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From: Carol Randa/l |

Sent: Friday, 23 September 2022 10:13 AM
To: Minister Manison
Subject: Objection Petroleum Exploration Permit 220

Dear Nicole, Natasha, Lauren and Jo
as a fellow citizen in the region of the Nt I would like to express my concerns re fracking
in the Katherine region. | have been defending the water and environment for all of us and our future.

The last 10 years when it comes to fracking, my precious spare time has been spent volunteering to protect this
amazing land and water.

I attended the Pepper Inquiry and presented my submission before the panel.

Many of the recommendations have not been implemented.

Do I have another 10 years to protest against an economically and environmental disaster?

Gas is poisonous in the home try an induction cooktop.
Pipelines are filthy and threatening for communities.

Fracking is a filthy extractive industry that people have very little or real knowledge about its consequences.

These corporations do not care about you nor your families .
| could continue ...

Kind Regards
Carol Randall
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To the Honourable Nicole Manison, Minister for Mining and Industry,
My Name is Bodil Conroy, and | live at _ Gray, NT.
My objection and concern are what will happen to the pristine environment after the EP 220 begins.

| have a friend who | visit outside Katherine, and | know that this EP 220 will, likely impact her quality
of life as she lives in the immediate vicinity of this exploration permit.

Before fracking we must look at various recommendations from the SREBA-Pepper Inquiry.

My main objections are the quality of water which will be impacted by drawdown from the aquifers
in the same vicinity. (Recommendation 7.4)

We do not know how the contaminants will impact future water and the purity as the “unintentional
Chemical release” either through spills from well casings or blowback from the lifting of the bore drill
can impact water in a significant way. (Recommendation 7.12 and 7.13)

We also have the problem of spills from the holding tanks for the dirty (toxic) water as they, in all
likelihood are not covered and are exposed to the weather and rain during the “Wet” season.
(Recommendation 4.5)

There is also the real possibility of contaminants into the aquifers leading to increase in toxins, over
time. This will depend on the ability of the aquifer to recharge, from rain events and whether there
is flowing water from other aquifers which can also contaminate the quality of the water. (The other

aquifers can also present a problem if they consist of different chemicals or salts/brine, and if they
are under pressure).

The report “Contaminant Data Screening” (Creative Commons CC-BY 4.0, 2022) Upon further
reading it was discovered that the sample was indeed small, consisting of only 10 different sample
types used in Hydraulic Fracturing and the timescale was remediation of surface soils to be
completed in their timescale of ten years. There are at least over 100 different chemicals used in
Fracturing and after a few years the wells are abandoned, it is unlikely that the same company will
be fracking after the 6-7-year mark. Therefore, | suggest that the likelihood of contaminants
contaminating the environment after the first wet season is high. And the likelihood of the holding
tanks failing and contaminating water upon entering the streams and rivers is high also. Is this a case
of becoming diluted during the first year and during the 2" year becoming less diluted?

This is dangerous for the environment and animals which depend on the rivers for uncontaminated
water and uncontaminated grasses and seeds. It is even more dangerous for communities and
stations who rely on bore water as their primary source of potable water.

We have another huge problem as there is several Fault lines in the north of EP 220.

This in effect will lead to problems in the future as this area is not stable. The wells will most likely
fail, and the equipment will most likely be structurally damaged. The bore casing will not be
recoverable if and when, the fault decides to shift due to pressure from the injected sands and
chemicals or from fracturing which could set off a chain reaction, it would certainly be an
occupational and health and safety concern as then it is not a safe work environment.

The recommendation from the NT Fracking Inquiry needs to be implemented in their fullest

(Recommendation 15.3) prior to any exploration or fracking in the Northern Territory. (Government,
Northern Territory, 2018)






Considering the impact of 7 wellheads and the amount of chemicals needed to start
fracking, it is a dangerous proposition transporting this amount of chemicals through the
main road of Katherine and down the highway.

f would like to be kept informed of the situation with EP220 and further baseline studies
conducted by the government or Arafura Oil and Gas.

