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extending the time of that hearing to allow us to more fully express the views of CPR Inc and those
members of the community who have approached us and asked us to speak on their behalf.

Please find attached to this letter those documents requested by the Committee in support of the
evidence we gave.

We have also attached as a separate set of documents, information we can find regarding the $34
million request made by TRE to the Federal Government for funding to build the gas fired power
station and data warehouses:

5" February 2009 - Technical Real Estate - submission to the Senate Finance and Public
Administration Committee - TRE are unable to obtain either debt or equity funding from the market
so are seeking Federal Government sponsorship

5™ June 2009 - Canberra Times - No clients for Hume data centre, quoting TRE Director Andrew
Campbell “You don't build a $50 million building and hope that somebody is going to come.”

We note that there is not, in the documents we have filed, specifically a $34 million figure
mentioned. We would therefore request to withdraw the figure of $34 million pending the
discovery of where this figure came from and apologise if this figure, which currently cannot be
supported by evidence, has caused any confusion to this process.

We have been, as a group, discussing the questions put to the representatives of CPR Inc by the
Committee, specifically how the consultation system can be improved and what we hope to gain by
requesting an apology from Mr Stanhope. As a consequence we would like to take this opportunity
to answer those points.

Ms Le Couteur mentioned on a number of occasions her interest specifically in the consultation
process and how this could be improved. We would suggest the following may assist:

* A group formed from ACTPLA, with expertise in development, construction, town planning
and community consultation, which identifies and assesses ‘extra-ordinary’ developments —
prior to developers filing a developmerit application.

o Potential Developers to be encouraged to present ‘extra-ordinary development’
concept plans to the group — in the case were early filing of these plans may open
developers up to rival development bids, thought should be given to allocating a
level of legislative protection to potential developers at this stage.

o This group should sit under the independence of ACTPLA but with a specific purpose
of facilitating good planning — rather than merely facilitating the development of



large projects — and ensuring that these “extra-ordinary” projects are dealt with. - ' :
efficiently and effectively by supporting: o
= Cost/benefit analysis based on Community/local and Canberra wide
= |dentifying potential environmental issues L
= |dentifying potential Aboriginal cultural heritage and archaeological issues
L ‘Developing early financial viability studies
=  Reviewing land application choices
= Supporting and overseeing early community engagement
= . Ensuring the accurate interpretation of the Territory Plan and potential
areas of concern or clash with the National Capital Plan — both of which are
open to developers and members of the public to negotiate
» Supporting planners and community to negotiate differences
= Sitting as an independent overseer to co-ordinate early reviews of
supporting papers filed in respect of matters concerning health,
environment and well being of the Canberra community
o The definition of such developments should be created by ACTPLA, with in-put from
CMD, LDA and community groups and should, amongst other things, create a
definition of “state significant” and create a concept of what is a development
potentially for community benefit.
* The creation of an independent unit to support interested community members to engage in
reviewing and responding to potential developments or changes to the Territory Plan.
o This unit should be funded and supported by the government and should be
accountable to the committee and legislative assembly process.
o The unit should fall with the Ombudsman’s responsibility to review and fall under
the judicial review process.
o This unit should provide a service that is both practical and instructive
* This “community consultation unit” to identify specific areas and community groups within
Canberra which require more targeted information — for example identifying an area of
potential development and using a variety of communication strategies within the
potentially affected area to engage all citizens, including email, letter box, booths at local
shopping centres etc
* This unit to review consultation within the ACT on a broader basis and to report to the full
Assembly regarding necessary changes or improvements based on research conducted
within the ACT.

Changes to Broadacre and Wildlife Corridors

* Areview of the current ‘Broadacre’ land with a view to changing the Territory Plan to define
and protect existing horse paddocks as recreational and environmentally necessary areas.

* To creating a meaningful consultation with citizens around how Canberra should be
developed and how Broadacre should be used.

e To review specifically the wildlife corridors with a view to protecting these from
encroachment by potential industrialisation plans



Removal of centralised government in planning.

A removal of the ability for CMD and other centralised government bodies to become
directly involved via land selection, advertising, explicit and implicit support etc to any
development which has not been through a community consultation process.

The removal of ACTPLA from the direct influence of CMD and other centralised government
process. .

