























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































v’ participate in the gas processing hubs development — through direct
service businesses as well as providing construction and operation

labour

v' manage and sustain Country — by ensuring environmental and cultural
impacts are managed consistent with our Healthy Country objectives.
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A  Maret Islands option

We Uunguu also would consider an LNG development on the Maret Islands.
While this has been passed over as a gas processing hub site under the NDT
process due to the limited land availability (360 hectares), we are still willing to
negotiate with a proponent to establish gas processing facilities on the Islands.

Al Economic benefits

Economic benefits from selection of the Maret Islands also would accrue to
LNG proponents, to Uunguu and to the community.

A.1.1  Economic benefits for proponents

Economic benefits for proponents include:

* as with Anjo Peninsula — planning certainty, security of tenure and our
commitment to LNG development

* favourable site economics — albeit constrained in footprint area to around
360 hectares of usable land for gas processing — such that it would suit a
single operator LNG hub

* reduced pipeline expenditutes compared to options outside of the region
such as Darwin or the Burrup Peninsula, as well as compared to the other
short-listed sites.

A.1.2 Economic benefits for Yunguu

Development oppottunities arising from a Maret Islands development are

similar to Anjo Peninsula:

* provides for an LNG industrialisation opportunity on the fringe of our
Wunambal Gaambera Country, supporting a sustainable ‘leap forward’,
through a sustainable project agreement income stream as well as potential
employment and business opportunities, while minimising impacts on
Country.

A.1.3 Economic benefits for the community

Economic benefits (costs) for the community relate to company tax and
Petroleum Resource Rent Taxation (PRRT) net benefits. These would be
maximised with a Maret Islands hub up to the capacity of the hub — some 30
Mtpa of LNG — but could be constrained thereafter.

Any effects on the tourism industry in Wunambal Gaambera Country would
be minimal and are manageable.
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A.2 Environmental benefits

The environmental impacts of a Maret Islands gas hub are likely to be
compatable to the short-listed sites. All the sites have a range of relative
advantages and disadvantages."

A.3 Social benefits

Maret Islands offer a similar social impact to the Anjo Peninisula — being on
fringe of our Country. A gas processing hub in this location would support out
social development . For this reason, the Maret Islands are supported as a
location.

17 Gaffney, Cline and Associateds 2008, Site Evaluation Criteria Matrix - Environmental, Prepared
for the Northern Development Taskforce, www.doir.gov.au, Appendix 11.
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Site Evaluation Submissions,
Northern Development Taskforce, t?agrlgmmﬂpwgtgngugr!ulm
Department of Industry and Resources,

100 Plain Street, East Perth, WA, 6004

Dear Sirs
RE: PUBLIC COMMENT ON THE PROPOSED LNG HUB ON THE KIMBERLEY MAINLAND

The Tourism Council of Western Australia (TCWA) is the peak independent body for Tourism in the state,
representing over 700 tourism industry members and as such has a major stake in proposed developments for
major tourism destinations such as Broome and the Kimberley.

Tourism is vital to our state’s economy contributing a visitor spend in WA of $3.7 billion directly and $3.4 billion
indirectly, totalling $7 billion (source: STCRC} to our State’s GDP. Tourism directly employs approximately 46,000
workers and indirectly over 34,000 (source: STCRC).

The visitor spend in Broome this past year {2008) was $242 million. In addition visitors spent $300 million in the
Kimberley (source: Tourism Research Australia). There are nearly 500 tourism business’ in Broome and
approximately 900 in the Kimberley in total, with the industry in this region steadily growing each year.

TCWA believes tourism is an industry that if nurtured, will ensure the sustainability of our State’s economy, far
beyond current mining interests. We seek to have all levels of government understand the significant benefits
Tourism can bring to the local and state economy and the communities like Broome and others in the Kimberley.

The State Government appointed Northern Development Taskforce has spent considerable time and money with
consultants and local indigenous groups looking at possible sites on the Kimberley coastline for the LNG Hub. In
its first report, which has taken two years, it proposes numerous sites for the proposed LNG Hub: Nine {9} sites
previously determined by the oil and gas industry, plus an additional two.

Tourism Council of Western Australia’s newly elected President Paul King, who has business interests in Broome
through his company Seashells Hospitality Group, called a meeting of Broome Tourism Industry Stakeholders last
Monday 3™ November to discuss the major issues affecting tourism in the Kimberley Region and around Broome.

The stakeholders who attended the meeting are listed as an Attachment A to this submission.