Thank you for your attention to my concerns

Kind regards
Bodil Conroy.
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From: Monica Fountain [

Sent: Sunday, 25 September 2022 6:30 PM
To: Minister Manison
Subject: Do not frack Katherine or Edith farms area

To Nicole Manison,

In response to the news that a petroleum exploration permit 2020 has been applied for in the
Edith and Katherine area in general, for fracking, | oppose this license to be issued, As it would be a gross
misconduct of the environment and environmental issues yet to be discovered, I'm a land owner very close to the
area of exploration/ neighbour, I'm very concerned about water as we have a bore to keep us surviving, from
research that | have done there is a good reason to be very concerned, fracking has done a lot of environmental
damage already and problems are arising , the list long, PLEASE DO NOT grant this license for the sake of all of us
and the NTs environment, Kind regards Monica Sent from Monica
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From: Monica Fountain [ IENGINGGEEEEE—
Sent: Tuesday, 27 September 2022 12:42 PM

To: Minister Manison

Subject: Do not frack Katherine or Edith farms area

To Nicole Manison,

In response to the news that a petroleum exploration permit 2020 has been applied for in the
Edith and Katherine area in general, for fracking, | oppose this license to be issued, As it would be a gross
misconduct of the environment and environmental issues yet to be discovered, I'm a land owner very close to the
area of exploration/ neighbour, I'm very concerned about water as we have a bore to keep us surviving, from
research that | have done there is a good reason to be very concerned, fracking has done a lot of environmental
damage already and problems are arising, the list long, PLEASE DO NOT grant this license for the sake of all of us
and the NTs environment, Kind regards Monica
Sent from Monica. | have sent this one more time as | have had no response from your department.?






27 September 2022

To Minister of Mines and Industry, Nicole Manison,

Re: Objection to the granting of Petroleum Exploration Permit (EP) 220 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. This land is our home, the people are our family and friends, and everything we cherish
relies on fresh, potable water to survive.

We are vehemently opposed to the granting of EP220 to Arafura Oil Pty Ltd, and all that it entails.

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 EP220 to be totally unacceptable.
Where are the plans and schedules for this EP? Where are the Environmental Management Plans?
Where are the water studies? Where are the SREBA's for this area? Is there an Environmental
Impact Statement? There is 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 EP220 specific
information, our objection to this EP is based on the findings of the generic NT Fracking Inquiry’s
Pepper Report.

The NT Fracking Inquiry consulted widely with the oil and gas companies, scientists, economists, and
Territorians from all walks of life. The Final (Pepper) Report provides us with contamination
pathways diagrams, an economic report which shows fracking will provide very few jobs, a Final List
of Issues, a risk assessment matrix, and 135 recommendations to mitigate (not eliminate) the risks,
with the residual risk after mitigation often ‘undetermined’.

There is a huge difference between mitigating a risk and being safe. The risk assessment matrix
found that the effectiveness of many risk mitigation measures were ‘undetermined’ — in other
words, they couldn’t predict the seriousness of the outcomes. Many other risks were mitigated to a
“low” residual risk, but “low” risk is defined as a community losing their water for a week (Chapter

4). We consider losing access to water for a week to be a serious and unacceptable consequence,
not low risk.

The Fracking Inquiry identified 116 issues in its Final List of Issues {Appendix 2, p. 7). 20 issues
relating to water, 27 issues relating to land, and 26 Health & Social issues. These risks include -
increased crime, traffic, lights & noise and emissions. All of these risks are concerning, but the threat
to our water concerns us most. Everything needs water to survive, including us. We've already seen
what shale oil and gas fracking has done in other parts of the world and the NT, especially our
friends in Katherine and Edith Farms, cannot afford to have our water contaminated or depleted by
this dangerous industry.



There are some who believe these risks, whilst making the NT unliveable for locals, are acceptable
for the promise of jobs. However, the NT Fracking Inquiry’s economic report by ACIL Allen (Appendix
17, The Economic Impacts of a Potential Shale Gas Development in the Northern Territory, Figure
12.3) found that the best case scenario will only be an average of 524 extra jobs created by fracking
each year, not the thousands of jobs spruiked by our politicians and the oil and gas industry.