Where the above is not possible, the creation of an easier system of review for members of
the pub'lic. [the current system of Judicial Review is expensive and negates most community
members from accessing even if their facts and reasoning are sound — consideration be
given to a legally aided Judicial Review accessible via a preliminary judicial merit review
system for planning disputes which fall under the ‘extra-ordinary development’ definition.]
The community be supported either via a financial grant system or information system to
review and dissect complex planning issues — this could be a function of the community
engagement unit and should be independent of the CMD or government

When the government uses its ‘call in powers’ or uses legislation to pass a development —
these powers to be automatically reviewed by the Judicial Review system as an independent
reviewing body to ensure that ‘due process’ has been used.

EIS and HIA

Where an Environmental Impact Study is called for within the current planning legislation —
the ability for the community or other interested body, such as the Environmental
Protection Agency, to oversee the independence, expert standard and veracity of the study
presented.

Consideration to be given to allowing Federal Review of “extra-ordinary developments”

which have a potential negative effect on Australia’s environment — such as a gas fired
power station. '

Health officials to be appointed — and to remain appointed — to review data and reports
which indicate potential health issues. ' '

EIS and HIA reports to be presented to members of the public.

The Role of The Auditor General

The role of the Auditor General to be enhanced and adequately financially supported by the
legislative assembly
o Enhancement of the role would include the government having to give, to the
Assembly and public, considered reasons why it would not adhere to
recommendations made within an Auditor General’s report
o The ability for Opposition or the Auditor General to refer the refusal of the
Government to adhere to recommendations to an independent body such as a legal
tribunal for review and possible censor of an abstaining government
o In acknowledging the flat level of government within the ACT and therefore the
important independent position held by the Auditor General - The Auditor General’s
role to be adequately financially supported in order to fulfil her functions.



o Review of financial and other resource funding increases and decreases to the role
of the Auditor General to.be considered by a body independent of a majority
government — perhaps including all parties. ;

o Any negative comments made by the Government in respect of the Auditor
General’s role to be carefully considered by the full Assembly [in view of the
importance of the role of the Auditor General and the ability to undermine the
accountability and power of this important role by denigration and disrespect.]

The importance to the Community of an apology by Mr Stanhope

* Mr Stanhope should apologise for his mistreatment and misinformation used against all
members of the community who, having reviewed the development plans of the gas fired
power station, did not support that development.

o This would go someway to showing the community that the present government
had reflected on their previous involvement with this development and was now
able and willing to create better relationships between the government and
community members

o An apology would encourage community members to engage in future
developments requiring community engagement, and would demonstrate to
community members that their voice would be heard and respected.

o An apology would give a clear message to business developers and others that the
community not only had a right but a duty to have its voice heard

o The community would feel that its role and contribution to good planning within
Canberra had been acknowledged in a positive way.

In addition, we would like to make a brief response to those government and business units who
responded to CPR Inc’s submission to the Committee.

We received comments by various members of the community group we represent and the basis of
these being they would have preferred those government and industry groups to have read as
accurately and closely our submissions to the DA's, HIA and EIS as they appear to have done with
this Committee submission.

We noted that while they held us to a high standard of providing evidence to back our statements,
they felt no compulsion to do the same. Our evidence for all our statements is contained throughout
our submissions to the three DA's, the HIA and the EIS taken from that evidence available to us.

We are happy therefore to apologise for using any misquoted statement from the press (as in the
case of Ms Meredith Hunter) and believe the press should be held to account for passing erroneous
information to the community.

We also apologise for the simple mistake of calling Mr Costello "Chair of ACTEW". The letter from
ACTEW however merely states we were wrong and in fact Mr Costello held the position of managing
director of ACTEW.



ACTEW even attach their letter to CPR Inc stating they had nothing to do with the project. It may
have been more honest had ACTEW continued to expand that the correct title for his position of
"managing director" carries a great deal of authority, and that there are emails and letters in the
public arena signed by Mr Costello as "managing director of ACTEW" dealing with this project from
2007 and early 2008 before Mr Costello moved to ActewAGL, and that ACTEW gave $300,000 to the
project.

Whilst factually those members of the community may have been wrong in stating his title
incorrectly; the substance of what they were saying was correct. Likewise TRE , ActewAGL etc and
Mr Stanhope, make sweeping statements that CPR Inc (a community group) was incorrect and that
they all for example "consulted extensively with the community" without actually detailing when
and how this "extensive consultation" took place. '

Finally in response to the overall statements that CPR Inc wrote hyperbole and in defamatory terms -
we would remind again those in government and in private development business that CPR Inc is a
community based organisation who do not have the money, power and influence of a well funded
business or government department and that each member involved in responding to this proposal
felt they were fighting to be heard in defence of the 'bush capital', their lifestyle, their homes and
their families’ health.

