



































the IPCC?. Instead of further facilitating the destructive fossil fuel industry, Department
resources must be directed to the renewable energy sector. It is immoral to persist in
assisting industries that will lead to a total annihilation of life on this planet under the
current [PCC model’s worst-case scenario (2% chance). It is vital to remember that our
planet is finite. [tis an island in space, with finite resources and endless growth is simply
impossible and irrational.

As David Attenborough pointed out in A Life on Qur Planet (2020), the Chernobyl disaster
may serve as a warning. The USSR responded too late to the explosion and exposed the
people living nearby to dangerous and fatal levels of radiation. That was referred to as
criminal negligence by our government. Are we all meant to be the people of Pripyat, the
doomed town and its inhabitants at Chernobyl? We live our lives in the shadow of a disaster
of our own making. Climate impacts are already worse than predicted, heating the planet
faster than initial modelling has shown. If the current doomsday predictions are already
superseded by faster warming, faster melting of glaciers, faster melting of Arctic and
Antarctic icecaps, it could also mean that this 2% chance is an under-estimate. Do we dare
take this chance and gamble short-term gain against long term annihilation? We have the
means to stop this irrationality now. The technology has been in place for more than 50
years. We can save not only ourselves by going ‘green’, but also assist poorer nations to
defray fossil fuel use by behaving morally and ethically and export our advanced renewable
energy technology. Australia has exceptional research and engineering capacity. [ am
disheartened by our current outlook if small developing countries like Namibia!? have better

plans than our rich developed country that remains beholden and blackmailed by fossil fuel
companies.

[ also wish to remind the Minister that the electorate in the NT voted for a stop on fracking.
Allowing fracking to happen now is breaking a contract with most voters. [s this
government only about the " blah, blah, blah" Greta Thunberg so eloquently spoke about!s?

I thank the Department and its officers for consideration of my objection.

Yours sincerely

Ingrid Witte BSc Hons (UNSW), PhD (UNSW)

Please direct correspondence to Ingrid Witte via:

15 https:/ /www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6 /wg2/ accessed 15/09/2022
16 https:/ /en.wikipedia.org/wiki/David Attenborough: A Life on Qur Planet accessed
15/09/2022

17 https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2022/9/12/africas-first-hydrogen-power-plant-to-produce-
electricit-by-2024 accessed 14/09/2022

18 https:/ /www.youtube.com/ watch?v=uBL7td5sozk accessed 14/09/2022
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by increased human and vehicle activity reducing our ability to encounter and photograph
animals and a pronounced increased fire threat — our experience in area has shown that
with exploration activities comes an increase in illegal fire activity. We are acutely aware of
a shared atmosphere that will be negatively impacted through smoke pollution and

increased human activity.

We thank the Department for consideration of our objection, and trust that our

concerns will be given due consideration.







































[ would like to voice my objection in the words of the late great Australian Prime Minister Bob Hawke,
From a speech he gave just before he was elected in 1983 about the Franklin River Dam.

The proposed grant of Exploration Permit 218 to Arafura Oil is

“An environmental obscenity and an economic absurdity”

To prioritise the sales pitches of shady speculators over the lives of real Territorians is unconscionable.
Yours sincerely,

Katherine Marchment









Thank you

Jennifer Strudwick


















Kevin Groenhuijzen







































Employment

They may be an impact on local employment and skill levels.
There may be negative impact caused by an influx of FIFO employees.

Business
There may be an impact on local business opportunities.
Amenity

There may be arisk that the amenity of people will be adversely impacted by hydraulic
fracturing and its associated activities.

Social licence to operate

There may be a risk that no social licence to operate an onshore unconventional shale gas
industry exists.

Cumulative risks

There may be cumulative risks associated with some or all of the risks identified above.

7 Economic impacts

Distribution

There may be a risk that any economic benefits will not be shared by the regions that
are directly affected by the industry and/or will not be shared equitably between the gas
companies, the government, and the community.

Property values
There may be a risk that there will be a decrease or increase in existing property values.
Other industries

There may be a risk that there will be an adverse impact on other businesses, such as
tourism, fishing, agricultural and pastoral businesses.

Energy security

There may be an impact on the energy security of the Territory.
Employment

There may be an impact on employment in the Territory.
Net impacts

There may be a risk that any economic benefits will not outweigh economic detriments.

There may be an opportunity cost of investing in an onshore unconventional shale gas
industry rather than in renewable energy.

There may be a risk of residents leaving a particular region because of the presence of an
onshore unconventional shale gas industry.

Management

There may be a risk that, if not properly managed, any economic benefits will result in
‘boom and bust' economic activity.

Cumulative risks

There may be cumulative risks associated with some or alt of the risks identified above.
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Economic impacts

There may be a risk the regulatory framework coes not ensure that any economic benefits

are appropriately distributed between the gas companies, the Government and the local
community.

