the lechnology becornes available- The

size of the proposed well clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and

untested here. tt will therefore be entirely experimental with ur¡known outcornes on health

and property including the possibílity of subsidence under so meny urban properties.

I am also concerned about evidence from Queensland and overseas on air quality and the

cumulatíve impact Of AGL's expansion into an arêa that already experiences incidents of

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

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

confidence that ít has !g! already contributed to this or that it can be managed in the
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future, having admitted in August th,is 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 underrnines zoning

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

economic instability and inequity.lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have

so far been protected by'the Scenic Hills zoning; it 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 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

intanse urban activity (tratfiq people etc.), the presence of children, and potential for
vandalism. The consequent ¡mpact on land and house values for existing land and home

owners may be devastating. For many people the home is their largest asset and is often

leveraged to suppoft sm'all business. Any devaluation by bank essessors may destroy
.livelihoods and lifc savings.

I do not believe that the NSW Governmenfs 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 cön: ent conditiöns, 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 werè it

not for community vigilance, such as the Sugarloaf wetl incident in May 201L 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 weter'¡n general and to the South West in particular

that have.not been adequately assessed. While AGL claims that the geology of Ûe Sydpey

Basin ís well known, AGL's rationale for the constánt modification of prior stages of. the

Gamden Gas Project seems to contradict this, as does its admission tó the Scenic Hills

Association that Ít does not know where the aquifers here run to but probobly Sydney.

Horbo'ur. Potentiat impacts on Sydney Harbour, on the nearby Sydney Water Catchment,

and AGUs proposal to run its gas gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on publíc

land are unacceptable risks to Sydney's wäter, and are an abu'se of public property for the

benefit of' private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden 6as Project accoiding

to evidence it gave under oath et the NSW Upper House.lnquiry. This does not justify the

risks and potential costs to the comrnunity, pafticulaily since 1"50,000+ people already live

and work in the immediate affected area, and this is in Sydney's south west growth coriidor.

It is socially, environmentally and economically unjustified, and has no social licence to

operate here.

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

Yours sincerely

P004
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MM
Ms olivia Hilton



Grant Hoban <leeanneandgrant@bigpond.com>
<matthew.riley@planning. nsw.gov.au>
<assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>
21112013 3:38 pm
Submission Details for Grant Hoban (object)

Confi dentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Grant Hoban
Email : leeanneandgrant@bigpond.com

Address:
61 Epping Forest Drive

Content:
l'm a resident of Kearns and I do not want any drilling for gas under my property, I paid for it not you

lP Address: - 101 .175.185.200
Submission: Online Submission from Grant Hoban (object)
https:/imajorprojects.affi n ityl ive. com?action =view_diary&id=53653

Submission for Job: #292'l Camden Gas Project Stage 3 Northern Expansion
https://majorprojects.affin itylive. com?action=viewjob&id=292 1

Site: #41 Camden Gas Field; , CamdenAlVollondilly/Campbelltown
https ://majorprOjects.affi nityl ive.com?action=view_site&id=41



From: Katrina Hobhouse <khobhouse@yahoo.com.au>
To: "plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au" <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Datq 218/2013 5:38 pm
Subject: Project Application 09_0048

Dear Sir,

I object to Project Application 09_0048 for the following reason;
Personal experience with AGL at Menangle Creek in 2006 has shown me that AGL will attempt to
duck any responsibility for causing contamination to waterways and the onus of proof falls on the
complainant to prwe that the contamination is oaused by AGL. This is a hugely costly and difficult
task, well beyond the means of any affected individual,
Yours faithfully

Katrina Hobhouse
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OUR OPPOSITION TO AGt CoolSeom Gos Exponsion poge 1 of 2
,NSTRUCfloNS-Use thri onlyas oguide -rewri¡e¡nvourownw - edü-oddyourownideos - mixandmslch
- cui ønd posfe - "quote" medio reporfs - READ DAILY s, LOCAL NEWSPAPERS - express your feetings - o lilfle
controlled onger is fine - gel your kids reseqrching AGL and COAL SEAM GAS FRACTNG CHEMTCAIS websjles ond
wriling subrnissions os welM You con lwn the lone of fhÍs somple submissío n up or down lo suîì your messoge.
BE EARLY . OUR DEADLINE IS . FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2013

------START OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION
EMAIL TO: plan commentrôo annrnq.nsw.oov.au "withoul prejudice"
POST TO: THE DIRECTOR, MINING AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING, GPO BOX 39, SYDNEY, NSW, 2OO1
Flarrr Fliraclor of A¡linin¡r nrl Indr¡clrr¡ Pro ia¡le N(W
Reference : suBMlssloN oPPoslNG AGL coAL SEAM GAs (Act-csc)

CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSION (Sloge 3)

Project Applicotion No. 09 0048
My fomily moved to...... .......(SUBURB NAME) in 2005 for the greot locotion, employmenf

opportunilies ond o greol lifestyle for our 3 children. Wilh o selection of new ond estoblished schools,
Compbelltown TAFE, The University of Western Sydney, lnduslriol Eslctes, Employment Zones, Town Centres ond
Sporf ing Focilities close by iT seemed o peñecï ploce 1o seltle down for the long-term ond roise o fomily.

Unfodunolely, my youngest son hos developed osthmo since we moved here. We did noI reolise thol lhe
rir quolity is deceptively poor - in focl, The worsl polluled otmospheric Airshed in Greoter Sydney. lf we con't
breofhe here, we con't live here. Air Quolity is the crìlicol heolth issue for oll of us ouT here.

Recenlly we beccme owore of lhe proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seom Gos drilling, mining ond
'fiocing' or 'frocturing' under our homes, schools, workploces, footboll fields, cricket ovols, leisure centres, our
communiTy holls, our churches, our petrol stotions, our overheod bridges, open spoces ond cotchmeni creos.

lf we hod known obout lhe AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoíded the oreo ond o g450,000 life-iime
mortgoge in o suburb destined for degroding cnd devoluing. ll doesn'i moke ony sense ot oll I

'Frocing' is octuolly "FRACTURING" - breoking ond crocking the sub-surfoce under us. AGL folsely
compores its 'frocing' chemistry is to 'hormless' products on o loundry shelf, when in fcct the reol chemicols in vcsl
quonliTies ore highly volotile producing toxic goseous ond porliculole emissions to eodh, woter ond oir. AGL
Con$ullonts hove been grossly dishonest ond deceiiful in their minimol description of 'frocing' processes.

Despite misleodÍng medio repods AGI-CSG will definilely 'froc" under us. AG['s intenlions ore very cleor in
both their 2010 ENVIRONMENTAT ASSESMENT ot Chopler 4.2 ond in the 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopter 3.4.

We ore noI ogoínst mining of oll. However, introducing toxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our exisling permissible lond use zones of esloblished ond populoted communities is totolly inoppropriole in
every respect, ond obsolutely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols its loxic 'frocing' chemistry behind cloims of 'commerciql confidentiolily'. We do know lhot
AGL use concentroled ocids ond biocides omong c huge list of chemicol cocktoils lriggering vololile chemicol
reoclions in cool ond sondslone seoms underneoÌh our homes ond schools. The foct thot AGL will not disclose iis
'frocing loxicology' is obsolutely obsurd - o nightmore wiih disostrous heollh ond environmentol consequences.

Mining is the mosl occídenl riddled indusiry in Austrolio. Mixing mining ond unteslecl chemistry under our
.romes os we sleep is o disostrous formulo for mojor crilicol incidents. We don't need the threot of disoster, tololly
'frocing' our dreoms inlo nightmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofier busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minister Hozzord fully comprehend the potentiol implicotions of cumulotive long-term toxic
emissions to our eorJh, our woter ond breothing otmosphere? Hove your plonning experts fully onolysed AGL's
documents io find the serious omissions qnd folse 'concepluol modelling' promoied os occeptoble science ?

We unclerstcrncl lhoi AGL-CSG drillino minino o d 'frqcino' under our ooouloled ond estoblisheci

cose to expond toxic mining under metropoliton Svdnev?
lf you proceed with AGL's proposcl you will be opening the pothwoy for o mossive closs octíon ogoinst oll

the decision mokers, bock door deolers ond promoters of this toxic ond hozordous ìndustry.
We ore nol your "weslie lob rols". We ore nol your experiment in 'sociol injustice' ond socio-economic ond

environmenfol degrodotion? Don'i do it in onyones' bockyord. We know you'll never ollow it in yours !