If those in government do not recognise that a community group, by its very nature and reason, is
bound to write and express itself in emotive writing, then perhaps they need to review their concept
of community consultation.

CPR Inc and those members of the community who remain extremely interested and engaged in this
process, would like to once again thank the Committee for allowing us to speak and to present this
document to the committee.

Yours sincerely

Bill Reid

President of CPR Inc



5" February 2009

Senate Finance and Public Administration Committee
Department of the Senate

Po Box 6100

Parliament House

Canberra ACT 2600

- Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public Administration.
Inquiry into the Nation Building and Jobs Plan

Submission enclosed as requested. Email to fpa.sen@aph.gov.au

Subject :
growth, new

Request :

ICT industry new data centre development project supporting
jobs and underpinning the Australian ICT sector.

Technical Real Estate (TRE) are seeking Federal Government
sponsorship to enable relevant departments to directly lease our
Data Centre project in Canberra.

Federal Government commitment will allow TRE to initiate an
immediate commencement of the project.

At this point in time we have a lease commitment from a BBB
rated covenant which currently have contracts with the Federal
Government, but we are unable to obtain either debt or equity

funding from the market.

Federal Government departments that have identified
requirements to us are :
e Department of Defence
e Aaustralian Taxation Office
e AGIMO (Whole of Government data centre
responsibility.) ‘



Technical Real Estate (TRE) request that the Canberra Technology City project be
sponsored by the Federal Government and the ACT Government as a critical
infrastructure project. This Project has received international acclaim and attention as
one of the most significant green data centre projects in the world. '

The Canberra Technology City Project in Summary :

1

Construction and delivery of 6 modern data centres on a 12 hectare
campus in order to support the transfer and to hold the Federal
Governments critical computer systems and IT support staff in the ACT.

A new data centre campus in the ACT that supports and ensures the lowest
ongoing long term costs of operations to the Australian taxpayers.

The project is about to get ACT Government Planning Approval which
would trigger TRE acquisition of a 12 hectare site at Hume and allow civil
works to commence within 30 days. TRE has received tendered responses
in October 2008 from Bovis Lendlease, Lang O’Rourke and Leighton’s for
the construction of our modular data centres.

‘A full Economic Impact Study of this project was completed and

submitted to the ACT Government in October 2008. In summary :

a. Capital cost of construction of $748m

b. 229 direct and indirect jobs during the construction phase

c. 426 direct and indirect jobs supporting the 24 x 7 daily operational
needs of the computer systems located on site. Contributing $60m
per annum to the ACT turnover.

Cost reduction and carbon emission reductions - The Canberra
Technology City Campus will provide the Federal Governments
computing infrastructure an opportunity to demonstrate leadership in the
ICT industry by reducing its current Data centre operational costs by 50%,
its power consumption by 50%, its power costs by 57% and the resultant
carbon emissions by 77%. This campus will place Australia in a world
leadership position and is one of the greenest data centre initiatives
worldwide.

The Project directly supports and is in line with The Gershon Report
published in October 2008 recommending that the Federal Government
consolidates its Agency computer footprint.

The findings in summary were :
a. 18 data centres of the largest Agen01es are completely full and at
maximum capacity.

-b. 16 of the 45 data centres fail minimum availability ( power, coolmg

floor strength)
c. Savings of $1b over 15 years by consolidation of the computer
footprints.



Technical Real Estate seek to support the Federal Government data centre
consolidation project by providing a campus based data centre development. This
Campus and its 6 data centres would provide via Government lease agreements
both separate computer rooms and separate buildings for highly sensitive
Agencies. The data centres will also be able to support the grouping of smaller
clusters of Agency computers. This is as recommended by the Gershon report.

This Project will provide critical infrastructure for the Federal Government and
the ACT Government and will deliver a significant increase in employment in the
ACT. It is a project that can start-construction in the 1% and 2™ quarter of 2009.

Your sincerely .

