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Theme / Issue 
Listen to the locals of the issue that need to be addressed. Making decisions out of Perth most 
have no idea and if and when things don't go to plan are too far away and it has no effect on them. 
Last time a decision was made on a similar project in our area, the people making the final 
decision did not or did not want to listen to a major concern, and we have had an example of the 
issue, and the gas plant operators ran, and the locals were there to sort the problem.  
There needs to be a proper process that listens to community concerns as well as any positive 
feedback. This does not mean it is a drawn out process. A timely decision is of benefit to all those 
impacted by this development, either directly or indirectly. Understanding the impact to those 
living within the community is paramount. Minimising the impact to those who do not directly 
benefit from the development must be considered. 
Much of this farm has been overused by past owners and I’m happy to see it used for this plant 
as well as Hancock’s other enterprises. 
This time low productive agricultural land has been picked (Tick).  
No or very little native vegetation needs to be cleared (Tick). 
It is important that consideration is given to soil type as well as land use. This application is for 
development on poorer quality soil, unlike the alternative Lockyer proposed development which 
is more productive agricultural land. This development also appears to require a lesser removal 
of natural bushland which is an important environmental factor. 
It is very important to us that the extraction of gas and potentially oil, in this prime agricultural 
region does not create limitations to current and future agricultural pursuits through accident, 
mismanagement or neglect. 
The development should be in an area that has minimal visual impact to third parties living within 
proximity of the vicinity that have no connection to the proponents of the development.  
The report states visual impact is measured from roads, and it was also recorded as neighbours, 
from our back door. It should be noted that we have direct, uninterrupted views of the proposed 
plant from a great many parts of our property, where we conduct our day-to-day operations. 
Currently the site is not great visually due to the land being overused by previous owners. 
It’s important that the proponent follows all fire safety precautions and have the tools and training 
to assist with bushfires on the land and surrounds. 
This risk was completely ignored last time a similar proposal was approved and the decision 
makers had no idea. When things go wrong the locals are first to respond, we are needed. No 
Government agency has the resources to help. 
Bushfire safety is of utmost importance with the development of any site in rural areas, whether 
that is areas of bushland or farmland. 
Bushfire safety requires a community effort from all owners/operators in the area. This requires 
the operator to not only have a bushfire plan specific to the property, but to take into account 
times for conducting high risk activity or times where there is low volunteer response. Activities 
include road traffic to and from the plant sparking fires in poor conditions, particularly during 
times where there are few farmers on properties to respond. 
As the closest neighbours to a camp housing a changing population, with numbers in the building 
phase equivalent to our entire community and its surrounds, we are acutely aware of the 
limitations that exist in emergencies. These don’t need to be the large-scale events covered in 
generic planning documents, but simply the effect of the rapid introduction of concentrated 
occupants to a sparsely populated area. 
Giving back to the local area is one of our top priorities. Towns are growing smaller and funds 
from large projects ensure towns can provide services to all community members. 
Consult with those most affected: Local landowners first and local government second. The 
developer should offer a leg up not a handout. 
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Community benefits extend to the local businesses in surrounding towns having the realistic 
opportunity to contribute to and benefit from the development and should continue in its 
operational phase. It is important to consider local resources and how they may be utilised for 
the tangible benefit of the local community. Being involved in the community, as well as injecting 
funds is very important. Small country towns are struggling with a decline in population and 
resources. It is important any business that is extracting a product from our local areas 
contributes substantially to the sustainability of that community not aide its decline. 
Due to the nature of the self-contained camps, we feel there is very little benefit to our 
community, unless it is specifically and strongly campaigned for in isolated scenarios. Gas and 
oil are a limited resource, extracted in a short space of time, unlike generations of agricultural 
production that builds, maintains and supports the community. 
I appreciate that Hancock has taken the time to do local information sessions, have an office in 
Mingenew and employed a local staff member, which show they are on the right path for our 
community. 
I am strongly in favour of locating the workers’ camp within the townsite, so the project delivers 
direct economic and social benefits to the Mingenew community. 
Local road networks are not robust, and in certain seasons are already under strain from 
essential, time critical cartage with heavy haulage vehicles. Additionally, the crossing at the 
western end of Milo Road is frequently impassable for extended periods. This creates increased 
risk from drivers unfamiliar with the road, conditions and seasonal changes, and further 
degrades the roads with significantly increased heavy haulage. 
Road safety considerations to access the site must be considered when considering this 
development especially as a preference location to the proposed Lockyer development. This 
development has far greater access safety compared to the Lockyer development. This is in 
relation to both site access off minor roads as well as access to a more major highway for 
transportation during and after the development phase. 
I do not support the first proposed location due to concerns around dust, noise, visual pollution 
and the potential impact on neighbours. I live less than 2.5km from the first proposed production 
facility and am uncomfortable with its proximity to both my residence and my business.  
I support the second proposed location and believe it would result in fewer community impacts 
overall. 
This development has a lesser number of families, unrelated to the development, living in 
proximity to the development than the Lockyer project. I am in support of the development on 
the proviso the Lockyer development proposal does not proceed in addition to this development, 
which should be permanently rescinded with no contingency clauses. This development has the 
capability for future expansion with minimal impact. 
Unlike workers on roster, we live and work within close proximity of the plant 24/7, and are 
concerned about the relevance of emission criteria, especially for Formaldehyde and PM2.5. 
Sandplain Creek and its ability to feed into Irwin River is mentioned in the report, but details of 
mitigating risk are vague. We believe regular, thorough and specific ground water monitoring, 
before, during and after operations is essential – and results should be made public. Our own 
testing has shown that the quality of our groundwater is currently exceptional. 
The environmental report shows weather data used from Morawa Airport. We question the 
validity of the results, particularly those relying on rainfall and wind data, as the location the 
proposed plant experiences significantly different weather from the data used. For example, the 
report quotes an annual rainfall of approximately 100mm less per year, than we as neighbours 
record. Our position is obviously significantly more coastal, creating far different wind patterns. 
If emission, noise and water impacts are assessed based on incorrect assumptions, the results 
cannot be reliable. 

 