Threots to Air Quolity ond heolfh
Well documented historic poor oir quolity ocross the 'pro1ec.t oreo' ond Greoter South Western Sydney
Serious heolth risks including dromotic increoses in respírotory diseoses ond osthmo
South Western Sydney olreody hos the highest íncidence of hospitol odmissions for osihmo
Dongerously incomplete physicol ond chemicol onclysis of Cool Seom Gos 'frocing' processes
Poteniiol for long lerm undetected goseous leoks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our breolhÌng spoce
Risks of uncontrolloble loxic porticulote emissions to eorth, oir ond woter threotening our communitíes
Will the ICAC belotedly exomine The posl politicol mining coreers of suspeci politicions os we choke in
AGL's neuro-toxins cnd overcrowd The very limiled heolfh resources in Sydney's South West?

a

a

a

a

a

I

a
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Threols lo Our Noturql Environmenl - Geology ond Hydrology
. Long lerm geologicol domoge to - drinking woter, woter oquifers, woter tqbles, creek beds ond rivers
. Contominotion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding Ìhe Howkesbury-Nepeon Colchment
. STructurol domoge to the Sydney Woter Supply Chonnel undermined by of leost ó porollel drilling locotions

in our oreo ot CU02, CUOó, CU 10. CUI 4, CU20 ond CU22 - eoch with ó wells
. Structurcl domoge lo built environments ond dongerous lond slip in o predominonily cloy sub soil
. Exponsion oncl shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-struciures cousing frocturing to gos pipes
. lrreversible domoge lo notive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegetotion
. Risks in woste monogement of by-products including neuro-toxin porticulotes in eorfh, woler ond oir
Conlrodictory ond lncompotible Lond Use loyering
. Allowing legolly estoblished and developed residentiol, commerciol, educationol ond recreotionol zonings

- oll funded by our rotes ond stotutory government Toxes - io be undermined, compromísed ond
degroded by o toxic ond dongerous mining industry

Unpredictoble Noise Disturbonce - AGt-CSG Con$ullonls noise sludies ore tololly íncompelenl
. lnodequote credible studies inlo 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heolih.
. Foilure Io ocknowledge long term reflected ond rodioted sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping disTurbonce

potterns, neurologicol concerns given thot The humon perceplion of noise is six limes greoter of night time
Deeply Flowed Community Consullotion - Locking Honesty, Openness ond Tronsporency
. AGL provided only 2 copies of lhe Environmenlol Assessment - one ol Comden Council foyer ond one ot

Compbelltown - ond withdrew the originol Environmenlol Assessmenl October of 2010 so ihol the
community could not compore the originol prooosol with the ornended Moin Reporl October ol 2012

. Posiiioning the exhibition period leoding inio Chrístmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporction for the holidoy seoson.

. Foilure by AGL to occepl thot mony people do not hove occess to the internet, ond those who hove
internet occess would hove greol difficulty reoding o 3000 poge document on o compuler screen

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

. Poorly odvertised, ond consequenlly poorly otlended, informolion sessions of which AGL speciolist
consullonts could not onswer questíons - but would moke notes

. A poorly designed AGL-CSG website - c poiluck toble of contenls, using out-of-dofe mops which do not
cleorly show lhe level of urbon developmeni, no index ond illogicol pcge numbering

. Using only smcllsection ond out of dole mops so thot iT is impossible To view the enormity of the whole
projecl when previous proponents hove provided fold out A3 size mops

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

. Using on unidentifioble AGL-CSG public relotions spokeswomon, unquolified in mine engineering, cs ihe
front person quoied in doily popers while keeping foceless "experts" in the nexl room

. The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCC) does not odequotely represenÌ the brooder
community ond thol iT does not keep occurofe minutes ond report bock lo the brooder community

Polilicol Posluring ond Decision Moking Processes
. Concerns thct you, your governmeni deportments, including Environmenl ond Heolth, hove nol corried

out complete, professionol, experi ond índependenl onolysis of the AGL-CSG proposol
. Concerns lhot the Premier in the medio hcs olreody indicoted his opprovcl for the AGL-CSG proposol pre-

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

. lT doesn't help when Premier O'Forrell ínsults us (SMH 2.2.13 poge Z Editoriol) by triviolising drílling lines os
being the size of o "leocup" when in focl AGL stote in 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopter 4.3 lhot drilling vories
from 178mm to 2000mm in diometer in the 'frocing' reoming process ond lhe lines ore up to 2,500 metres
long. There does not seem to be even o token seporolíon beiween AGL ond some poliTicions.

. lt is not up to me, my fomily, or members of our community 1o prove thoi AGL's Cool Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk to our locol life, heollh ond future. Comden Council, the Stote Governmenl's stotutory
outhorilies, Minislers, CobineL Premier ond PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore the ultimofe
consentÌng outhoriiy, wiTh o "duty of core" to oll residents of South Western Sydney. lt is your collective
responsibility 1o prolecl our heolth, living, leorning, working ond recreotionol environmenls.

o Polilicions, AGL ond PAC Members do nol hove on onti-sociol licence to degrode our fomily lifeslyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon lofl, our greyhound run, our veggie polch, our
soil, our woter, our oir ond the vitol future of our communities.

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

(.,-,-',o,,
'il.;ió 
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The Director,
Mining and lndustry Projects
NSW Department of Planning,
GPO Box 39,
SYDNEY 2OO1

25th 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

We moved to Narellan Vale ten years lastAugust, in our retirement for
a cleaner environment and to be closer to our children and
grandchildren who started up their lives in this area.

The area has increased in the housing industry with many estates
opening up and more families moving here. New schools have been
built and roads are being improved. Shopping centres are opening
bringing more jobs for the young.

With the increase of living being encourage in the area our main
concern is this proposed expansion of AGL Coal Seam Gas drilling,
mining and 'fracing' under our homes, schools, workplaces, football
fields, oricket ovals, leisure centres, our community halls, our
churches, and most of all our rivers and catchment areas.

Departmentof Planning
Receiveci

Z 9 JAN 2Oß

Scanning Room



Our deepest concerns are not with mining but WHERE the mining is
b be established. NOT in a built up area or in housing estates, we
have a beautiful botanic garden, where families go to play, picnic,
pafi and enjoy family reunions, right next door is your drilling, is this
healthy, we do not need this threat of disaster.

Please conflrm that you have received and read our objection to this
expan sion application.

Alan and Krystine Hodges
86 Holdsworth Drive
NARELLAN VALE 2567
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INIüSEnONS - Use lfris only os o guide -Ew!j!ejryou!-9wn-v-9dL- ed¡ï - ddd youÍ own ideos - rnix ond mc,Ìch
- cuf ond posfe - "quote" medio reporfs - READ DAILY 8, LOCAL NEWSPAPERS - express your feelings - a lilÍle
conlrolled dnget is frne - gef your kíds researching AGL ond CoAL SEAM GAS FRACING CHEMICAL9 websjles onc,l
wrÍfing submissions os welM You con îurn ihe tonë of lhis somple submlssion up or doutn fo suil your messøge.
FE EARLV - OT.IR. DEADLIilIE IS - FRIDAY E FEER.TJARY 2013

----START OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION --------.-
EMAIL To: plan cernment@plannirrg.nsw.qov.au "wíthout prejudice"
PoST To: THE DIRECTOR, MINING AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

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

Reference : SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGL COAL SEAM GAS (AGL-CSG)
CAMDEN GAS PROJECT- NORIHERhI EXPANSION (Stoge 3)
Froject Applicotion Í{o. 09 0048

My fomily moved 1o...... .. (SUBURB NAME) in 2005 for the greot locotion, employment
opportunities ond o greof lifestyle for our 3 ch¡ldren. With o seleclion of new ond estoblished schools,
Compbelltown TAFE, the Universiiy of Weslern Sydney, lndustriol Estotes. Employment Zones, Town Centres ond
Sporling Focilities close by ¡t seemed o perfect ploce lo settle down for the long-lerm ond roise o fomily.

Unfortunotely, my youngesf son hos developed osthmo since we moved here. We did not reolise thol the
oir quolily is deceplively poor - in foct, the worst polluled otmospheric Airshed in Greoter Sydney. lf we con'l
breothe here, we con'l lìve here. Air Quolity is the crilicol heolTh issue for oll of us ouf here.

Recently we become oWõ7õõî the proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seom Gos drilling, mining ond
'fiocing' or 'frocluring' under our homes, schools, workploces. foolboll fields, cricket ovols, leisure centres, our
community holls, our churches, our pefrol stotions, our overheod bridges, open spoces ond cotchmenl oreos.

if we hod known oboul fhe AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoided the oreo ond o 9450,000 lifelime
morlgoge in o suburb deslined for degroding ond devoluing. ll doesn'l moke ony sense of oll !