Compliance and enforcement

There may be a risk of inacdequate monitoring or enforcement of compliance with the
regulatory framework. This may arise from, for example, inadequate resourcing of the
regulatory agency, inadequate expertise, or inadequate training.

There may be arisk that sanctions provided for in the regulatory framework are inaclequate
or are not utilised by the regulator.

There may be arisk that the cost of complying with the regulatory framework is too high for
industry and the industry becomes uneconomic.
Access to justice

There may be a risk that access to justice by the public is denied or restricted by the
regulatory framework.

Complexity

There may be arisk that the regulatory framework developed is too complex.

There may be arisk that given its complexity, any regulatory framework that is developed is
rushed and inadequate.

There may be a risk that there is inadequate information about the long term risks
associated with hydraulic fracturing and its associated activities to develop a suitably
robust regulatory framework.

Regulatory capture

There may be arisk of ‘regulatory capture’, whereby the regulatory body becomes
inappropriately aligned with industry and becomes reluctant to regulate against the interest
of any onshore unconventional shale gas industry.

There may be arisk of the perception of regulatory capture which may have a tendency to
unclermine confidence in both the regulatory body and the Government.

Political risks

There may be a risk that the Government is perceived to be subject to undue influence by

the gas industry thereby leading to a loss of public confidence in the Government and the
democratic process.

There may be a risk that, given the short term nature of the political cycle, the long term
consequences of any onshore unconventional shale gas industry cannot be appropriately
regulated.

Cumulative risks

There may be cumulative risks associated with some or all of the risks identified above.
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27 September 2022

To Minister of Mines and Industry, Nicole Manison,

Re: Objection to the granting of Petroleum Exploration Permit (EP} 218 to Arafura Oil Pty Ltd.

Protect NT Incorporated is a group of over 1,300 Territorians determined to protect our land, water,
climate, and lifestyles for future generations of Territorians. Onshore shale oil and gas hydraulic
fracturing and its associated activities threatens everything we value about living in the Northern
Territory. We care deeply for the Northern Territory and have a deep connection to its lands, people

and water. This land is our home, the people are our family and friends, and everything we cherish
relies on fresh, potable water to survive.

Firstly, we would like to convey our deep disappointment with the total lack of community
consultation and engagement by both the Department of Mines and Industry and Arafura Qil Pty
Ltd, not even the affected stations were aware of this EP being granted until we informed them. This
lack of communication is unacceptable.

Secondly, we found the lack of any information available for EP218 to be unacceptable. Where are
the plans and schedules for this EP? Where are the Environmental Management Plans? Where are
the detailed water studies? Where are the SREBA's for this area? Is there an Environmental Impact
Statement? Granting an EP before this work is done is putting the cart before the horse. Thereis
nothing publicly available online except for the STRIKE map and the Minister’s notice in Government
Gazette G30. As a result of this complete paucity of EP218 specific information, our objection to this
EP is based on the findings of the generic NT Fracking Inquiry’s Pepper Report.

What we do know from the BOM website is that there are 4 stacked aquifers beneath Tipperary
Station (Florina Formation, Jinduckin Formation, Oolloo Dolostone, Tindall Limestone) and that they
feed the bores, springs and waterfalls in the region. The Pepper Report tells us that hydraulic
fracturing for shale oil and gas can cause water contamination (p.145) and water depletion, both of
which will impact local residents’ water supply, agriculture, tourism, as well as the environment and
groundwater dependent ecosystems, impacting Robin Falls, Douglas Hot Springs, Litchfield National
Park, Daly River, and all the springs which occur throughout the region.

Both Litchfield Station and Tipperary Station border Litchfield National Park. Litchfield National Park
is an iconic protected area with highly significant environmental biodiversity and cultural values. Its
waterfalls, hikes and wildlife make it the NT’s most popular national park for locals and tourists all
year round, supporting a well-established tourism industry. The information contained in the Pepper
Report leaves no doubt that granting EP218 will put all this at risk. For this reason alone, EP218 must
not be granted.

Our members, friend and family in Adelaide River, Batchelor and Daly River townships will be
personally affected if EP218 is granted, both through the loss of their existing jobs in tourism,
hospitality and agriculture, and the loss of property values should their water be impacted. The loss
of these existing jobs will not be replaced by jobs in the oil and gas industry. The Acil Allen economic
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PERMIT 218 (SECTION 18 OF THE
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that our rights under law will be asserted if conflict arises with the applicant or its
agents. The NT Government asserts that it protects affected landholders by legislation
and industry codes of conduct. We experience contrary evidence that these
prescriptions are not enforced and perceive a bias to the explorers who assert
exaggerated and subsequently false claims about community, employment and
economic benefits of their investments and activities.

