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BACKGROUND ‘
= Camden Gas Project o
- Rosalind Park Gas Plant (RPGP)
- 144 gas wells < <)
- Low-pressure gas gatheA—GJmeS\and hw’ﬁ/p/essure supply line
o = N
/.-»’ / o \.\\\ \—\_\\
=  Audit Period ;’ | \
- July 20 to 30 June 2012 ]

J

Audit flnﬁmgs reflert co*ﬂd.lt.orp and documentation presented from
27 A'ugu st 2012 to 5 ‘October2012

Informatlon rep/thed externally by AGL after 5 October is reflected in
the rep')[fc to e/r),,sa/re currency



AUDIT SCOPE AND CRITERIA

Audit scope

Audit criteria

Scope is defined in a number of deve |opme"1t approvals
Performance : environmental ps frfor"nam,e ofthe de\{elopment,
including supporting systems a / ,
Conditions and L/cence complnance W|th relevant standards
performance measurras and'statUtory requirements

Reason,aule as_\urgnce of perfprmance,?nd compliance

V4
/

EPL 12001 A 3

Develovwment/prqect consents (10)

Petroleum Exploration Licence (PEL) No. 2

Petroleum Production Leases (PPL) No. 1, No. 2, No. 4, No. 5, No. 6
Pipeline Licence No. 30

Bore Water Licences



METHODOLOGY

Finding Definition

Conformance Conformance with all requirements of the condition.
Conformance Conformance with all requirements of the condition.
Improvement Additionziactions or a modified approach may lead to a
REEEER performance improvement.

Evidence was inadequate or absent for the audit criteria,
resulting in increased likelihood of potential harm to the
‘ environment, human health or corporate reputation.

Non- Evidence was inadequate or absent for the audit criteria,
Conformance resulting in a minor control exposure that is administrative in
Category 2 nature. The matter is unlikely to result in actual or potential

environmental, human health or reputational harm.

No Finding The condition was not activated during the audit period or
was closed in a previous audit period.
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AUDIT FINDINGS

= Positive findings:

EMS is effective in achieving Ieglslat.ve comollanLo and continual
improvement (\
Environmental control me ures a arg,ely/lmplemented

= Non-conformance Catepfory Audlt »-lnd~ngs

Air monitering 1“ \ \ A
Maln'r/enar‘eeand \opelatlon Qf plant and equipment
Independent audits. /

Regulatory autho/. It y consultation
Land subswenf

//
\

: Non—conforman‘"c”'e/Category 2 Audit Findings

Reporting
Noise management
Environmental Management Plan



environment

AIR MONITORING

.

= Air monitoring is to be undertaken at a defn‘ed frequency and the

sampling positions are to conform to fest method TM 1
< /

\\ 1 \\
"= Three non- conformancec l\.\IdE\V'ItIfIQd |/relat|on tor
- Continuous emussnpns/ oni ormg
- Quarterly samplinig |

- Sam ppr fg pos sitio n\s | i

/ \\ \«,.\\_" S , /,
i PreV|ou<\Iy reported matter—
\,k . /

\\\_'// //’/
o Recommem.atlod

- Resolve the above matters in consultation with the EPA




MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION OF PLANFAND
EQUIPMENT

= Maintaining and operating plant and equment in.a proper and
efficient manner is requirement of DA 75 4-2005 (condluon 17)
and EPL 12003 (conditior 02.1), \

/./ ,/ \ ) V'\'\
/ / \

" The EPAissued /-\GL1W|th a Wal ning Le\tter in relation to the
em|55|on/of foam and water durmg well workover operations at
well site/SLO3 on 17 May 2011~

- The [PA determmed that the degasser unit was not being operated
in a proper and efﬂuent manner

- Corrective-actions were undertaken by AGL to reduce the likelihood
of a reoccurrence

= Previously reported matter



INDEPENDENT AUDITS

Independent audit requirements include envlronn‘c'ntal
performance, assessment of visual l"npact landsmpmg,
compliance reporting, and health and saf ety hazards

On a number of occasions, munpendeu 1 aua/lts were not
conducted within the’ requned frequ\encv or submitted to the
Director-Generai wlthm the requwed umeframe

/

— }
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Recommen datlon
- Ensure suitably quallflea and approved professionals are engaged to
conduct the- a-'/dlts in accordance with the required frequency
- Engage auditors earIy enough to allow completion of the audit and
submission within the required timeframe



environment

REGULATORY AUTHORITY CONSULTATION|

o

= Consultation with nominated regulatory ¢ amhorltle& was not
consistently undertaken by AGL in af“cordan\e to- the consent

< 7 N\ \
requirements \ 3 N\ \
/ r/‘! 0 . \\\ - r :
- The EMP was not prepared En cor suIt fbn/wlth nominated
authorities / 7 "

- Evidence was not| prowded to ver |fy \onsultatlon occurred with the

Rural F/re Servwe \and CounC|Is in the p/reparatlon of the Emergency
Res p,onsrf Plan NN

| . g
| ~

\
o Recomm\end‘atlon/

- Engage\\mth norr'mated stakeholders in accordance with consent
conditions



LAND SUBSIDENCE

AGL was required to implement a program 10 mon itor any
potential land subsidence effects of ong -term eeractlon of gas
(and water) on the groundwater" resource. in the PAL 1 area
A Subsidence Report was p‘r‘eparee in npl‘l| 2007 by Mine
Subsidence Englneer/.ng£on<ultants Pty Ltd

- Report notes tha’q the risk of' sub5|dence Is almost negligible and

hence mon't Ing was hot comducted

Recomn'\endation ~——
- If AGLi is satlsfled based on expert opinion that no subsidence

momtor.ne is reqwred then they should seek to modify this
condition accordingly



CONCLUSIONS

=  Substantial compliance with the reIevant star\darm performance
measures and statutory requwemems ,;

* Three environmental inciden durlng he audit perloo “none of
which resulted in actual or p’)tentlal en\,lronmental harm

: Environméhtp. pc.formance may be |mproved by ensuring all
monltormg requwemeqts are cot npleted in accordance with
approved programs/ a*)d the conditions of consent

= Additional “a“”s‘sura"h'é'é would be provided through the timely
completion of independent audits as required by the development
consents/project approval
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