


Reference should require a full, cumulative assessment of whether this level of
groundwater extraction is sustainable before any approval.

Assessing the data centre on its own hides its true footprint: it relies on a gas pipeline
and is tied to a neighbouring ammonia project, and splitting these apart understates
the combined impact. I ask the NT EPA to require that the whole project and its
connected parts, including the gas pipeline and the ammonia plant, be assessed
together rather than piece by piece.

The studies supporting the referral are largely desktop-based and leave the creek
corridors and downstream areas unsurveyed. I ask that the NT EPA require field
surveys across the full project footprint, in appropriate seasons, before the scope
and level of assessment are locked in.

The project can clear or disturb up to 19,150 hectares, an area roughly 14 km across.
The NT EPA should require that the assessment be carried out against the full
maximum footprint, with any later reduction made a binding condition of approval
rather than an assumption.

This is determined native title country with significant cultural heritage, and
engagement has hardly started. The NT EPA should require that cultural heritage
assessment be led with Traditional Owners through the NLC, properly resourced,
and not rushed by a streamlined timeline.

I ask the NT EPA to ensure these matters are required in the Terms of Reference and
assessed in full before any decision is made. Thank you for considering my
submission.
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