There is no social licence in the Northern Territory for onshore shale oil and gas fracking. Katherine
residents have repeatedly and clearly proven this fact through petitions, radio and newspaper polls,
letters to the editor, posts on social media, at the NT Fracking Inquiry’s community consultations,
and through their support of groups such as Protect NT Inc, Don’t Frack Katherine, Protect Big Rivers,
Climate Action Darwin, Central Australian Frack Free Alliance, Frack Free Darwin, Lock the Gate,
Protect Country, Seed Mob, the Environment Centre NT, Arid Lands Environment Centre, and all of
the many groups who regularly work to protect the region from fracking. This level of distrust,
hostility and abhorrence held by Territorians towards hydraulic fracturing has not and will not abate.
Our water, land and climate are too precious to risk and Territorians will never be persuaded to think
otherwise. This is especially true for our friends and family in Katherine and Edith Farms.

We also question whether Arafura Oil is a fit and proper person with the ability to meet the

responsibilities associated with an exploration permit and all the activities associated with such a
permit.

EP220 must never be granted. It is far too close to rural residential areas such as Edith Farms and
families dependent on bore water for residential and agricultural use. These families must be

allowed to continue living their life in peace and good health without all the risks of fracking being
foisted on them.

Yours Sincerely,

Pauline Cass

for Protect NT



Srijittra Muir

From: Sam Moorhead NN
Sent: Tuesday, 27 September 2022 10:36 AM

To: Minister Manison

Cc: Chief Minister; Minister Moss

Subject: Proposed grant of EPs 218 and 220 - objection
Attachments: 20220927_EPs 218 & 220_LtG objection.pdf

Dear Minister Manison,

Please find attached a letter objecting to the proposed grant of petroleum exploration permits 218 and 220
to Arafura Oil Pty Ltd.

Oil and gas is not the way forward for the NT. It's too late for fossil fuels, and if you keep pushing us in this
direction, it'll be too late for the Territory.

Thank you for considering our objection.

Sam (on behalf of the Lock the Gate Alliance)

Sam Moorhead
Lock the Gate Alliance

This always was and always will be Aboriginal land.



LOCK THE GATE ALLIANCEA

AUSTRALIANS WORKING TOGETHER TO PROTECT OUR LAND, WATER, AND FUTURE

The Hon. Minister Nicole Manison
Northern Territory Government

27 September 2022

OBJECTION - Proposed grant of exploration permits 218 and 220

Lock the Gate writes to oppose the proposed grant of petroleum exploration permits 218 and 220
to Arafura Oil Pty Ltd.

The Lock the Gate Alliance is a national collection of grassroots organisations made up of over

120,000 supporters and numerous local groups concerned about risky coal mining, coal seam
gas and fracking.

Several of these groups are located in Darwin, Katherine and Alice Springs, as well as rural and
remote areas around the NT. Our members include farmers, traditional custodians,
conservationists and urban residents. Together, we have a vision of healthy, empowered
communities that have fair, democratic processes available to them to care for their land and
water.

We are opposed to the grant of new petroleum titles in the NT because of the serious damage to
our climate, groundwater, cultures and ecosystems that is inevitably caused by unconventional
oil and gas production.

Greenhouse gas emissions must be urgently and absolutely reduced, not merely offset or the
problem postponed in light of a nebulous “net zero by 2050” target. Pursuing new or expanded
petroleum production is not compatible with a liveable future for the Territory.

Thank you for considering our objection,

Lock the Gate Alliance.
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From: Shirey Crane

Sent: Tuesday, 27 September 2022 5:28 PM

To: Minister Manison

Cc: Chief Minister; Minister Moss; Jo Hersey; tanya.plibersek. mp@aph.gov.au
Subject: Petroleum Exploration Permit 220 in the Katherine Region

Dear Minister Manison

I am writing to express my extreme concern about the possibility of a Petroleum Exploration Permit 220 for a region
near Katherine and Edith Farms.