Directors

Andrew Campbell
Stephen Ellis
Bruce McEwen

Kind regards

Bruce Mc Ewen
Director



The Canberva Times »

canbermrratimes.com.au

No clients for Hume data centre

BY EWA KRETOWICZ
05/06/2008

The controversial data centre planned for Hume has stalled with no
clients signing up to store information at the proposed $1billion
development. :

The ACT Planning and Land Authority conditionally approved the
consortium's development application on March 10 after it was
scaled back and moved from a site in Mugga Lane at Tuggeranong.

The consortium includes Technical Real Estate and energy supplier
ActewAGL'sDirector of Technical Real Estate Andrew Campbell
blamed the global financial crisis on the lack of momentum.

"We do have numerous parties at different levels of interest but we
don't have any commitments," he said.

"Clients are taking a lot longer to make decisions, that includes
financial institutions, banks, and the like you've got the outcomes of
the Gershon report so that are all factors that have slowed the
wheels of economy significantly.”

Peter Gershon's independent review of the Australian Government's
use of information and communication recommended a freeze on
big upgrades to, and replacement of, existing data centres.

The report was issued last year and the Government has not
responded to the recommendations.

The report said, ""To address the finding that there is no whole-of
government strategic plan for data centres, I recommend
developing a whole-of-government approach for data centre
requirements over the next 10-15 years."

The data centre proponents indicated government departments had
been supporters of the project.



Mr Campbell said the 53,000sgm project could be scaled up or down
to cope with demand and was still a viable concern.

"The project was always designed in a modular scalable form. We
don't need to do anything more than one deal and were happy or
we can do 14. That is the 14 of the 1000sgm data centres for which
we have approval to build and we would be very very happy."

He said once a client had committed to the project building could
start within four weeks.

"You don't build a $50 million building and hope that
somebody is going to come."

- Mr Campbell said he could not speculate on when the project would
move ahead.

"'Since we got out approval we have been actively in the market
talking to all the prospect lists that we'd developed over time. Since.
we've had our approval we've trying to engage and get people
interested in the facility."

He said the company was well placed to deal with new pollcy as a
result of the Gershon report.

"We will continue to engage with the federal market and try and
secure a commitment with that market to Iease the data centre
space."

The first development application for the project did not meet the
ACT Government's noise and pollution standards.



Supporting Evidence (with reference to Hansard page 78)

CPR INC has been asked to show evidence to the committee that Mr Jon
Stanhope knowingly lied when he blamed the community for the loss of $1 billion
of investment and for being the reason for the "down scaling” of the power station
in May 2008. This matter lies at the heart of the community mistrust of the
proponents and Mr Stanhope and for the loss of trust for the consultation and
planning processes within the ACT - we therefore feel it is important for the
Committee to have these documents and to be shown them in the same manner
as the community has read them.

It appears, from reading the email threads that it was in August 2007 the intention
of all to provide a second power source for Canberra supported by a data
warehouse complex. Around November 2007 - February 2008, during the
drafting of the Deed Option - especially under the clause concerning intent - it
becomes clear that the financial viability study which was at that time incomplete,
was indicating that it was not financially viable to provide an extra power source
for Canberra.

Attachment 1 — 23 May 2007 Chief Minister Jon Stanhope issues a press release
championing the need for the second power source for Canberra and requesting
ActewAGL to investigate

Attachment 2 - 18 Jan 2008 - between Ray Stone (LDA) and Alfonso Del Rio of
Clayton Utz discussing a reduction in the size of the power out put and whether it
would still be enough to meet "Community obligation outcomes the Government
would see from supporting such a venture" this relates to the deed of option.

Attachment 3 - a post it note revealed from FOI which states "DAVID, CTC, Draft
fee waiver letter where ACTEWAGL will be seeking Partial fee waiver to $100k
The other CRC issue is Costello may be contacting you to discuss removing the
requirement for emergency power could you sound the chief out please (See
attached email) Ross" '

Attachment 4 - 5 February 2008 - email chain between David Dawes, Brooke
O’Mahoney (someone blanked out), Ross Mackay and Carsten Larsen and
Michael Costello - It states "David and Ross For information | understand from
BLANKED OUT ACTEW that Michael Costello will write a letter of email to David
today/ tomorrow regarding Annexure C of the Deed of Call Option agreement -
along the lines that the Data Centre may stand on it [sic] own feet and that a
peaking power station may not be required and as such a requirement to build a
power station for export/emergency supply should not be prescribed in the land

- option agreement... It goes on to recommend by Brooke O'Mahoney that a "time
critical issue for the project is submitted a DA before the new territory plan comes



into force on 31 March 2008 which will add a further 3-5 months and additional
cost"

