
To whom it may concern. 

Please accept this submission against the Pilliga Coal seam gas project as I OBJECT the project for 

the reasons detailed below. 

I write this submission as person with a rural property in Coonabarabran with a rich family history in 

the Pilliga forest area. My grandfather, father, brother and myself have all worked in the pilliga 

forest at some stage. My grandmother’s family had Bullock teams that that brought timber back into 

Kenebri to be picked up at the kenebri railway yard. A large portion of this family were killed on a 

level crossing returning home when they their vehicle became stuck on the crossing and was hit by 

an approaching train. 

My grandfather was a surveyor and plumber who worked and lived in the Pilliga and also worked for 

the forestry corporation from the 1960s until 1990’s and surveyed and built some of the roads in the 

Pilliga, each road with a story and reason for construction. 

As a plumber for the forestry he conducted maintenance, relining and desilting on a lot of the water 

bores and windmills within the Pilliga. This water was vital to the survival of the early pioneers and 

workers within the Pilliga forest. This water is just as vital as ever toady, especially with many of the 

rural areas in and around the Pilliga using the ground water to survive the worst drought since 

European settlement.  This cannot be jeopardised for the profits of big business.  

Ground and surface water.  

Based on the information provided by Santos there will be a significant amount of ground water 

extracted and treated during the project life. This water is highly detrimental to the environment as 

detailed in previous prosecutions against Santos and then stakeholder Eastern Star.  This was in 

relation to the number of contaminated water spills, failure to report environmental incidents and 

other breaches of the environmental approvals.  

Within the information provide by Santos and EIS regarding surface water it states there will be 

beneficial reuse of the treated water through Irrigation, stock watering, Dust suppression and 

construction. It then states that “the release of treated water into Bohena creek can only happen 

when the creek is at 100 Megalitres per day. The quality of the treated water, together with the flow 

volumes in the creek ensure there is allow assessed impact on surface quality”.  If the water is 

correctly treated there should be no reason why the water cannot be released into bohena creek at 

any time. This also suggest the water will still be contaminated and for that reason the project 

should not be approved.  

If the project is approved, Presumably the reason for not treating the water to a standard to allow 

for release into bohena creek at anytime is cost. With the amount of water proposed to be extracted 

for the project and cost treat this water would no doubt reduce the profits for Santos and its 

business partners. Santos should detail the reason why this water cannot be treated to a higher 

quality prior to project approval.  

GAB protection  

After reviewing the information detailed by Santos, I have concerns that the integrity and protection 

of the Great Artesian Basin will be compromised by the CSG operation and gas extraction. I do not 

believe the protection has been satisfactorily addressed by Santos as the information can be 

considered subjective. Having experience in the coal industry I understand lithology and behaviour 



of strata layers in coal seams. Some fissures and cracks that I have encountered can extend for 

hundreds of meters both vertically and Horizontally 

How did Santos determine the coal seams are fractured? Has Santos provided conclusive supporting 

information as part of the EIS, detailing that coal fractures do not extend into lithology changes 

which connect to faults within the lithology that can travel between the Aquitards and the GAB.  

If this has not been addressed the approval should be Halted until the documentation and 

information is provide to the public for review. This should detail the relationship between changes 

in lithology and fault lines within the coal seam that conclusively shows there is no potential for Gas 

or water from the CSG operation to travel through faults into the GAB or return. If this has not been 

answered the project should not be allow2ed to proceed.  

Prior to approval consent It would also be prudent for Santos to submit their Trigger Action 

Response Plans for potential scenarios relating to changes in water quality within the GAB. These 

should detail Santos proposed response for perceivable reactions to environmental incidents and 

changes in the water quality and how Santos plan to address and prevent any changes in the water 

quality of the GAB.  If this cannot be addressed and process cannot stop a pollution event once 

detected the project should not go ahead.  

Santos has also stated that “Current information on the geology of the coal seams in the Project area 

indicates gas flow would not be improved by hydraulic stimulation (commonly referred to as 

“fraccing” or “fracking”).  

I have concerns that if the project is approved Santos will submit a modification to the approval 

consent and commencing fracking of the coal seam in order to increase production. This is even 

stated in the Drilling with Care document “If additional geologic data supported the use of the 

(FRACKING) technique to improve gas flow in the Narrabri Project area in the future, a range of 

additional Government approvals would be required and community consultation would be 

undertaken”. 

If/ Once the project is approved it would make it an easier process for Santos to apply for a 

modification to the approval.  Considering the coal strength in the area is high it is conceivable that 

fracking at some point will be required. Therefore, the project approval should not proceed.  

Santos should provide the reports detailing that fracking of the coal seam would not be require for 

the current 850 wells proposed in for this approval.   

As a land holder in the local area I strongly OBJECT to the approval of the Santos Pilliga Coal Seam 

Gas Project. Water preservation needs to be at front of this development application. Any threat to 

water quality as result of the project is far too greater risk. You only must look back over the past 

years to see the importance of water and this cannot be jeopardised.  

 