It is my understanding that the Katherine Municipality is a reserved area, and therefore, should not be subject to
such an exploration Permit. As a resident and property owner in the town of Katherine, | was appalled that this is
even being considered. We lobbied for five long years to have the Katherine Municipality designated a reserved

area, but the issuing of such a licence would seem to cut across the protection that being designated ‘Reserved’
should offer.

The reasons for my concern are as follows:

1. Petroleum exploration carries the expectation that fracking will be used to extract gas, and that
involves the use of enormous amounts of water. That water will have to come from our fragile existing
water resources, and given that recharge of the river and aquifers is always dependent on areasonable Wet
Season, and we haven’t had one of those for a number of years in this area, we fear for the future of our
water supply. In spite of the Water Controller declaring that the last Wet Season was such a good one that
she allowed water licence holders to use 100% of their allocation, she didn’t take into account that while
Darwin seemed to be getting plenty of rain, in the Katherine/Barkley Region, the Wet Season was

dismal. There is the added risk that any form of drilling into aquifers carries with it the possibility of
contamination of fresh water. In the Dry Season, we are dependent on the aquifer for our drinking water,
and if it’s contaminated, it spells the end of our town.

2. The Chief Minister at the time of lifting the moratorium on fracking, Michael Gunner, gave a guarantee
that the recommendations of the Pepper Inquiry would be fully implemented before any wells were
drilled. Since then, we’ve seen those recommendations watered down and ‘adjusted’ to favour the
interests of big business over the water security of the people and environmental protections, to the point
where many of us are concerned for the future viability of life in the NT. There are recommendations that
require research before they can even be commenced, and that hasn’t happened.

3. The constant pressure to atlow fracking and further fossil fuel development in the NT will undoubtedly
make it impossible for Australia to reach any of its greenhouse emission targets. Australia will end up being
one of the major contributors to climate change, with our own emissions record, and our responsibility for
what our trading partners do with the fossil fuels that we export. This is already being recognised by our

Pacific Island neighbours who face disappearing under rising sea levels if the effects of climate change are
not halted.

4. The NT’s economy is heavily dependent on the tourist trade, and Katherine’s main source of income is
from the thousands of Grey Nomads and recreational fishermen who travel to the NT to enjoy our unique
offerings. The risk is that the tourist trade will disappear in the face of the petroleum/gas industry’s
development, because the very thing that tourists come to enjoy will have been destroyed. The NT’s
environment faces an additional threat from cotton, and a combination of the two industries will have a
devastating impact on the environment. It’s unlikely that our beautiful barramundi will survive the









¢ The jobs from these activities are minimal Beetaloo was only 524 at maximum operations- taken from the
Pepper Report.

e Taxes used to prop up these companies to poison our Land, Water & Air
e Impact on endangered wildlife
e Impact on our rainwater tanks- many rely on these all year round

| requested more information on Arafura Qil's plans and who they are.
| request to be kept up to date on the process of this Exploration Permit.

Yours Sincerely,
Andrew May

Andrew May

Adelaide River NT 0846









e Increased traffic carrying dangerous chemicals on unsuitable roads
e Impacts on Nitmiluk National Park creeks and waterfalls, Springs like Douglas Hot Springs

How will they dispose of toxic and/or radioactive wastewater and solids?
Where are the financial benefits to Territorians?
The jobs from these activities are minimal Beetaloo was only 524 at maximum operations- taken from the
Pepper Report.
e Taxes used to prop up these companies to poison our Land, Water & Air
Impact on endangered wildlife
Impact on our rainwater tanks- many rely on these all year round

| requested more information on Arafura Oil's plans and who they are.
| request to be kept up to date on the process of this Exploration Permit.

Yours Sincerely,
Sandy May

Sandy May

Adelaide River NT 0846


















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 a risk 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 resiclents 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 all of the risks identified above.
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Economic impacts

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

There may be a risk that sanctions provided for in the regulatory framework are inadequate
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 a risk that the regulatory framework developed is too complex.

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

There may be arisk 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 a risk of the perception of regulatory capture which may have a tendency to
undermine 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 arisk 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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