Attachment 5 - 7 February 2008 an email from ACTEW Exec (Signed Michael
Costello, Managing Director, ACTEW Corporation) to David Dawes "As you are
no doubt aware there has been considerable discussion about the Deed of Call
option for the proposed CTC site and in particular Annexure C with its reference
to additional power generation for export to the ACT Electricity network... Whilst
we would all like to see such a plant built obviously this would be dependenton
the successful outcome of a detailed feasibility study. Should the outcome of the
feasibility study be that the data centre and dedicated power plant would be a
sound financial investment but the peaking plant was not financially viable, it
would not make sense to stop the data centre and dedicated power plant from
proceeding... until the feasibility study is completed it is important to retain a
degree of flexibility in the conditions... regards Michael...

Attachment 6 - 7 February 2008 brief to "the Chief" "However ACTEW are now
suggesting that they do not wish to provide any excess power over that needed
by the data centre. You will be informed when ActewAGL resolve this issues with
their partners and provide a response to Government... it is expected that
ACTEW Corporation or one its wholly owned subsidiaries is likely to be the
lessee... Signed Ross McKay and signed agreed Jon Stanhope.

Attachment 7 - 18 February 2008 they had signed Annexure C the Deed of
Option to be as vague as (c) additional power plant capacity in excess of the
Communication Facility requirements for export to the ACT electricity network in
accordance with national electricity market regulations as soon as is
economically feasible."

Attachment 8 - 11 April 2008 Canberra Times continue to champion the scale of
the project quoting John Mackay regarding the $2billion project and stating:

"And fourthly, we are hopeful at the same site we can build a significant separate
gas generator."

The second generator would provide emergency back-up power in the event of
the electricity grid failing.

Attachment 9 - 28 April 2008 first meeting with ACTEWAGL to the Tuggeranong
Community Council telling the community it was a second power source for
Canberra - essential to Canberra to prevent black outs.

- Attachment 10 - 30 April 2008 Alfonso Del Rio writes to Ross McKay, Gordon
Lowe etc...: In my view it is better (but not essential) that the definition of Stage 1
stays as drafted as it reflects the intention to build the extra capacity where it is



economically feasible to do so. If it turns out that this is not economically viable
then the Crown lease is required to be amended (as Gordon notes by referencing
clause 20.1 below) to delete the excess capacity references." Later on in this
email chain Gordon Lowe states "... | understand and support the logic in
acknowledging the aspiration for additional generating capacity in the crown
lease but recognising economic reality in the Deed and providing that the final
form of the crown lease may be amended to remove reference to additional
capacity prior to issue. ACTEW may initially baulk at this as it varies from the
form of crown lease previously provided. Given the wider interest now being
shown in the power station both parties would however be prudent to recognise
this aspiration in the documents. Ross do you concur with such a position from
CMD's point of view?"

Attachment 11 - 3 May 2008 Brooke O'Mahoney signed the alteration documents
on 3 May 2008 - under part 4:

"Fully describe your proposal or list amendments”... Major utility installation and
communications facility altered DA due to reductions [sic] in 1. Generation
Capacity 2. Number of data centres 3. Block size.

.17 May 2008 the "consuiltation" at the Vikings club in which ACTEWAGL
presented their plans to the public for a second power source - an essential
service for Canberra

Attachment 12 - 27 May 2008 - the final day of filing submissions to ACTPLA -
Mr Stanhope's press release in which he blames the community for the down
scaling and loss of $1 billion and praises ActewAGL as being good corporate
citizens - the same day Michael Costello says they had thought very hard and

~ listened to the public and responded to the public concerns. On the news that
night Chris Peters blasts the community for being responsible for the loss of the
second power source. No one in ActewAGL, TRE or the Chief Minister or his
officials steps up to correct the accusation leveled against the community and
explain the downscaling was decided upon as the results of their financial viability
study was revealed in early February 2008.

Attachment 13 - 31 May 2008 - Canberra Times article:

Mr Costello said the consortium was told three weeks ago a 100MW peaking
station was commercially unviable.

He said the firm spent weeks perusing other options before making the
announcement to scrap the peaking station on the Tuggeranong site and scale
down the data centre. : ,

"It's too small. It has to be 350 to 450 [megawatts] so that site was not
suitable whether there were protests or not,"Mr Costello said.