3. Exploration rationale is false

We are not party to the applicant’s proposal to the Department in support of EP218. We
note the general terms under the Petroleum Act 1984, as ‘explore for petroleum and to
carry on such operations and execute such works as are necessary for that purpose in
the area covered by the permit including (but not limited to) use of machinery and
equipment for carrying out works, removal of material for testing, use of water
resources for domestic use and to seek renewals’. Our understanding is that the
applicant intends to use hydraulic fracturing (fracking) as the exploration tool inan area
of the Daly-Reynolds Floodplain-Estuary System. This will require penetration of the
aquifers of the Daly River catchment, namely: Fractured Precambrian rocks (minor),
Karstic carbonate rocks - Tindall Limestone, Jinduckin Formation and Oolloo Dolostone
(major), and Cretaceous sediments (minor)+. Of relevance is the integrity of the Oolloo
Dolostone and associated Cretaceous sediments, inter-aquifer connection (or lack
thereof) and leakage, expansion of arsenic contamination found in some bores and
changes in groundwater chemistry if these aquifers are breached by fracking. It is
unclear whether sufficient baseline data has been gathered in the locality of EP218 in
order to meet the recommendations of * The Scientific Inquiry into Hydraulic Fracturing
in the Northern Territory 2018” as accepted by the NT Government. We further note that
the integrity of water resources in the Daly River catchment is of considerable public
interest>. Counter to these concerns are arguments that exploration is of minor risk
relative to production. However, we contend that a single failure can have catastrophic
consequences. There is no multiplier effect. Rather there is abundant evidence of
widespread environmental contamination from single oil well and oil tanker failures,
gas well and gas pipeline failures. Full remediation has proved impossible after such
events. Furthermore, it is economically irrational to conclude that exploration is not
conducted without the intention of production. Thus, exploration is a prelude to
production and production is unjustified as we further argue below. Rather we contend
exploration should be rejected and the issuance of permits closed in line with

* CSIRO (2009) Water in the Daly region, pp 273-361 in CSIRO (2009) Water in the Timor Sea Drainage
Division. A report to the Australian Government from the CSIRO Northern Australia Sustainable
Yields Project. CSIRO Water for a Healthy Country l'lagship, Australia. xI + 508pp

> Beaumont T, Pursey A, Booth C. A fork in the river: The consequences of a major new cotton
industry in the Northern Territory, Centre for Conservation Geography, 2022






maintenance of carbon reserves in extensive woodlands, and these contribute to a
liveable biosphere in the face of carbon pollution and consequent climate change. These
services such as potable water, clean air, carbon capture, biodiversity conservation
typically remain unrecognised until lost when significant capital investments are
required for their restoration (if at all possible). The experience of landholders along
Dorat and Daly River Roads is that prospectors are responsible for arson (to clear
passage for exploration) and damage to ecosystems through land clearing, drilling,
contamination of water sources and fracturing of ground water aquifers. Furthermore,
vehicles and plant equipment are often responsible for unbridled deposition and
dispersal of weeds. Exploration requires heavy plant and equipment whose transport
impacts the integrity and utility of local roads. Dorat Road between the intersection of
Daly River Road and the Stuart Highway has a length limit of 19 m. This restriction is
regularly flouted, particularly by stock carriers at nights. Regulation and restoration of
all these impacts have proved challenging for governments . Thus, adventitious
exploration of dubious benefit by a likely unaccountable company is a poor reward for
conscientious landholders furthering the well-being of local, national and global
communities.

Exacerbation of landholder anxiety leading to poor mental health

Further to item 5, landholders can experience significant  anxiety leading to poor
mental health due to infractions on their rights that threaten their lives and livelihoods.
The uncertainty arising from repeated exploration applications in the mining and
petroleum industries without good cause (see 3) adds to this anxiety. The NT
Government has a duty of care to its citizenry and to demonstrate this in fair dealings
with landholders and their properties. Furthermore, as the local General Practitioner for
over 14 years, Michael Fonda has witnessed the implications of stress associated with a
variable climate and environmental degradation on patients” physical and mental
wellbeing.

Impediments to future investment

Landholders invest in the Northern Territory’s economy through their own productive
activities and purchases of goods and services from NT businesses. The repeated
infringement of exploration permits (and licenses) on landholdings defrays further
investment under an uncertain land tenure. Along with 6 above, some landholders
question any viable future in the Northern Territory and are likely to emigrate to other
jurisdictions.

The social licence of fossil fuel industries should be terminated

The fossil fuel industries, in this case gas production through hydraulic fracturing,
operates under a social licence since they exploit a resource that we are repeatedly told
belongs to the Australian people. The cost of exploiting this resource has proven to be
detrimental to human welfare through the primary contribution to carbon pollution of






CC:

The Honorable Natasha Fyles, Chief Minister

The Honorable Lauren Moss, Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
Security

The Honorable Dheran Young, Member for Daly





