'Frocing' is octuolly "FIAçIIMNG" - breoking ond crocking lhe sub-surfoce under us. AGL folsely
compores its 'frocing' chemÌslry is lo 'hormless' producls on o loundry shelf, when ìn foci lhe reol chemicols ìn vosl
quontities ore highly volotile produc¡ng toxic goseous ond porticulote emissions 10 eorth, woter ond oir. AGL
Con$ullonts hove been grossly dishonest ond deceilful in the¡r min¡mol description of 'íroclng' processes.

Despile misleoding medio reporls AGL-CSG will definlielv 'fioc" under us. AGI'S ¡ntent¡ons ote very cleor in
bolh fheir 2010 ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESMENI ot Chopler 4.2 qnd in lhe 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopter 3.4.

We ore nof ogo¡nst mining ol oll. However. inlroducing toxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our exisling permissible lond use zones of estoblished ond populoled communities is totolly ìnoppropriote in
every respecl, ond obsolutely beyond our belief .

AGL conceols its Ìoxic 'froclng' chemistry behlnd cloims of 'commerciol conf¡dentiol¡fy'. We do know ihot
AGL use concenlroted ocids ond biocides omong o huge l¡st of chemicol cocktoils triggering volotile chemicol
reociions in cool ond sondstone seoms underneolh our homes ond schools. The focl thoi AGL will not disclose its
'frocing loxicology' is obsoluiely obsurd - o nightmore wiih disostrous heolth ond environmentol consequences.

Mining is lhe mosf occidenl ricldled induslry ¡n Austrolio. Mixing mining ond untested chemistry under our
homes os we sleep is o disostrous formulo for mojor cr¡licol incidents We don'f need the threof of disosler, lotolly
'frocing' our dreonrs inlo nightmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps. ofter busy doys of school ond work.

Do you ond Minister Hazzord fully comprehend the potentìol implicolions of cumulot¡ve long-lerm lox¡c
emissions to our eorth. our woler ond breothing otmosphere? Hove your plonning experls fully onolysed AGL's
documents to find the serious omissions ond folse 'conceptuol modelling' promoled os occeptoble science ?

lf you proceecì wilh AGL's proposol you will be opening the pothwoy for o mossive closs ocfion ogoinsl oll
the decision mokers, bock door deoìers ond prcmoters of this toxic ond hozordous industry.

We ore not your "weslie lob rots". We ore nof yout experiment in 'sociol injusTice' ond socio-economic ond
environmentol degrodotion? Don'1 do ìT in onyones' bockyord. We know you'll never ollow it in yours I

Th¡eois lo Air Quolity ond heolth
n Well documented historic poor oir quolity ocross fhe 'project oreo' ond Greoter Soulh Wes.teÍn Sydney
o Serious heolth risks including dromotic increoses in respirolory diseoses ond osthmo
. Souih Wesiern Sydney olreody hos the highesl incidence of hospiTol odmiss¡ons for osthmo

" Dongerously incomplete physicol ond chemicol onolysis of Cool Seom Gos 'frocing' processes
o Poienliol for long term undetecled goseous leoks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our breothing spoce

" Risks of unconlrolloble loxic porticulote emissions to eorth. oir ond woler lhreolening our communities
. Will lhe ICAC belotedly exomine the posf politicol m¡ning coreers of suspect politicions os we choke in

AGL's neuro-loxins ond overcrowd ihe very limited heolth resources in Sydney's South West?
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Threots to Our hlolurol Environmen? - Geology ond Hydrology
. Loné¡é7mtéõìò.-gidol'úômoge to - drinking woler, woter oquifers. wofer tobles, creel< beds ond rivers
. Conlominotion of Soulh Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding ihe Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchment
" Siruclurol domoge lo the Sydney Woler Supply Chonnel undermined by ot leosl ó porollel drilling locctions

in our oreo ot CU02, CU0ó, CU Ì 0, CU I 4, CU20 ond CU22 - eoch wilh ó wells
o Strucfurol domoge To buili environments ond dongerous lond slip in o predominontly cloy sub soil

" Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-structures cousing frocturing 1o gos pipes
. lneversible domoge to notive floro ond founo. soil, ond vegelotion

" Risks in woste monogemenl of by-producls including neuro-Ìoxin porticuloies in eorth, woter ond oir
Conhodictory ond lncompotible Lond Use Loyering

" Allowing legolly esloblished ond developed residentiol, commerciol, educoïionol ond recreolionol zonings
- oll funded by our roles ond siotuiory government ioxes - to be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o toxic ond dongerous mining industry

Unpredictoble Noise Disturbonce - AGL-CSG ConSuftonfs noise studies ore lololly incompetent
. Inodequoie credible sludies inlo 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heollh.
o Foilure lo ocknowledge long term reflecled ond rodioled sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping disturbonce

pofterns, neurologicol concerns given thol the humon perceplion of noise is six times greoter oi night time
Deeply Flowed Communily Consultofion - Locking Honeåfy, Openness ond TroDsporency
. AGL provided only 2 copies of the Environm.Ãtol Á-rr"rtr"nt--ãÊe ot Comden Council foyer ond one o1

Compbelllown - ond withdrew the originol Environmenlol Assessmenl Oclober of 20'l0 so thot fhe
communiÌy could noÍ compore lhe originol proposol w¡lh tire omended Mûin Repoít Ocïobei-of 20 ì 2

" Posiiion¡ng Ìhe exhibition period leoding into Chrislmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporol¡on for lhe holidoy seoson

. Foilure by AGL to crccept thol mony people do noi hove occess îo the internet, ond those who hove
inlernel occess would hove greot difficulty reoding o 3000 poge documenl on o computeT screen

o Foilure by AGL lo provide complimentory CDs ol Iheir proposol lo residenls upon requesÏ - o procl¡ce of
previous proponents of mojor prolects

n Poorly odverl'ised, ond consequently poorly ollended, informolion sessions ol which AGL speciolist
consultonts could noi onswer questions - bul would moke noles

" A poorly designed AGL-CSG websile - o poiluck toble of contenfs, us¡ng out-of-dote mops which do nol
cleorly show the level of urbon developmenl, no index ond illogicol poge numbering

o Us¡ng on¡y smoll section ond out of dole mops so thof iT is impossible to view lhe enormity of the whole
project when previous proponents l-rove províded fold oul A3 size mops

o Foilure by AGL 1o show the 2.500 metre rodiius of eoch drilling foolprint under homes, schools ond creeks
u Us¡ng on unidenlifioble AGL-CSG public relotions spokeswomon, unquolified in mine engineering, os lhe

fronl persorì quofecl in cloily popers while keeping ioceless "experts" in ihe nexi room
c The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE ICCC) does noi cdequolely represenl the broqder

communily and thot it does nol keep occurote minutes ond report bock lo the brooder community
Politicol Posturing ond Decision Moking processes

" Concerns ihoi you, your governmenl deportmenls, including Environmenl ond Heollh, hove not conied
oul complele, professionol, experT ond independenT onolysis of the AGL-CSG proposol

,' Concerns thot lhe Premier in lhe medio hos olreody indicoled his opprovol for lhe AGL-CSG proposcl pre-
empling lhe dec¡sion moking process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (PAC) - o 'selecled'
ponel of "experls" lo undertoke c ''merit review" of lhe project

. 11 doesn'1 help when Premier O'Forrell insults us (SMH 7.7.13 poge 7 Edìtor¡ol) by triviolising drilling tines os
being lhe size of o "leocup'' when in foct AGL stote in 2Ol2 MAIN REPORf ol Chopter 4.3 thol drilling vories
from l78mm lo 2000mm in diometer in the 'frocing' reoming process ond the lines ore up Io 2,500 metres
iong. Ihere does noi seem io be even o token seporolion beiween AGL ond some politicions.

" lt ¡s nol up lo me. my fomily. or menrbers of ouT community 1o prove Ihol AGL's Coo¡ Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk lo our locol life. heolth ond fulure. Comden Council, the Slole Government's stofutory
oulhorilies, Minislers, Cobinet. Premier ond PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore the ultimole
consenling outhorily, with o "duty cf core'' lo oll residents oí South Western Sydney. 11 is your colleciive
responsibilily to protect our heolth, living, leorning. working ond recreotionol environments

' PoliTicions. AGL ond PAC Members do nol hove on onti.sociol licence to degrode ourfomily lifesiyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chool< shed, our pigeon lofl, our greyhound run, our veggie poïch, our
soil, our woler, our oir ond the vifol future ol our communiiies

do likewise. Could you piecse reply prompiiy, confirming lhof you hove received my (fomity) submission.