1 Resort Drive Burswood | PO Box 91 Burswood WA 6100 | Tel: (08) 9416 0700 | Fax: {08) 9472 0111
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The main topic for discussion was the proposed LNG Hub on the tourlsm COU nCII

Kimberley mainland along with other topical developments in the the wadce of Locnisme western australia
Kimberley including the Berkley River ‘eco camp’.

Paul King also caught up with Malcolm Douglas before the meeting who expressed his views on the best |ocation
for the LNG site, detailed later in this report.

Following are the key comments and concerns of the Kimberley Tourism Industry Stakeholders who attended the
meeting.

BACKGROUND

We have read the NDT Site Evaluation Report Part A & B and whilst we note the report is very thorough in many
areas it does not specifically detail much at all about the tourism impacts other than the comments made in
Section 5.4 of Part B. We do agree with all the comments made in section 5.4 particularly as to the maintenance
of the character and fabric of Broome and the pristine and unique Kimberly coastline.

TCWA is aware that the reserves identified in the Browse Basin off the Kimberley coast are the largest oil
discoveries since Bass Strait, with greater gas reserves than the North West shelf.

The Browse Basin project worth over One (1) Trillion dollars to the economy will create employment, sustain
regional and indigenous development, and importantly, if managed properly, will support tourism.

The project is to incorporate modern environmental practices and assist the funding of Infrastructure State wide.
It will need to be strategically managed with due care but not be delayed by bureaucratic inactivity and
indecision.

The LNG Hub should be located within a manageable distance from Broome and Derby that would allow it to be
effectively serviced, yet distant enough {greater than 50km or up to an hour from Broome) for it to have minimal
impact on the Kimberley lifestyle.

The LNG plant would require a 1 km square area and should be up to 5 km inland. There are several areas on the
Dampier Peninsula that meet this criterion, that if selected would also allay Tourism industry concerns.

TCWA and the Broome Stakeholders recognise that the LNG Hub can, through its operations, contribute to
increased corporate travel and air services, which will also serve to underwrite existing services that also sustain
the Tourism Industry, generate discounted air fares and stimulate more opportunities for tourism to the Region.
The traffic generated by the proposed LNG project may also lead to new services to and from Broome including
services to new destinations, such as Cairns, Brisbane and Singapore.

1 Resort Drive Burswood | PO Box 91 Burswood WA 6100 | Tel: (08) 9416 0700 | Fax: {08) 9472 0111
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BENEFITS of LNG HUB

There was overall consensus that the proposed hub for the tourlsm COunCII

Kimberley would provide extensive economic and social benefits the vaice af taariame westem australia
to the region.

It was also agreed that the Tourism Industry and Oil and Gas Industry could operate in harmony.

TCWA and the Kimberley tourism stakeholders saw this project as an opportunity to forge positive
mutually beneficial relationships with oil and gas companies such as Woadside. Developing partnerships
that would buoy both industries — a precedent not seen in the Pilbara.

This is a great opportunity for strong regional employment, in particular indigenous employment, for
communities throughout the Dampier Peninsula and the Kimberley. This also should attract funding from
‘Royalties for Regions’.

The royalties flowing into the WA Government from a LNG Hub would allow the Government to fund
increases in major services induding Police Services and Law and Order, Education and Training
{particularly in Tourism and Indigenous training) and Regional Health. The funds could also assist in
developing much needed infrastructure for the Kimberley, including a safe boat harbour and airport
facilities to support increased air services.

This project, if located in WA and the Kimberley, would further enhance Western Australia’s world
standing and reputation as a key global energy provider.

The WA Government may also consider accessing a proportion of this gas supply, to supplement and
support Perth and the South West. Tourism in this state was greatly adversely impacted by the Varanus
Island gas explosion .

Power stations using gas rather than coal have a greatly reduced output of Co2.

MAJOR CONCERNS of LNG HUB

The major concern was to ensure this process incorporated considered strategic planning to:

Protect - the tourism value of the historic pearling town of Broome.

Protect the wilderness and indigenous value of Kimberley Region which are vital to tourism sustainability
in the region, Nature based and indigenous experiences are also key promotional and tourism growth
platforms for Tourism Western Australia and Tourism Australia.

Protect the social fabric of this small and culturally diverse community. There was also concern that an
unprecedented surge of contract workers and disposable income could place undue pressure on this
small community and detract from Broome’s character and the attractive cultural, historical and
environmental draw-cards of the town. Of key concern was that these stakeholders did not want their
community to turn into another Karratha or Port Hedland.

