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Doctors for the Environment Australia (DEA) is an independent, self-
funded, non-government organisation of medical doctors in all 

Australian States and Territories. Our members work across all 
specialities in community, hospital and private practices. We work to 

prevent and address the diseases - local, national and global - caused 
by damage to our natural environment. We are a public health voice in 

the sphere of environmental health with a primary focus on the health 

harms from pollution and climate change. 
 

Based upon our public health expertise DEA has made many 
submissions into unconventional gas developments and has attended 

several Parliamentary Committees:  
  

 DEA Submission to the Inquiry into Unconventional Gas (Fracking) 
– South Australia, January 2015. 
http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/Inquiry_into_Unconventional_G

as_SA_-_01-15.pdf   

 DEA Submission to the Review of Hydraulic Fracturing (Fracking) 

in Tasmania, December 2014. 
http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/Review_of_Hydraulic_Fracturin

g_%28Fracking%29_in_Tasmania_12-14.pdf   

 DEA Submission to the Hydraulic Fracturing Inquiry Northern 

Territory, May 2014. 
http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/DEA_Hydraulic_fracturing_in_N

T_inquiry_final.pdf   

 DEA Submission to the Inquiry into the Implications for Western 
Australia of Hydraulic Fracturing for Unconventional Gas, 

September 2013. 
http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/WA_Inquiry_into_Hydraulic_Fra

cturing_-_UG_Submission_09-13.pdf   

 DEA Submission on the Coal Seam Gas Activities in NSW by the 
Chief Scientist and Engineer, May 2013. 
http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/Review_of_CSG_in_NSW_-

_Chief_Scientist_Submission_05-13.pdf   

 DEA Submission to the Parliament of NSW Coal Seam Gas Inquiry, 

September 2011.  
http://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/prod/parlment/committee.nsf/0/f96d07673

2225603ca25791b00102098/$FILE/Submission 0412.pdf   

 DEA Submission to the Federal Senate Inquiry into the 

management of the Murray Darling Basin impacts of CSG, June 
2011. 
http://dea.org.au/images/uploads/submissions/MDB_CSG_Senate_submission_

June_2011.pdf   
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DEA welcomes the opportunity to contribute to the Terms of Reference 
of the Environmental Impact Statement for the APA Group’s NT Link 

Project. Our position is based solely on our duty to examine the 
evidence and speak out to benefit the present and future health of our 

patients, the community.  
 

We were limited by the short time frame of the opportunity, given our 

national structure and the importance of expert advice and stakeholder 
consultation. We are grateful for the extension granted. 

 
DEA asks governments to consider the public health impacts and health 

costs to present and future generations of their policies. This is 
particularly relevant to the Northern Territory (NT) as we make key 

decisions and create policy settings that will determine our energy 
supply and economic directions. We recommend that The Environmental 

Protection Authority conduct a full Health Impact Assessment in accord 
with existing agreements. 

 
DEA members in NT have particular exposure to Aboriginal people, 

because of the high burden of disease of Aboriginal Australians who 
make up around 1/3 of the NT population. This gives us a unique 

understanding of NT Aboriginal people, particularly those who remain on 

their homelands where they have lived and sustained livelihoods for 
thousands of generations. While we cannot speak for Aboriginal people, 

we can speak for our knowledge of how their health is determined, 
including access to land, water, energy, social services and health care. 

 
 

Issues of concern within the proposed 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 
 

2.1 General information 
 
In addition to the items identified, an economic justification for the 

project is required in the setting of its association with gas extraction. 
 

The assumption in the introduction that there is a need for the NEGI to 
meet energy demands on the eastern seaboard requires evidence which 

underpins the entire project. If energy demands on the eastern 
seaboard can be met more efficiently without this project then the 

considerable investment involved over decadal time frames could be 

better used elsewhere.  
 