C*py @kfl.d pØss @ye



From:
To:
GG:
Date:
Subject:

"Brian Holgate" <brian_ho@optusnet.com.au>
< pla n_com ment@plan n i n g. nsw. gov.au >
"Bryan Doyle" <bryan.doyle@nsw.liberal.org.au>, "Jai Rowell" <wollondill
21812013 9:33 am
Camden Gas Project - Northern Expansion (Stage3)

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW

Reference: SUBMISSION OPPOSING AGL COAL SEAM GAS [AGL-CSG]
CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANS|ON ISTAGE 3]
Project Application No. 09 0048

My wife and I moved to the Campbelltown area in 1994 and finally, after much
research and investigation spanning almost 10 years, we made the decision in
20121o make Campbelltown our retirement "home". This decision was
underpinned by the wonderful community, the services available and the
environment safety that we believed to be present.

Sadly we have now become aware of the proposed expansion of AGL Coal Seam
Gas drilling under very wide areas of the Campbelltown City - under our
homes, our schools and workplaces, our sporting fields where all members of
the community engage in healthy activities. This drilling will also, no
doubt, be under our essential services such as hospitals, police and fire
stations and also fuel stations. Fuel stations are a potential hazard
themselves without the prospect of underground drilling causing any
fracturing of the underground storage tanks containing highly inflammable
fuel supplies.

The activity proposed has the real, if not definite, potential to cause
subsidence, to cause gas leakage through the soil and so escaping to the
atmosphere - the air my wife and I and all members of our community breath.
It has the very real potential to cause pollution of our water catchments
and supply dams and reservoirs. We already have this problem, subsidence,
in our area as the result of coal mining - THIS CANNOT BE DENIED. The
affect this has on our community is exceptionally costly, frustrating and
scary for many people, however, its affect on people's health is not
comparable to the potential and experienced outcome of CSG extraction.

The experiences of other areas - Tara in Queensland to name one - in the USA
- where the effects of Coal Seam Gas ICSGI extraction has polluted the
groundwater with the water itself being 'flammable', has caused serious
skin, breathing and other illnesses in the local population must be
considered first; must be considered ahead of the greed for more cash flow
and profits for AGL. We are told that this is greener energy; it is less
polluting amid other claims of benefit and those claims may be true of the
gas product itself. lt cannot be said though for the process of extraction
and its potential to create an unsafe environment.

It can only be said that you, you personally, together with our State
government authorities, our government ministers, the Cabinet, the expert
panel members, and ultimately our Premier have responsibility to, and a duty
of care to, not just my wife and me, but to the whole community of
Campbelltown and Macarthur as that duty of care relates to our health and
wellbeing.

It is your collective responsibility to protect our health, living, working
and recreational environment.

It is also your responsibility to ensure community involvement in the whole
decision process, not just some considered "experts" and of course AGL who



have a real vested interest in being able to progress with their "greed" for
money, profits and so satisfying the self interest of their also 'money
hungry' lnvestorsll!!

My wife and I totally oppose the entire AGL - CSG Camden Expansion Proposal.

It is also our view that our local members, Bryan Doyle and Jai Rowell,
along with their fellow members of the NSW parliament should adopt this
same view. We also expect that our local council members will share the
same view on this potential for ongoing damage to our environment and
community lifestyle, health and safety.

Yours faithfully

Brian Holgate
Mob: 0412 280 646
25812Hyde Parade
CAMPBELLTOWN NSW 2560



Kat Holovinsky <cholovinsk¡¡@gmail.com>
<plan_comment@plan ning.nsw. gov.au>
21812013 4:58 pm
Gamden Gas Project submission

We don't want the Coal Seam Gas project in our area- Campbelltown,
Menangle, Camden, our state, or... ANYWHERE lN THIS COUNTRY! This needs to
be stopped because there will be law suits and all hell will break loose if
it isn't. lt is already starting.

The Holovinsky Family



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Jane Hope <Jane@ipdemo.com.au>
< plan_com ment@plan n i n g. nsw. gov. au >

11261201312:29 pm
Don't Sacrifíce Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS: St Peters NSW

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,
Jane Hope



I (J.

l\dírrrng anci tnciustry Projects

Departmerrt o f Planrring,

GPO Box 39

sY[ijrr_,/ tqst4/ 2001"

Dei,rr 5ir/Madanr

Re; Camden Gas Project Stage 3, Froject Application 09*0043

i object to Atll,'s project ap¡rlication 09_004f to mine for coal searn gas (CSG) in Campìrelltcwn
a¡rd Carnden. The key reasons for my objection åre ;t¡ìted below.

ía¡¡t concelrnecJ that CSG minirrg is a technologicaily-evolving irrdustry whose irnpacts have not
hi:en inde¡rentfu:ntly and scíentÍfically fLrlly research<irrl ancJ renr¡¡!n Iargely t¡rrknor,r/n, 'rlris r¿iew

is suppotitlcl by protessional organisations anrJ ¿rcacJerrrcs írr evidence to lhe irfSW Ltpper
House ancl Sena[e lnquiries into Coal Seani Gas MiriÍrrg in 2AL1, and by subsequenI research
irere¿:rrci overseas,wehavehadta relyontireÍrdustryformui.iroíourinír:r.rnatir.¡nwhenthe
indit.stry ii'is a vt:sterJ inte re:st ill fhe oul.come. i',Gt. is no cfiftereni. ii cja¡nri that tl're l-ani,Cer-r

Gas llroject has been safely cperating tnr.l0 years. Yei we r:ndersiarrçì ihat iarpacts on
grouticlwater and air quality iiave not been adec¡uately monítorecl, ariii v,rhíle AGt has been
crperating under ân Envìronnrental Protection Lícence í[Pl. No. 1.2003j, it has been allowed tcl

selí"tnonitor iIs conrpliance, self-investigate incrdents.lnC self .reco¡-i sucl¡ tlr¿¡r¡q clg noi
know what true irnpacts it rn,ry have had.-lirird party ceflsuli:ant> and exterrral lilbor.atories
iltal are en¡¡aget! and paid i'ot'by the inclListry are t'ìoi ¡fldependÊi1t lrlcr is arry iirnrtecl r:r co-
Íundecl ¡el;cari:h by the t-.Stì r'rtining ine^lustr;r -il¡ese 

Jes:;onS sflorlì'J irâvi, ireen learnt vuith

asbqlstos in ALrst¡alia ¡nd r¡¡Ífh'Big]-obacco, in lhe USA.. Ihr-, National Wate¡Cornmission ì¡r its
Pc,sí'rirrn 5i¿tenrerrt (3"iDecember 2ü.i C) said that impacts rn¿ìy errterge over a longtime
¡:r:t-iocl. I atlr fl¡-qpit cûr'tcer'fl€d tfi¿t ihe cosj:s of unloreseûn pi'oblems wili he borne by the
r:orninunitV encl i:ax¡rayers ¿ftr.:r AGL is lorrg gone from the ai'ea. This is grossly irresponsible.

Duclors fori:ire E¡rvirorrrrìc'rll. /.rur:it.r¿iiia clairns that hcalth irnpacts lrom CSG minirrg have rroi
ber-n assessecl. Pi"eíinrìirarv ¡r,,:eai'ch frolrr (lr.¡eenslancl (e.g. iry Southern Cross Urriversity irr

,i';rta) and overs.las Ìs cìeepir¡ concerníng, etperially whert-.'lr acking has heen uscci, r\s ,r,-

Det'r-:mber 207I,85yi of ttrer prorluct-ion wells in the Camde:.r Gas prr:ject hacl tleen ire,:;k¿;ci
(elvidi:rice fl oi;r the l'J5',.1/ t,pper llouse lrrc¡uiry) vyith irradei;iiaie irrr:nitoring oi ir,s i¡1i¡,ur¡.; ou
w¿lter irt particular-. AGL. claints that ihe r.lse of hc¡rizolttal lve ils in tl.re proposecl Siege 3 wiii
reduce Ihe rreecl íoi" fr'acking. i;ui ii seenis ilrat tiris is nat e,ntirelytrr'te since ii h¡s; re:,e rr¡erJ ihe
r-ight to frack i:hese welis Ín ihc: futr,rre if/whern the technolo(V becomes avaifable. ì-hc,: :;i¡e: r:i
tite proposed weÍl ciusiers ancì any írar:kirig of hr:rizcnl¿i wr-.'ls;lre both new and qntesterj
here. lt will thetefore be e¡rtirelv experimental with unknown q)utcomes on lrealth arrd

¡lropertv includirtg fhe possiltility of subsidence uncler so rì¿ìrìy ur'han properiit:s.

