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produced through the burning of coal.
Whilst risk mitigation measures may be able to reduce the risk of high volume methane leakage, there is a
residual risk both during the extraction process and additionally after the gas field has been exploited. What
is the 50 year plan, the 100 year plan the 200 year plan to manage and monitor these gas fields after the
resources have been exploited to the extent to which they are profitable for the extraction company? Who
will pay for monitoring and leak detection? Who will pay for the repair of cracked and leaking casings?
What would be the impact of a seismic event such as a minor earthquake in a gas field area either during the
time of extraction or after the time of extraction? What will be the impact of methane gas leakage on
bushfire risk?
- social licence to operate. I note that large amounts of Victorian land have unconventional gas exploration
claims made on them. I also note that where communities are fully informed of the risks proposed by
unconventional gas extraction they often strongly oppose mining on their land. I am also aware that some
informed communities in Victoria have declared themselves ‘Coal seam gas’ free with over 90% to 95%of
community members signing up to make this declaration. I also note that some local governments oppose
the development of unconventional gas fields in their area. In short, companies proposing the explore or
mine gas using unconventional measures do not have a social license to operate when communities are
informed about the industries impacts. Communities and local government should have more rights to
refuse unconventional mining and exploration.
Literature, evidence and case studies can all be found to add weight and credibility to the concerns raised
above. I do not poses the time to refer and reference to these resources, however, I am confident that others
who are better resourced and focused on this issue will present the required evidence to add weight to these
concerns.
Given the residual risks that can not be mitigated and the high environmental and social costs of
unconventional gas extraction (both in the short and longer term), it would be much wiser to impose a long
term ban on unconventional gas extraction and exploration. Instead, there should be increased regulatory
and financial support for investment in clean renewable energy sources. Any argument for job creation
through gas extraction can equally apply to the establishment and maintenance of renewable energy assets.
When the subsidies (direct and in-direct) and costs (internalised and externalised) of energy generation from
fossil fuels are taken into account, then renewable energy becomes extremely competitive in terms of price
efficiency in the current market with predictions for renewable energy sources to be more cost efficient in
the future. Renewable energy sources will continue to provide clean energy long after the gas fields have
been depleted of gas. What is the estimated number of years that these gas fields will be productive for how
many decades? How many hundreds of years? That is the time scale we need Government to be looking at
when thinking about the future. What is best for Victoria and Victorian’s not just 'now', but in the long term
future.
Before any decision is made to allow the extraction of unconventional gas, long-term peer reviewed
independent research needs to be conducted and prove beyond doubt that residual risks can be managed and
that there are no negative environmental impacts in terms of soil health (food production, pasture grazing)
and water quality. Social inequality issues and the right for individuals, communities and Councils to ban
unconventional gas extractions on their land also need to be addressed.
I trust the committee will make the correct decision and recommend that there need to be a ban on
unconventional gas exploration and extraction in Victoria.
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