An LNG location on the Dampier Peninsula must be supported from 8reome and not be allowed to be a
fly —in/fly-out operation that would provide no economic or social benefits to the Kimberley community.
The wrong [acation too far from Broome could encourage the establishment of another independent Jet
strip that would encaurage Fly in Fly out that would impact negatively on Broome’s existing airport
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PREFERRED SITE

After considerable discussion after quickly short listing two sites it tou rlsm CounC[l

was agreed by these key Tourism industry Stakeholders that the vhe uaice of Loundam western australia
preferred site for the proposed LNG Hub is James Price Point — to the North of Broome - as also
nominated by Kimberley MLA Carol Martin {Broome Advertiser, Thursday October 23, 2008).

Malcolm Douglas considered this as his second preference after the North Head site.
Jamaes Price Point was nominated at the preferred site because -

® |t was the best option to preserve the tourism value and social fabric of Broome

* Had the |east impact on the wilderness and indigenous value of the region

* North Head, previously mentioned in the press, was too far from Broome. The stakeholders were
concerned that it was likely that a new airport would be built, having a negative impact on corporate and
tourism traffic and business to Broome airport and Broome,

In closing, this project is most likely to engage not only the Premier but the whole of cabinet so we trust that the
Tourism issues addressed in this submission will be recognised and considered when granting any approvals for
an initial LNG site or any additional sites. Woe also impress on government to champion the preservation of the
tourism, wilderness and indigenous value of this extremely unique and pristine region of the north Kimberley
coast.

Paul King TCWA President can be reached on pking@seashells.com.au or mobile 0418928550
Yours Sincerely

TOURISM COUNCIL WA

L

Graham Moss

CHEIF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
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ATTACHMENT A
tourlsm councn

aom Locrddee western australia
Broome tourism industry stakeholders in attendance at Cable Beach Club
Meeting 3" November 2008:-

Paul King President TCWA

Sue Knowles Interested Observer

Peter Trembath General Manager North Star Cruises

Ron (SOS) Johnson Former Broome Shire and C of Commerce President
Gail Gower General Manager Marketing Broome & The Kimberly Holidays
Glen Chidlow CEO Australia North West

Graham Campbell Broome Shire President

Craig Howson Director North Star Cruises

Nick Belyea CEOC Broome International Airport

Robert Banfield MD Willie Creek Pearls

Matthew Clowes 2 IC Cable Beach Club

Zeeta Files Manager Broome Visitor Centre

Bill Reed Owner Linney’s Broome
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'HOPKINS, Nick

From: Roger {collessr@bigpond.net.au]
Sent: Tuesday, 11 November 2008 2:47 PM
To: HOPKINS, Nick

Subject: LNG Site Selection

Hello Nick. | thought that as a current tourism operator since 1999 and one who has been in the oil and gas industry
for many years also, | should voice my opinion, aibeit not a full submission. | am an advocate for an LNG facility close
to the township of Broome, most likely at Price’s Point.

There is a point of view that a close in facility will create more social problems than it fixes. Well for my part, there
will never be a panacea for the social issues that we have in the north west. If we do nothing, the social problems will
inevitably grow beyond our ability to address them: if we follow a line of thought that the Broome Chamber of
Commerce is putting forward, we will at least have an improvement in these issues, though there will still be a glaring
visible presence of the problems which, unfortunately, some people will latch on to and criticise openly and
vociferously, blaming the continuing problems on the presence of a growing economy.

Regarding the LNG Hub "patch”, | spent 14 years both offshore Karratha and in the township. Almost everyone who
came into the town as visitors asked where the LNG facilities were. They had to make a special trip to the site to be
even aware that one existed, and yes, Woodside and the Karratha Visitor Centre capitalised on this with the
construction of a well placed and aesthetically pleasing visitor centre overlooking the facility. It is another amazing
dimension to the otherwise untouched pristine wilderness beyond its borders. There is too much black and white in the
antagonists points of view where the LNG hub will "completely destroy the environment". It won't! If one views the
future LNG complex on a GoogleEarth overview, it will present itself as the smallest footprint along the entire Kimberle)
coastline; nothing will be seen out to sea with the distance at lease 300km to the nearest production platform, though
there will be an increase in the shipping in and out of a loading facility. From my experience, this does not frighten
away the whales and other sea creatures, nor have | heard of any being damaged by the passage of shipping in their
environments.

In the offshore environment where the oil and gas platforms are constructed, and along the pipelines where these
might be on the seabed rather than buried under it, there now exists the most wonderfully “natural” marine eco
systems. Onshore, the LNG facilities are not an eyesore, belching huge clouds of toxic fumes into the atmosphere.
Certainly in older facilities, there was the need to have a flare for safety and purging reasons which, every now and
then, blew down the "slugs" from the piping within the facility for a few minutes. Now, with the growth of better
technology, there need be no visible emissions; Australia's record for lack of oil spills is excellent, more particularly
from offshore facilities; and any tourism activities up and down the coastline will be only lightly impacted. If anything, it
will show just how modern economic development can synergistically co-exist with the pristine nature around it. | am
sure that the greater majority of people would much prefer a single LNG hub than an equivalent power output from
5,000 wind generators along their coastlines.