I arn aiso concernerl about evideilce frorn Cìueensiancl ancf overs<las on air clualíTy ancl the
çu¡nrltlative inrpact of AGL.'s expansion irrto ¿ln area 'l.hat already experierrces incicler¡ts of
tri'raccepiable ìevels of air pcllution (oeone ancl fine pat'ticles) associatecj with re-spiratory

¡troblems (tiSW Environmentaì Protec.tion Authority). AGl.'s past6rerfr,trmance gives ntr

confidence that ìt has.nol already conl-r'ibutecl to tlris orthal it r:ar¡ be rnanagecl ìn l-he h.r¡ure,
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Shona Howarth <shona.howarth@gmail.com>
<plan_com ment@planníng. nsw. gov.au>
2171201310:15 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

Currently: 16 Myall St, Tea Gardens NSW 2324
Formerly: 34 Sunnyside Cres, North Richmond NSW 2754

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

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

It is time for our community leaders to think LONG TERM and 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 any and ALL proposals by AGL to drillANY new coal seam gas production wells
on the grounds of severe risk to the environment and human health as idenitfied in reports from
Queensland and overseas show that there are serious risks to air quality and human health from
unconventional gas drilling. Whilst there have been no detailed studies done to quantify those risks
especially in urban areas!!! The people of Australia should not be treated like guinea pigs in a coal
seam gas experiment.

Furthermore, 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. Furthermore:

- 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. These
alternatives should be the FIRST course of action - NOT THE LASTI

Yours sincerely,
Shona Howarth



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Conor Howie <Killiehowie@hotmail.co.uk>
< pla n_com ment@plan n i n g. nsw. gov.au >
21812013 12:13 pm
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,
Conor Howie



DearBir/Madam,

Please fin'd attaehed rn¡¡ sublrlwlon that dems¡ætrates my ob'ieetion to the
praetlce of Coaf Seam Gas rnirning inINS,W in partleular înithe Gamd€rì 8r€8.

Tharnk 1ou for ¡rour rcons¡deraüonr



To:

Mining and lndustry Projects

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2OO1

Dear Sir/Madam

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

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

I am concerned that CSG mining is a technologically-evolving industry whose impacts have not
been independently and scientifically fully researched and remain largely unknown. This view
is supported by professional organisations and academics in evidence to the NSW Upper

House and Senate lnquiries into Coal Seam Gas Mining in 2011 and by subsequent research
here and overseas. We have had to rely on the industry for much of our information when the
industry has a vested 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 Lícence (EPL No. 12003), it has been allowed to
self-monitor its compliance, self-investigate incidents and self-report such that we do not
know what true impacts it may have had. Third party consultants and external laboratories
that are engaged and paid for by the industry are not independent Nor is any funded or co-

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

Position Statement (3'd Decembe r 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 207I,85% of the production wells in the Camden Gas Project had been fracked
(evidence from the NSW Upper House lnquiry) with inadequate monitoring of its impacts on
water in particular. AGL claims that the use of horizontal wells in the proposed Stage 3 will
reduce the need for fracking, but it seems that this is not entirely true since it has reserved the
right to frack these wells in the future if/when the technology becomes available. The size of
the proposed well clusters and any fracking of horizontal wells are both new and untested
here. lt will therefore be entirely experimental with unknown outcomes on health and

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

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



2

having admitted in Augustthis yearthat it had not conducted continuous air monitoring at its
Rosalind Park Gas Treatment Plant for three years in breach of its EPL No.12003.

Allowing CSG mining in areas that are not zoned for heavy industry undermines zoning controls
and confidence in the planning process, and creates severe land use conflicts, economic

instability and inequity. lt will disrupt religious communities whose vocations have so far been
protected by the Scenic Hills zoning; it will place undue burden on small rural allotments
whose capacity to cope is severely reduced by size (thereby threatening the survival of the
entire historic Scenic Hills), and it is unsightly and unsafe in urban areas with a potential

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Project seems to contradict this, as does its admission to the Scenic Hills Association that it
does not know where the aquifers here run to but probably Sydney Horbour. Potential impacts

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

gathering pipeline along Sydney's Upper Canal on public land are unacceptable risks to
Sydney's water, and are an abuse of public property for the benefit of private investors.

AGL will only ever produce about 5% of NSW's gas from the Camden Gas Project according to
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 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 Tania Hrbacek

Address 137 Bedford St, Newtown NSW 2042

Signature Tania Hrbacek

Date 7 /2l2Or3
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"Somple Submission no. 1 " Prepored by Norellon Action Group
OUR OPPOSITION TO AGI Cool Seqm Gos Expunsion Poge I of 2
IVSZ¡UCÍIoNC- Use lhís onlyosoguìde-lewilejnJourownwords-- edìt-oddyouownideos- mixondmatch
- cut ond poste - 'Quole" medlo repods - READ DAILY & LOCAL NEWSPAPERS - express your fieelìngs - o lillle
conlrolled onger ís f¡ne - get yovr kids reseorching AGL ond COAL SEAM GAS FffACTNG CHEllrCA[S webs¡tes ond
wùting submissions os well !! You cøn lwn lhe tone ol lhis sample submission up or down lo suff your messoge.

BE EARLY - OUR DEADLINE IS - FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2013
_-START OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION

EMAIL TO: plan cqmment@olanning.nsw.gov.au ,,without prejudice',
POST TO: THE DIRECTOR, MINING AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANN¡NG, GPO BOX 39, SYDNEY, NSW, 2OO1

Deor Director of Minino qnd IndusW Proiecls NSW,
Reference : SUBMISSION OPPOSING Act COAL SEAM cAS (AGL-CSG)

CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANSTON (Stoge 3)
Projecl Applicotion No. 09_0048

My fomily moved 1o.,,... ....(SUBURB NAME) ¡n 2005 for the greot locotion, employment
opportunities ond o greot lifeslyle for our 3 children, Wilh o selection of new ond estoblished schools,
Compbelltown TAFE, the University of Western Sydney, lndusiriol Estotes. Employment Zones, Town Centres ond

--- SpoÉirçrFocililies cfose by it seer.ned o perfect plocejo seltle down Íor thelong.terni-ond roise'o-fomiiy-
Unfortunotely, my youngesl son hos developecl osthmo since we moved here. We did nol reolise thot lhe

oir quolity is deceptively poor - ¡n foct, lhe worsi polluted otmospheric AÍrshed in GreoTer Sydney. lf we con't
breothe here, we con't live here. Air Quolity is lhe criticol heolth issue for oll of us out here.

Recently we become owore of lhe'proposed exponsion of AGL Cool Seom Gos drillíng, mining ond
'fiocíng' or 'frocturing' under our homes, schools, workploces, foolboll fields, cricket ovols, leisure cenlres, our
communily holls. our churches, our petrol stolions, our overheod bridges. open spoces ond coichmenl oreos.

lf we hod known oboul the AGL-CSG exponsÌon we would hove qvoÍded the oreo ond o $450.000 lifeJime
mortgoge in o suburb deslined for degroding ond devoluing. lt doesn't moke ony sense oi oll I

'Froclng' is octuolly "FRACIURING" - breoklng ond crocklng lhe sub.su¡foce under us, AGL folsely
compores ils 'frqc¡ng' chemistry is lo 'hormless' products on o loundry shelf, when in foct the reol chemicols in vost
quortÌt¡es ore highly volotile producing toxîc goseous ond porticulote emissions to eorlh, woter ond ok. AGL
C,.:n$ultonis hove been grossly dishonest ond deceitful in their minimol descriplion of 'froclng' pfocesses.

Despile mlsleoding medío reporls AGI-CSG will delínitelv 'froc" under us. AG['s inlenlions ore very cleor in
both lheir 2010 ENVIRONMENTA1 ASSESMENT ot Chopler 4.2 ond ln lhe 2012 MAIN REPORI ot Chopler 3.4.

We ore nol ogoinst mining ot oll. However, inlroducing toxic qnd dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
unrler our existing permissible lond use zones of estoblished ond populoted communilies is totolly inoppropriote in
every respect, ond obsoluiely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols its toxic 'fiocing' chemislry behind cloims of 'commerciol confldenllolity'. We do know thot
AGL use concentroled ocids ond biocides omong o huge lisl of chemicol cocktoils triggering volotile chemicol
reoclions in cool ond sondstone seoms underneoth our homes qnd schools. The focl ihot AGL will not disclose its
'fioclng loxicology' is obsoluÌely obsurd - o nightmore with disosirous heolth ond environmenlol consequences.

