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Dear Professor O'Kane

 
Please find attached a revised version of our original submission dated the  25th April 2013. 

The points are the same but revised for greater clarity , accuracy and provision of 

references. We hope you will accept this as a replacement.

 
Yours sincerely

 
Jacqui Kirkby
 
Jacqui Kirkby

Scenic Hills Association

www.scenichills.org.au
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1 http://www.smh.com.au/environment/report-on-gasfield-leaks-is-premature-says-industry-20121118-29ka2.html  

 

http://www.smh.com.au/environment/report-on-gasfield-leaks-is-premature-says-industry-20121118-29ka2.html
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http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/documents/tableOffice/TabledPapers/2013/5413T2306.pdf
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I particularly draw your attention to an incident in the Camden Gas Project that is still under 

investigation by the EPA, which we consider goes to the heart of this issue: 

On the 15th August 2012 AGL released a media statement confirming that it had been in breach of its 

Environment Protection Licence (EPL 12003) and consent conditions for the Camden Gas Project by not 

conducting continuous air monitoring at its Rosalind Park Gas Plant (RPGP), later admitting this was 

from 2008. Although AGL has not admitted it, it appears that it has also breached the conditions of its 

Petroleum Production Lease (PPL4). Air emissions from the RPGP are concerning because of the link 

between nitrogen oxides that it emits and the formation of ozone (associated with respiratory disease), 

which the EPA admits can reach unacceptable levels in this area.  

However our main concern is that AGL has reported false and misleading monitoring information for at 

least four years, a situation that was not picked up by any government agency or department 

responsible for overseeing AGL’s operation (the EPA, DoPI and Department of Trade and Investment), 

or by the auditors in the bi-annual Independent Environmental Audits of 2008 and 2010. The situation 

was self-reported by AGL following a change in the environment protection legislation requiring public 

reporting of monitoring data. Also concerning is that AGL was subsequently allowed to engage its own 

consultants to investigate the breach and report to the EPA even though this system of allowing AGL to 

self-monitor, self-investigate and self-report had already failed to pick up the breach for 4 years. The 

EPA has yet to decide its regulatory response but has advised that it is discussing an Enforceable 

Undertaking with AGL. We believe that this will be unacceptable to the community and will be regarded 

as a deal being done behind closed doors. 

We have accessed documents relating to this incident from the EPA via a GIPA request and would be 

happy to provide a further report when we have completed our review. 

We also note that this is the third breach of AGL’s EPL relating to air quality that we know of in as many 

years. The first two were only brought to the public’s attention by the media. The regulatory responses 

to both were weak and unacceptable. Details of previous breaches are: 

 On the 31st August 2011 Channel 7 News reported it had sourced documents showing that AGL 

had pumped 30% more acid-rain causing sulphur oxides into the air at its RPGP than permitted 

by its licence for three years running. AGL later claimed that the original levels it had agreed to 

were un-measurable. The EPA’s response was to modify the licence conditions so that AGL has 

since complied. This raises questions about the reliability of the claims made by proponents of 

these projects prior to approval. 

 On the 17th May 2011, AGL was caught by Channel 10 News venting the contents of a well 

clean-out (well maintenance workover) to the air, which was picked up by the wind and blown 
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in the direction of the nearby Upper Canal carrying Sydney’s back-up water supply and towards 

houses in Glen Alpine near Campbelltown. If the wind had been blowing in a different direction 

it may have blown over a nearby school (Broughton Anglian College). In the following 

investigation, AGL was allowed to collect its own soil and water samples for analysis at an 

external laboratory and to later engage its own consultant to report to the EPA. AGL had 

maintained that although it sometimes uses acid to clean out its wells, it had not used it in this 

case. The EPA later determined that AGL had not followed procedure but as there was no 

significant environmental harm (as determined by AGL’s self-investigation) it was given a 

warning. The reason for grass ‘discolouration’ where the contents had landed was never 

explained.  

2.7 Baseline studies versus precautionary principle 
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