Throughout these exchanges the proponents are referred to interchangeably as
ACTEW and ActewAGL by government officials and letters being sent by both
ACTEW and ActewAGL executives. It is difficult therefore to comprehend how
ACTEW can write with such clarity to the community that they had nothing to do
with this proposal and then scold us for referring to Michael Costello as the
"Chair" as if he had nothing to do with this either.

Most importantly however it is clear to us that all major players - Jon Stanhope
included - were aware that the economic viability for providing a second power
source for Canberra was unlikely and they were aware of this from as early as
February 2008.

We also note too that Tony Adams of CBR Ellis was appointed to advise
ActewAGL on the land sales etc and as we know all TRE had recently been
directors of CBR Ellis - so as to their claim they had nothing to do with CBR Ellis
and there was no connection between CBR ellis and this project;

the community also finds this odd.



Attachment 1 — 23 May 2007 Chief Minister Jon Stanhope issues a press release
championing the need for the second power source for Canberra and requesting
ActewAGL to investigate ‘
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Gas-fired power station could help supply power station

Released 23/05/2007
256/07 23 May 2007
GAS-FIRED POWER STATION COULD HELP SECURE SUPPLY

Threats to the national power market caused by the protracted drought, and recent suggestions by the independent
Competition and Regulatory Commission that electricity prices should rise sharply, had prompted the ACT to re-
investigate the feasibility of a gas-fired power station for the ACT, Chief Minister and Minister for the Environment, Water
and Climate Change Jon Stanhope said today.

“| first asked ACTEWAGL to investigate the possibility of a gas-fired power station in the wake of the 2003 bushfires,
when it became clear lhat in a disaster of such scale it might have been possible for 90% of the ACT's power fo be cut
off,” Mr Stanhope said today.

“A contingency gas-fired poWer station was investigated at that time, but scoping studies showed it would not be
economically feasible. Instead, it was decided to build an additional electricity access point inio the ACT through
Williamsdale, to help sectire supply. ACTEWAGL is currently in the process of constructing that new access point.

“However, because of the protracted nature of the drought, which is affecting power generation in Queensiand and NSW,
and a looming hike in energy costs, | have asked that the numbers on a gas-fired power station again be crunched, to
see whether such a project is now more feasible than it was when it was last investigated.

“The scoping of the proposal, like the contingency plans for power rationing, are nothing more or less than sensible and
necessary approaches to securing supply.

“In relation to the possible siting of a gas-fired power station | asked officials some weeks ago whether they might be
able to identify land at Hume and to advise me of the terms of conditions under which such land might be made available
for a power plant. | also asked whether those calculations might affect the viability of the revived proposal.”

Mr Stanhope said the ACT Government and ACTEWAGL had plans which were tested annually to deal with power
shortages brought aboul by storms, bushfires, infrastructure breakdowns, drought or unforseen events.

“Every Government and every power utility on Australia’s national energy grid face the potential of drought-related power
shortages,” Mr Stanfiope said. “And alt, including the AGT, have well-tested emergency procedures in place to deal with
shortages. .

“In the event of a shortage of supply the ACT could be called upon to carry its share of the shortfall. There is a schedule
of substations which could, if necessary, be turned off on a rotational basis across NSW and the ACT, effectively putting
the system back into balance.

“The plans protect the electricity supply to essential infrastructure and services such as traffic lights and hospitals. They
also include provision for ensuring arrangements are in place for those with special needs, such as people reliant on
oxygen concentrators and other life support equipment.”

Mr Stanhope said while he hoped the contingency plans would never need to be put into action, they ensured that the
‘pain’ would be shared fairly throughout the community.

"Depending on the circumslances, the plan may schedule rotating power outages to all suburbs for periods of up to two
hours. Studies and experience show that a power interruption for this period will not affect food left in the fridge, even in
the middle of summer, as long as the fridge remains closed,” Mr Stanhope said.