Mining is the most occident riddled industry in Austrqlio, Mixing minlng ond untested chemistry under our
hgmelgs_ rye_sþel is_e Jllgslrous formulo for mojor critlcol íncidenls. We don't need fhe lhreot of disoster, totolly
'fiocing' our drèomsintoñþhfmores, for ovei 20 yeors of sl¿tèps, ofter bus/õbys ol schõol ond wõiki-

Do you ond Minister Hozord fully comprehend the potentiol implicoiions of cumulolive long-term toxic
emissions to our eorth, our woter ond breothing otmosphere? Hove your plonnÌng experis fully onolysed AGL's
documents to find the serious omissions qnd folse 'concepluol modelllng' promoted os occeploble science ?

cose to expond toxic mininçr under metroooliton Svdnev?
lf you proceed with AGL's proposol you will be opening the pothwoy for o mossive closs qclion ogoinst oll

lhe decision mokers, bock door deolers ond promolers of ihis toxíc ond hozordous industry.
We ore not your "weslle lob rqls", We ore not your experíment in 'sociol injustice' ond socio-economic ond

en ,,ironmentol degrodotion? Don'l do it in onyones' bockyord. We know you'll nover ollow it in yours I

Threofs lo Air Quollty ond heollh
. Well documented historic poor oir quolity ocross the 'project oreo' ond Greoier Soulh Weslern Sydney
o Serious heolth risks including dromolic increoses in respirolory diseoses ond osthmo
. Soufh Western Sydney okeody hqs the highest incidence of hospitol odmlssions for qsthmo
. Dongerously lncomplete physicol ond chemÍcol onolysis of Cool Seom Gos'frocing' processes
. Potenfiol for long term undetected goseous leoks forming toxic fugitive plumes in our breolhlng spoce
. Risks of uncontrolloble loxic porticulole emissions to eorth, oir ond woter threotening our communities
r Will the ICAC beloledly exomine the post poliiiccl mining coreers of suspecl politicions os we choke in

AGL's neuroJoxins ond overcrowd the very limiled heolth resources in Sydney's South West?
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Threafs lo Our Noturol Envlronmenl - Geology ond Hydrology
. Long term geologicol domoge to - drinking wofer, woter oquifers, woler tobles, creek beds ond riversr Contominolion of Soulh Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchment. Slructurol domoge lo the Sydney Woier Supply Chonnel undermined by ot leost ó porollel drillíng locotions

in our oreo ot CU02, CUOó, CU10, CU14, CU20 ond CU22- eoch with ó wellsc Structurol domoge fo built environments ond dongerous lond slip in o predominontly cloy sub soilr Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-struclures cousing frociuring to gos pipes
¿ lrreversible domoge Io notive floro ond founo, soil, ond vegetotiono Risks in woste monogemenl of by-products including neuro-toxin portículotes ln eorth, woter ond oir
Conkodlclory ond lncompollble lond Use loyering
. Allowing legolly estoblished ond developed residentiol, commerciol, educotionol ond recreotionol zonings

- oll funded by our rotes ond stolutory government toxes - to be undermined, compromlsed ond
degroded by o toxlc ond dongerous mining industry

Unpredlcloble Nolse Dlslurbonce - AG[-CSG Con$ullonls noise sludles ore tololly lncompelenl. lnqdequote credible studies into 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'fiocing' noise levels im[octing on our heolth.. Foilure io ocknowledge long term reflected oid rodlofed sub-surfqce noise levels on sleJping disturbonce

- pofterns, neurologicol concerns given thot the hurnon perception of noise is six limes greoter ãf night time
Dêeply Flowed Communlly Consu¡tofion - locklng Honesly, Openness ond Tronsporency
" ÔGL 

provided only 2 copies of the Environmentol Assessment - one of Comden Council foyer ond one ot
Campbelltown - ond v,/ithdrew the originol Environmentol Assessment October of 201 0 so thot the
communily could nof compore the originol proposol wiih The omended Moin Report Oclober of 20 l2

' Positioning the exhibition period leoding into Christmos when fomilies qnd work force ore busy in
preporoTion for lhe holidoy seoson.

' Foilure by AGL to occepl thot mony people do nol hove occess to lhe iniernet, ond ihose who hove
internet occess would hove greol difficully reoding o 3000 poge document on o computer screeno Foilure by AGL to provide c-omplimentory CDs of their proposol To residents upon request - o proctice of
previous proponents of mojor projecis

' Poorly odvertised, ond consequenlly poorly oltended, informotion sessions ot which AGL speciolisl
consultonts could not onswer questions - but would moke notes

" A poorly designed AGL-CSG website -o potluck loble of contents, using out-of-dole mops which do not
cleorly show ihe level of urbon development, no index ond illogicol poge numberÍng

' Using only smoll seclion ond oul of dole mops so Thot il is imposible 1o view the enoimity of lhe whole
project when previous proponents hove provided fold out A3 size mopso Foilure by AGL to show lhe 2,500 melre rodiius of eoch drilling footprini under homes, schools ond creekso lJsín uolified in mine engineering, os thefron in lhe nexl room. The t odequotely represent the brooder
community ond thot il does nol keep occurote minutes ond repori bock lo ihe brooder communily

Polilicol Posluríng ond Declsion Moking p¡ocesses

' Concems thot you, your government deportmenÌs, including Environment ond Heolth, hove not conied
out complele, professionol, experl ond independent onolysis of the AGL-csG proposolo Concerns lhot the Premier in the medio hos olreody inclicqted his opprovol foithe ncL-csG proposol pre-
empting lhe decision moking process by the PLANNINc ASSESSMENT COMMtSStoN (pAC) - o ,setãcïed'
ponel of "experts" to undertoke o "merit review" of the projecto lt doesn't, help when Premier O'Forrell insults us ISMH 7.7.,l 3 poge 7 Editoriol| by triviolising drilling lines os
being the size ot o "leocup" when in foct AGI stote in 2012 MA|N REpoRT of Ghopter 4.3 thot driìling vories
from l78mm inès ore up lo 2,S00iretres
long. There d ome politicions.. lt is not up to 's Cool Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk lo our locol life. heollh ond future. Comden Council. the Slote Governmenl's sfotuiory
outhorifies, Ministers, Cobinel, Premier ond PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSIoN ponel ore fhe ulfimote
consenTing outhority, with o "duty of core" To oll residents of South Western Sydney. ll is your collective
responsibility lo profect our heolth, living, leorning, working ond recreotionol enviionments.¡ Politicions, AGL qnd PAC Members do not hove on onti-lociol licence to degrode our fomily lifestyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon loft. our greyhound run, our vegjie poi.h, ort
soil, our woter. our oir ond lhe vitof fulure of our communities-

ng lhol you hove recelved my (fomlly) submission.

Yours Follhfully
Signoture{s)..
Full Nome(s)
Add¡ess...,-,..

"anrite eøïIJ), zsr¡te oftentt
Copy and pø,ss ort.
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fhreots Io Our Noturol Envl¡onmenl . Geology ond Hydrology

' Long term geologlcol domoge 1o - drinking woter, woter oquifers, woler tobles, creek beds ond rivers. Contominofion of South Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchmenl
" Slructurol domoge To ihe Sydney Woter Supply Chonnel undermined by of leost ó porollel drilling locolions

in our oreo ot CU02, CU0ó, CUl0, CUl4, CU2O qnd CU22 - eoch with ó wells. Struclurol domoge to buill environments ond dongerous tond slip in o predominontly cloy sub soil. Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-slruclures cousing frocturing 1o gos pipes
. lrreversible domoge lo notive floro qnd founq, soil, ond vegetotion
o Risks in wosle monogement of by-products including neuro-loxin porticulotes in eorth, woter ond oir
Conhodlclory ond lncompollble lond Use Loyering

" Allowing legolly estoblished ond developed residentiql, commerciol,'educotionol ond recreotionol zonings
- oll funded by our rotes ond stotutory government toxes - lo be undermlned, compromised ond
degroded by o toxic ond dongerous m¡ning industry

Unpredíctoble Noise Dlslurbonce - AGL-CSG Congullonts noise studles ore lololly lncompelenln lnodequote credible studies into 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'fioclng' noise levels imþocfing on our heollh.
' Foilure to ocknowledge long term reflected ond rodioted sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeþing disturbonce
_ potterns, neurologicol concerns given thol lhe humon perception of noise is six times greoter ot nighl time
Deeply tlcwed communlly consullolion - locking Honesty, openness ond Tronsporency
' 4GL provided only 2 copies of the Environmentol Assessment - one ot Comden Council foyer ond one oT

Compbelltown - ond w¡lhdrew the originol Environmentol Assessment october of 20.l0 so ifrat tfre
community could nol cômpore the originol proposol with the omended Moin Report Oclober of 2012