Kind regards

Roger Colless

Director

Broome Hovercraft

Ph: 0418844686
broomehovercraft@bigpond.com
www.broomehovergraft.com.au

12/11/2008
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SELECTION OF SITE FOR LNG HUB

- 1 am a businessman in Broome and have lived here for over 20 years. | am on the committee
of a couple of organizations that have or will put in a submission but | express my views here
as an individual.

The three southern sites have the potential to deliver substantial economic benefit to
Broome, however | believe that the James Price Point site is too close to Broome and would
~adversely impact on the lifestyle of its residents. Rumour has it that the Gourdon Bay site is
barely feasible for reasons of cost so | would support the North Head site if that was the
case.

I have concerns about negative social and tourism impacts however | believe that they could
be minimized if government could be proactive in releasing land ahead of demand for a
change. Changes to Landcorp’s practices and mandate would be necessary. Marine

" infrastructure would need to be upgraded. Native Title has yet to be resolved and would
become a priority to prevent development delays. Heritage issues also cause delays as there
are currently no effective means of resolution in the usual case of dispute. That could be
addressed after May 2009. Employment opportunities and relevant training, particularly for
local aboriginal people, would be a very important part of the trade-off for loss of amenity.

* The impact on the tourism industry would be largely negative primarily because tourism
accommodation would to some extent be lost to industry, however full time, well paid jobs
in the oil and gas sector including supporting industries would further diversify Broome’s
economy whereas the tourism industry generally pays less and has seasonal downturns.

There would be a need for a strategy supported by government to safeguard the tourism
. industry both in Broome and on the Dampier Peninsula so that the economy is diversified
and strengthened and not totally transformed to the detriment of lifestyle of its residents
and the public perception of Broome.

Michael Dunnett
Tel: 08 9192 2288 Mob: 0417 921 076

Email: mike.dunnett@westnet.com.au
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HOPKINS, Nick _

_ B
From: Graeme J Macarthur JP [distours@tpg.com.au]
Sent: Tuesday, 11 November 2008 11:46 AM
To: HOPKINS, Nick
Subject: site evaluation gas plant.

Dear Sir,

Having read the site evaluation report on the proposed gas
processing plant I wish to make the following brief submission.

Firstly, as a resident of the Kimberley for some thirty four
years I have seen many changes cccur. During this period I have been
involved within the community having held the following positions
during that perioed.

President of the Halls Creek Shire Council

President of The Kimberley Regional Tourism Association

President of the Negri Picnic Race Club

President of the Halls Creek Agricultural Society

Member of the Kimberley Regicnal Advisory Committee

Justice of the peace

Member of the Children's Court of Western Australia.

I have been invelved in the cattle industry, having managed
stations both in the Northern Territory and in the Kimberley region
of Western Australia.

This was a profession of my choosing as I have a great love for the
wide open spaces and nature as a whole. In more recent years I set up
and still operate today Discover The Kimberley Tours, a business
whose financial success is reliant on the natural beauty that the
Kimberley wilderness has to offer. A unique wilderness of outstanding
beauty both inland and along it's pristine coastline. A resocurce that
must be preserved as far as is practical for future generations to
absorb and enjoy.

Having expressed my concern for the unique resource that the
Kimberley has to offer in it's natural beauty and remoteness, I also
believe that controlled and careful development of scme of our
outstanding resource opportunities must be allowed to continue in a
guided and contrclled manner.

The development of the proposed gas hub is in my opinion one
such resource that must be developed for the benefit of all
concerned.

I wish to comment on the proposed sites for the gas hub, having
after due consideration eliminated all but two of those sites. These
remaining sites are North Head and James Price Point.

North Head has a lot of potential as outlined in the report,
however it is my second choice as I believe it's development and
operation would cause more social disruption to a number of
aboriginal out camps and to the people of Beagle Bay itself. It is
also further from the economic hub of Broome with it's port and
international airport.

James Price Point, although being one of my favourite places to
visit, would in my opinion cause less disruption, as there are no out
camps nearby that will be impacted. It is closer to Broome and as
such has an eccnomic advantage over North Head.

Kimberley people love it's wilderness and remoteness, however
controlled economic development such as the proposed gas hub will
provide economic advantages that may in fact assist in funding the
preservation of the country that its residence and visitors love.

Yours Faithfully

..... @ %+ & 8 4 8 E 2 s s E s s s e s

Graeme J. Macarthur J.P.