In particular full cost accounting should be used and it would be prudent 
to include review of the latest international predictions on the 

unconventional gas price trajectory and on the surge to replace fossil 
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fuels with renewable energy, in effect a risk assessment of the entire 
project becoming a stranded asset must be assessed. 

 
In addition, the current status of regulation of natural gas extraction in 

NT is under assessment following the recommendations of the Hawke 
Inquiry into Hydraulic Fracturing in NT. Should regulation of Hydraulic 

Fracturing in NT be highly effective and demanding, then the costs may 

make this non-viable, leaving this project unfeasible. 
 

 

2.2 Project Components 
 
Additional inclusions should include reference to emergency response 

should there be leakage, explosion or other incident that risks the well-

being of local environments or populations. Since the likely route of the 
pipeline is through regions of limited resources and surveillance this 

requires additional investment to identify and respond appropriately to 
any event. While the current EIS includes provision for shutdown, we 

believe that provision should also be made for emergency response to 
various incidents that lead to leakage or explosion, including cleaning 

up and rehabilitating affected lands and people. Some elements of this 
are mentioned under 5.7.3 Mitigation; however these should be 

considered as key Project Components in addition to elements of Risk 
Mitigation.  

 
 

2.2.2 Workforce and Accommodation 
 
Since this project will pass through Aboriginal lands and 

disproportionately affect Aboriginal people, some quota for local 
Aboriginal employment should be considered to enhance the possibility 

of Aboriginal community benefit from the project. 
 

 

2.5 Alternatives 
 

Both in Australia and globally the importance of renewable energy 
sources is being recognised as we respond to the urgent need to 

mitigate climate change. This EIS should note such alternatives, as part 
of its core environmental impact assessment. As noted above, with 

growing use of renewable energies there will be less demand for gas 
and dramatically reduced need for the proposed pipeline. The possibility 

for stranded assets and associated environmental degradation is a key 

to comprehensive assessment of alternatives.  
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3. Existing Environment and 5.1 Risk Assessment 

Approach 
 

The section on Existing Environment mentions climate, “including 
rainfall patterns [magnitude and seasonality], temperature, humidity, 

wind, climate extremes, and any seasonal conditions (e.g. floods or 

dust storms)” in reference to the existing environment, and how it may 
influence timing and/or construction methods etc. However climate 

change is altering many of these components, particularly risks of 
extreme events, changes in rainfall, and risks of flooding. These should 

be accounted for in the EIS, as the project may be vastly altered under 
some of the models particularly as a result of flooding or severe 

destructive storms and cyclones.  
 

 

5.1 Risk assessment Approach 
 

We remind the proponent that risk assessment is an essential part of 
the health impact assessment (HIA) and in addition to matters referred  

to earlier in the report such as explosion, the health risks of 
unconventional gas to communities must be assessed 

 
 

5.2 Information Requirements 
 
This should also include reference to guidelines for health impact 

assessment.   
 

 

5.3 Cumulative impacts 
 

This is a very realistic approach and is supported. A specific concern 
that should be addressed as a cumulative effect is the impact of this 

pipeline in facilitating high volume hydraulic fracturing for 
unconventional gas. While regulation of fracking is currently being 

reviewed, this project is intimately interrelated, and the cumulative 
impact of both these developments will impact on landscape, and 

biophysical and social systems, should be addressed.    
 

 

5.5.4 Monitoring 
 

Baseline measurements of all ground water and aquifers that fall within 
the aegis of the project should have baseline measurements to enable 

interpretation of later data. 
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5.8 Socio-economic 
 
Essentially this is also part of HIA and should be included in this stand 

alone HIA section (see below). 
 

 

7. General Advice on the Environment al Impact 
Statement 
 
DEA supports the content, structure, format and style required in these 

Terms of Reference, noting in particular the requirements that the EIS 
be stand-alone, is a health impact assessment not requiring access to 

other reports, that it be understandable to the general reader, and that 

it include an Executive Summary with brief outline. 
 

We look forward to the opportunity of commenting on the EIS. 