" Positioning the exhibition period leoding inTo Christmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporotion for lhe holidoy seoson.

o Foilure by AGL to occepî lhot mony people do nol hove occess to lhe iniernet, ond lhose who hove
¡nternel occess would hove greot difficulty reoding o 3000 poge document on o computer screen¡ Foilure by AGL io provide compl¡menlory CDs of lheir proposol io residenls upon request - o proct¡ce of
pr.êvious proponenis of mojor projects

" Poorly odvertised, ond consequenTly poorly ottended, informotion sessions of which AGL speciolisl
consultqnls could noi onswer questions - but would moke notesn A poorly designed AGL-CSG websiie - q polluck loble of contents, using out-of-dote mops which do not
cleorly show the level of urbon development, no index ond illogicol poge numberingo Using only smoll seclion ond out of dole mops so thot il is impossible io vlew lhe enoimity of the whole
project when previous proponents hove provided fold ouf A3 size mopso Foilure by AGL to show the 2,500 metre rodiius of eoch drilling footpr¡nt under homes, schools ond creeks

" Usin uolified in mine engineering, os ihefron in the next room. The t odequotely rep¡esent the brooder
community ond lhot it does not keep occurole m¡nutes ond report bqck lo ihe brood'er community

Pollllcol Posluring ond Declsion Moking processee
n Concerns fhoi you, your government deporlmenls, including Environment ond Heolth, hove not conied

out complete, professionol, expert ond independenl onolysis of lhe AGL-GSG proposol
' Concerns thot lhe Premier in the medio hos olreody indicoted his opprovol forthé AGL-CSG proposol pre-

empting fhe decision mokíng process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT coMMlsstoN (pAc) - o',setäcted'
ponel of "experts" to underloke o "merii review,' of the projecte lt doesn'l help when Premier o'Forrell insults us ISMH 7.7.13 poge 7 Ediloriol) by triviolising drilling lines os
being the size of o "leocup" when in foct AGL stote in 2ot 2 MAìN REpoRT ot chopter 4.3ihot driìling vories
from l78mm cing'reoming process ond the lines ore up lo 2,Soo-metres
long. There d 5eporqtion between AGL ond some politicions-

' lt 'u not up 1o r communily 1o prove lhot AGL's Cool Seom Gos mlning is o
serious risk to our locol life, heqlth ond future. Comden Council. the Stote Govemment's stotutory
outhorities, Ministers, Cobinet, Prem¡er ond PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMM|SSION ponel ore lhe uttimoïe
consenTing outhorÍfy, with o "duty of core" to oll residents of South Western Sydney. lt îs your collective
responsibility 1o protect our heollh, living, leorning, working ond recreotionol environmenfs.

" Politicions, AGL ond PAC Members do not hove on onlÈsociol licence to degrode our fomily lifestyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pígeon loff, our greyhound run, our veggie pot'ch, our
soil, our woler, our oir ond lhe vilol future of our communities.

Yours FolÌhfully
Signoture(s)...
Full Nome(s)
Address...-..

H.Ë,

crutríte eadJ,, urr¡te often"
Cryy øndpøss on.



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Julie Hunt <julie.1 05@live.com>
<plan_com ment@plan ning.nsw.gov.au>
11912013 B:25 am
Don't Sacrifice Greater Western Sydney to Coal Seam Gas

MY ADDRESS:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,
Julie Hunt



From: Helen Hunt <hhunt11@bigpond.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 21312013 7:10 pm
Subject: Opposition to AGL Coal Seam Gas-Camden Gas Project-Northern Expansion

Dear Director of Mining and Projects NSW

I have lived in St Andrews for 35 years and am totally opposed to this fracturing under our homes.
Why have these areas in particular been targeted for your experiments? Why cant this be done, if
absolutely necessary in areàs where there are no people, why choose areas where people live and
you have to contend with so much opposition? How are you so sure its a safe procedure, how can
you guarantee that it wont affect our water supplies in the future? lf you're using concentrated acids
and biocides how do you know what reaclion it will have with the coal and sandstone seams
underneath our homes. Potential health risks must be of utmost importance to everyone, please
reconsider.
Helen and Roy Hunt



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

danielle hutchinson <dhutch3@hotmail.com>
<pla n_com ment@plan n i n g. nsw. gov. au>
113112013 B:30 pm
Project Application No. 09_0048

Dear Director of Mining and lndustry Projects NSW,

RE: Submission Opposing AGL Coal Seam Gas (AGL_CGS)
Camden Gas Project - Northern Expansion (Stage 3)
Project Application No. 09_0048

I am writing to submit my opposition to the AGL Coal Seam Gas Expansion on a number of grounds
The long term consequence of mining in urban areas has not been adequately researched over a
long enough period of time for me to feel that this is without risk of adverse consequence to the
community. The "fracing" technology which will possibly be used in the future does have some
evidence of poor outcome when not properly managed. I feel that allowing any sort of expansion of
CSG mining in this area is putting my family, my community, and our environment at unacceptable
risk.

Recently the Nepean River flooded the gas well at Menangle. Surely the burden of evidence should
rest with the companies to prove that this has had no impact on the waterway and the local
environment? We do not want to wait for irreparable damage to the Nepean waterurray to decide that
this has been a bad idea.

This area does have some experience with mining under our houses and businesses. This has
resulted in a problem with subsistence - houses shifting and dropping causing huge amounts of
damage. The Mining Subsistence Board then attempts afterwards to fix the house at huge
inconvenience and loss of value for the owners. How can it be guaranteed that this will not happen
under our homes and businesses with this expansion of AGL CSG Mining?

We need long term research showing that this can be done safely under and around urban areas - we
do not want or deserve to be the first guinea pigs. There is a documentedTYo increase of methane
gas when University of
QLD researchers tested'air quality in the gas fields, which is assumed
to be directly related to leakage from the well head. lndustry "best
practice" is 4o/o, which I believe to be still too high for a poisonous
greenhouse gas in an area where we live, work and go to school.

I have a business in Camden that has approximately 150-200 residents through the doors each week.
People are very concerned about the impact that this will have on our future, and the growing
consensus is that we have been let down by the people in power who we have elected to represent
our best interests.

The other impact on our quality of life is the industrialisation of our suburbs. ln Camden we are proud
"country town" outlook and history. With the proposed expansion, there will be noise pollution from the
drilling and trucks, trucks will be driving through urban areas causing an increase in air pollution.
There will have to be ponds for the water to stand in.

Again, may I reiterate my total opposition to the AGL CSG Camden Expansion Proposal, and I expect
that all consenting authorities do likewise.

Please reply to confirm that you have received my submission.

Yours sincerely,

Dani Hutchinson
9 Alpha Rd
Camden NSW 2570
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OUR OPPOSITION TO AGI Coolseom Gos Exp
INfnUCflONS - Use thís onty os o guíde
- cul ond posle - "quole" medio reporls - READ DATLY
controlled onger is f¡ne - geì yout kids reseorching AG
wfiling subm¡ssions os well l! You con lu¡n the lone of
BE EARLY . OUR DEADLINE IS - FRIDAY 8 FEBRUARY 2OI3

EMAIL TO: plan comment@planninq.nsw.qov.au
POST TO: THE DIRECTOR, MIN|NG AND INDUSTRY PROJECTS

NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING, GPO BOX 39, SYDNEY, NSW,
Deor Director of Minins qnd lndustrv Proiecls NSW,
Reference : SUBMISSION OPPOS|NG AGt COAI SEAM GAS (AGL.CSG)

CAMDEN GAS PROJECT - NORTHERN EXPANS|ON (Sroge 3)
Project Applicotion No. 09_0049

OF SAMPLE SUBMISSION -------.--
"wiihout prejudíce"

nl Of Il l¡nn ng
P¡ ;¿i;r.ri

1 FEB 201]

Scanriiiig iitrorrr
My fomily moved to (SUBURB NAME) in 2005 for lhe greot locotion, employmenl

opportunilies ond o greot lifestyle for our 3 children. With o selection of new ond esto blished schools,
Compbelllown TAFE, the Universiîy of Western Sydney, lndustriol Esloles, Employment Zones, Town Centres ond
Sporting Fqcilities clôse by it seemed o perfeci ploce to seffle down for the long-term ond roise o fomily.

