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SANTOS NARRABRI GAS PROJECT SUBMISSION TO THE IPC 
Alison Edye 

6 August 2020 

Thank you for the opportunity to register my opposition to the proposed State Significant 

Development Narrabri Gas Project.  

I am fortunate to have been able to enjoy Australia’s natural environment and good quality of life. 

Unfortunately, the costs of our recent lifestyle have been at the expense of the environment, and 

time is running out to ensure that it is equitably and sustainably preserved for future generations. 

The unprecedented intensity of the Black Summer bushfires and the raging COVID-19 pandemic have 

awakened governments worldwide to the need to act quickly on scientific advice when required to 

avert human, environmental, and economic catastrophes. We have had decades of warning about 

the potential adverse effects of global warming and many predictions have been met or exceeded. 

To address climate change and meet the NSW goal of net zero emissions by 2050 urgent action is 

required now. The report from a study published by Nature Climate Change on 6th August 2020, 

’Current and future global climate impacts resulting from COVID-19’, states:  

Our work shows that the global temperature signal due to the short-term dynamics of the 

pandemic is likely to be small.  These results highlight that without underlying long-term 

system-wide decarbonization of economies even massive shifts in behaviour only lead to 

modest reductions in the rate of warming. However, economic investment choices for the 

recovery will strongly affect the warming trajectory by mid-century. Pursuing a green stimulus 

recovery out of the post-COVID-19 economic crisis can set the world on track for keeping the 

long-term temperature goal of the Paris Agreement within sight. 

The economic stimulus and job creation initiatives planned by the federal and state governments 

should be directed towards sustainable development and emissions reduction based on renewable 

energy. This would lead to a more resilient Australian economy that moves beyond dependence on 

exporting raw resources and fossil fuel to a future of value-added exports, more local 

manufacturing, increased jobs, and a higher skilled workforce.  

NSW’s energy needs during the transition to low emission fuels and generation can be met 

economically without supporting new gas development.  New investment in fossil fuels will increase 

emissions and delay the transition to a clean energy future. Even if it could be economically justified 

now it is likely to be uneconomic in the longer term and result in future stranded assets.  

I oppose the Santos Narrabri Gas project because I do not think it is necessary, nor is it in the best 

interests of the community, state, nation or globally. It is inconsistent with the NSW goal of net zero 

emissions by 2050. In my opinion the merits on which the NSW Department of Planning based their 

approval do not overcome the risks or significant concerns of the local community in the report ‘that 

it would damage the region’s water resources, cause significant biodiversity impacts on the Pilliga 

State Forest, generate substantial greenhouse gas emissions, and adversely affect the health, safety 

and cohesion of the local community’. 
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The following comments refer to the Department of Planning’s conclusions following the assessment 

of merits for the project in the NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment Narrabri Gas 

Project SSD 6367’ report dated June 2020 (NGP).  

• is critical for energy security and reliability in NSW 

o provide essential gas supplies to the domestic market to address forecast shortfalls from 2024;  
This forecast of gas shortfalls from 2024 does not appear to take into account the drop in future gas 

demand necessary to meet the NSW goal of net zero emissions by 2050 nor diminishing demand for 

LNG exports due to global emission reduction policies. It also assumes a return to ‘normal’ from the 

international glut of gas supply and resulting low prices arising from the global economic turmoil of 

the COVID-19 pandemic. AEMO’s forecast clearly states that there is sufficient supply to meet the 

needs of the domestic market as shown by their demand forecast. If there is a shortfall in NSW it can 

be addressed by imposing LNG export restrictions using ‘The Australian Domestic Gas Security 

Mechanism (ADGSM)15’. Santos cannot be trusted; it did not meet its clear undertakings that its 

Gladstone LNG project would not result in local market shortages.  

o support the development of gas-fired power stations in NSW to provide dispatchable energy to the 
National Electricity Market (NEM) as it transitions away from a long-term reliance on coalfired power 
stations to a greater reliance on renewable energy;  
AEMO’s 2020 ISP says, “Based on the cost assumptions in the ISP, new batteries are more cost-

effective than GPG in the 2030s.” New investment in fossil fuels will increase emissions, is likely to 

delay the transition to clean energy and become stranded assets in a low emission future. 

o put downward pressure on gas prices; 
There is no guarantee that gas prices would come down. CSG extraction in NSW is not a 
comparatively cheap solution and according to the Department of the Environment and Energy ‘Gas 
Price Trends Review 2017’ the wholesale cost represents only about a third of the average 
residential cost. Santos’s history is not encouraging; the gas price skyrocketed in Australia when it 
began exporting LNG.   
 

• deliver significant economic benefits to NSW and the Narrabri region and stimulate the economic 
recovery from the effects of the COVID-19 pandemic: 
Clean energy solutions are a better way to reduce emissions and achieve this outcome. As previously 

mentioned, the report published by Nature Climate Change on 6th August 2020 states:  

 economic investment choices for the recovery will strongly affect the warming trajectory by 

mid-century. Pursuing a green stimulus recovery out of the post-COVID-19 economic crisis can 

set the world on track for keeping the long-term temperature goal of the Paris Agreement 

within sight. 

• has been designed to minimise any impacts on the region’s significant water resources, including 
the Great Artesian Basin, the biodiversity and heritage values of the Pilliga State Forest, and the 
health and safety of the local community; 

• would comply with the relevant requirements and standards in government legislation, policies 
and guidelines; 

 • would not result in any significant impacts on people or the environment; and that 

 • any residual impacts of the project can be reduced to an acceptable level by capping total water 
extraction to 37.5 gigalitres (GL) over the life of the project and requiring Santos to comply with 
strict standards, rehabilitate the site to a high standard and offset the biodiversity impacts of the 
project. 
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This project is unnecessary. There is no need to take the risk that the designed minimised impacts 
are not achieved. Fertile farming land and the local communities will still be adversely impacted and 
threatened by failures in compliance. The design includes 850 wells interlaced with a mosaic of 
access roads that cut up animal habitats, threatening loss of biodiversity. Loss of artesian water 
cannot be accurately predicted due gaps to in detailed geological information and the potential for 
the drill shafts to create leaks in the protective impermeable layer beneath. Future decisions could 
be made that increase the chance of groundwater contamination by introducing fracking. 
 
I disagree that the project is in the public interest.  I oppose the project and recommend that 
sustainable emission reducing alternatives be pursued for greater current and future public benefit. 
 
Alison Edye 
 
 