Unfortunotely, my youngest son hos developed osthmo since we moved here. We did nol reolise fhqf the
oir quoliiy is deceptively poor - in foct, the worsf polluted otmospheric Airshed in Greqler Sydney. lf we con'l
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, leisuie centres. our
communiiy holls, our churches, our petrol stotíons, our overheod brîdges, open spoces ond cotchmeni oreqs.

lf we hod known obout lhe AGL-CSG exponsion we would hove ovoided the oreo ond o g4S0,000 life-lime
mortgoge in o suburb desiined for degrodíng ond devoluing. ll doesn'i moke ony sense of oll I

'Frocing' is ocluolly "FRACTURING" - breoking ond crocking lhe sub-surfoce under us. AGL folsely
compores its 'frocing' chemistry is to 'hormless' producis on o loundry shelf, when in foct the reol chemicols in vost
quontities ore highly volotile producing ioxic goseous ond porticulote emissions lo eorth, woler ond oir. AGL
Con$ulTonis hove been grossly dishonest ond deceitful in Their minimol description of 'frocing' processes-

- Despite misleoding medio reports AGI-CSG will definitelv 'froc" under us. AG['s intenlions ore very cleor in
both lheir 20t0 ENVIRONMENTAT ASSESMENT ot Chopler 4.2 ond ín the 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopler 3.4.

We ore not ogoinst mining of oll. However, introducing loxic ond dongerous AGL Cool Seom Gos mining
under our existing permissible lond use zones of esfoblished ond populoled communiiies is tololly inoppropriote in
every respect, ond obsolulely beyond our belief.

AGL conceols ils loxic 'frocing' chemistry behind cloims of 'commerciol confidenlioliþ'. We do know thol
AGL use concentroted ocids ond biocides omong o huge list of chemicol cockloils triggering volotile chemicol
reoctions in cool ond sondstone seoms underneoth our homes ond schools. The foct thot AGL will nol disclose its
'frocing toxicology' is obsolutely obsurd - o nighlmore wiTh disostrous heolth ond environmentql consequences.

Mining is lhe most occidenf riddled industry ¡n Austrolio. Mixing mining ond untested chemislry under our
homes os we sleep is o disoslrous formulcl for mojor criticol incidenls. We don'i need the lhreqt of disoster. toiolly
'fiocing' our dreoms into nighfmores, for over 20 yeors of sleeps, ofler busy doys ol school ond work.

Do you ond Minisier Hozzord fully comprehend the potentiol implicotions of cumulotive long-term toxic
emissions lo our eorth, our woler ond breothing oimosphere? Hove your plonning experts fully onolysed AGL's
documents to find the serious omissions ond folse 'conceptuol modelling' promoted os occeptoble science ?

cose lo exoond ioxic minino under metropolilon Svdnev?
lf you proceed with AGL's proposol you will be opening the pothwoy for o mossive clqss qclion ogoinst oll

the decision mokers, bock door deolers ond promolers of this toxic ond hozordous industry.
We ore nol your "weslie lob rols". We ore not your experiment in 'sociol injustice' ond socio-economic ond

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

Threots lo Air Quolily ond heollh
. Well documenfed historic poor oir quolity ocross the 'project oreo' ond Greoter South Western Sydney. Serious heolth risks including dromotic increoses in respirotory diseoses ond osthmo
. Soulh Western Sydney olreody hos fhe highest incidence of hosp¡tol odmissions for osfhmo. Dongerously incompleie physicol ond chemicol onolysis of Cool Seam Gos 'frocing' processes
. Potenliol for long term undeiected goseous leoks forming toxic fugilive plumes ¡n our breothing spoce. Risks of uncontrolloble toxic porticulote emíssions 1o eorth, oir ond woter threoiening our communities
" Will the ICAC belotedly exomine the posl politicol mining coreers of suspecf pol¡ticions os we choke in

AGL's neuro-toxins ond overcrowd ihe very limited heolth resources in Sydney's South West?
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Ihreols to Our Nolurol Environmenl - Geology ond Hydrology
. Long lerm geologicol domoge to - drinking woter, woter oquifers, woter lobles, creek beds ond rivers
. Contominotion of Soulh Creek ond Norellon Creek feeding the Howkesbury-Nepeon Cotchmenl
. Structurol domoge lo the Sydney Woter Supply Chonnel undermined by ot leosl ó porollel drilling locofions

in our oreo ol CU02, CUOó, CUI0, CUl4, CU20 ond CU22- eoch wilh ó wells
. Slruciurol domoge to built environmenis ond dongerous lond slip in o predominonily cloy sub soil
. Exponsion ond shrinkoge of cloy ond shole sub-structures cousing frocturing lo gos pipes
. lneversible domoge to noiive floro qnd founo, soil. ond vegetolion
. Risks in wosie monogement of by-products including neuro-foxin porticuloies in eorth, woter ond oir
ConlrodÍclory ond lncompotible tond Use Loyering
. Allowing legolly estoblished ond developed residentiol, commerciol, educotionol ond recreotionol zonings

- oll lunded by our rotes ond sioluiory government toxes - to be undermined, compromised ond
degroded by o loxic ond dongerous mining indusiry

Unpredícloble Noise Dislurbonce - AGI-CSG Con$ultonts noise sludies ore tololly incompetenl
. Inodequote credible studies into 24 hour drilling, mining ond 'frocing' noise levels impocting on our heolth.
r Foilure to ocknowledge long term reflecled ond rodloled sub-surfoce noise levels on sleeping dislurbonce

potîerns, neurologicol concerns given Ihot The humon perception of noise is six times greoter of night lime
Deeply Flowed Community Consullotion - tockíng Honesly, Openness ond Tronsporency
. AGL provided only 2 copies of lhe Environmentol Assessment - one of Comden Council foyer ond one oi

Compbelllown - ond wiThdrew the originol Environmenlol Assessmenl October of 2010 so lhot the
communily could not compore the originol proposol with the omended Moin ReporÌ Ociober of 201 2

. Positioning lhe exhibiÌion period leoding inlo Christmos when fomilies ond work force ore busy in
preporotion for the holidoy seoson.

. Foilure by AGL to occepf thot mony people do nol hove qccess to the internel, ond those who hove
lnlernef occess would hove greot difficulfy reoding o 3000 poge documenl on o compuler screen

o Foilure by AGL to provide complimentory CDs of their proposol to residenis upon request - o proctice of
previous proponenls of mojor projects

. Poorly odvertised, ond consequenily poody ollended, informotion sessions of which AGL speciolisf
consulfonts could not onswer queslions - bul would moke notes

. A poorly designed AGL-CSG websife - o polluck toble of conlenls, using ouf-of-dofe mops which do nol
cleorly show the level of urbon developmenl, no index ond illogicol poge numbering

. Using only smoll section ond out of dote mops so thoT it is impossible fo view the enormily of lhe whole
project when previous proponenfs hove provided fold out A3 size mops

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

. Using on unidentlfioble AGL-CSG public relotions spokeswomon, unquolified in mine engineering, os the
front person quoted in doíly popers while keeping foceless "experts" in the nexi room

" The AGL-CSG COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCCI does nof odequotely represent the brooder
community qnd ihot il does not keep occurole minutes ond report bock io the brooder community

Polilicol Posluríng ond Decision Moking Processes
. Concerns thot you, your government deportmenls, including Environmeni ond Heolth, hqve not conied

out complele, professionol, experi ond independent onolysis of the AGL-CSG_ proposol
. Concerns ihot the Premier in ihe medio hos olreody indicoled his opprovot for lhe AGL-CSG proposol pre-

empling the decision mcking process by the PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION (PAC) - o 'selected'
ponel of "experts" lo undertoke o "meriT review" of the project

" lldoesn'lhelpwhenPremierO'Forrell insultsus(SMH7.Z.l3 pogeTEdiioriol) bykiviolisingdrillinglinesos
being the size of o "leocup" when in focÌ AGL slote in 2012 MAIN REPORT ot Chopter 4.3 thot drilling vories
from l78mm to 2000mm in diometer in the 'frocing' reoming process ond The lines ore up lo 2,500 metres
long. There does not seem to be even o token seporotion between AGL ond some politicions.

. lt is not up lo me, my fomily, or members of our community to prove thot AGL's Cool Seom Gos mining is o
serious risk to our locol life, heolih ond fulure. Comden Council. the Slote Government's stolulory
oulho¡ilies, Ministers, Cobinel, Premier ond PLANNING ASSESSMENT COMMISSION ponel ore ihe ultimote
consenting oulhorily, with o "duty of core" to oll residents of South Western Sydney. ll is your colleclive
responsibilily to prolect our heollh, living, leorning, working ond recreolionol environmenfs.

. Politicions, AGL ond PAC Members do not hove on onti-sociol licence lo degrode our fomily lÌfestyle, our
home, our bockyord, our pools, our chook shed, our pigeon loft, our greyhound run, our veggie potch, our
soil, our woier, our oir ond the vilol fulure of our communities.

g thot you hove received my (fomily) submission. 
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