Mr Stanhope said there could never be any guarantee of uninterrupted power supply, but the ACT Government was
exploring avenues for insulating the ACT from interruptions as far as possible. That was the reason for the new access
point under construction and it was why the Government was now re-opening investigation of a gas-fired power station.
If any customer of an eleclricity retailer operating in the ACT, including AclewAGL, Country Energy, Energy Australia or
Truenengy has further questions about their specific special needs arrangements for power outages they should contact
the ActewAGL Call Centre on 131093,

Statement Ends

Media Contact: Penelope Layland 6205 9777 0438 289 714 penelope.layland@act.gov.au

Paul Kindermann 6205 51690 0403 600 955 paul.kindermann@act.gov.au

Back to Latest Media Releases
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Attachment 2 - 18 Jan 2008 - between Ray Stone (LDA) and Alfonso Del Rio of
Clayton Utz discussing a reduction in the size of the power out put and whether it
would still be enough to meet "Community obligation outcomes the Government
would see from supporting such a venture" this relates to the deed of option.
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Stone, Ray 1 — ——
From: Stone, Ray 4

Sent: Friday, 18 January 2008 7:53 AM

To: Alforisa Del Rio (E-mail)

Subject: Deed of Czli Opticn

Alfonso

It would appsar that the LDA has sought a va
Tuggeranong (see atkached)

[ have held discussions with Rosa McKay of GMD on Ihe amendments outlined in the attachment seeking Galcification
of1 the rezsons for the changes.

riation of Annexure C of the Dead of Call Option for Block 1671

The curtent version { have of the Deed (Annexurs C) ouﬁines the fallowing.

*  Arequirament that the Communicallen Facllily have a GFA of 44,100m2, current proposal raduces that by
100m2, Any reason for the changa 7

» Municipal Facility of st lzast 1000m2 (this requirerient hias now been omitted 7)

bean ceducsd from 140 Mega Watis ta 50 Mega Watts, |
understand the €xplanation, however my undeestanding of the deal (1 could ba wrong) was the generation
capacity of the facilify was to achieve the sesvicing of the Data Cantre in the first instance, this made the
Municlpal Fachity commercially viable and secondly to provide sufficient generating czpacity (inan
emergency) ta police, hospitels and emergency semvicas . Is the reduction of capacity from 140 to 20 mega
wals sufficlent to mest the Govemnments Strategle power needs (n an emergency situetion. i.e. the community
abiigation citcomas the Govemment would sea frorm supporting such a venture.

‘Other than those comments the olher elements iook fine. | would alsa assuma that the development covenantsa '
outlined sre supperted by ACTPLA and would b2 incomparated inte any lease agreement entered into betwaen the

parties.

o Generaling capacity of the Munlcipal Fadility has

Ray Stone ¢
Ross responded by gwﬂng
Scott Carr whe supplied this docurnent is on leave bull think I can answer these questions.
» Not too worried about 100m2, it looks just [lke a rationalisation of the dimensions to e

= tha GFA isn't an issue for the GFPS In the Option but | think it will need to be clarified for the leass
preparation. both the above tems will be clarified when the DA is approved, ’

o ths SOMW is for the emergancy grid input only and therefore whatever the Deta centrs needs will ba over and
above. Previpusly the figures were comblriad.

The development covenants will need to be agreed by a DA 2pproval before the option can be sxercised. ACTPLA
wauld wish to assass the DA before providing any comment on adequacy or otherwise, | will pass these comments

onto ActewAGL for thelr information

ross
| requested that the revised Annexure C be clearsd with Jock and that Jock would then fiaise wih you on the changes,

| am informed that this is not the procedure and that the revised documentation be made avalable to you under
saparate cover, hence this emall.

Alfanso, could you amend the Deed to reflect the changes outined abova, |




Attachment 3 - a post it note revealed from FOI which states "DAVID, CTC, Draft
fee waiver letter where ACTEWAGL will be seeking Partial fee waiver to $100k
The other CRC issue is Costello may be contacting you to discuss removing the
requirement for emergency power could you sound the chief out please (See
attached email) Ross"






Attachment 4 - 5 February 2008 - email chain between David Dawes, Brooke
O’Mahoney (someone blanked out), Ross Mackay and Carsten Larsen and
Michael Costello - It states "David and Ross For information | understand from
BLANKED OUT ACTEW that Michael Costello will write a letter of email to David
today/ tomorrow regarding Annexure C of the Deed of Call Option agreement -
along the lines that the Data Centre may stand on it [sic] own feet and that a
peaking power station may not be required and as such a requirement to build a
power station for export/emergency supply should not be prescribed in the land
option agreement... It goes on to recommend by Brooke O'Mahoney that a "time
critical issue for the project is submitted a DA before the new territory plan comes
into force on 31 March 2008 which will add a further 3-5 months and additional
cost"



i-kl:‘;' i

Dawes, David | _

-— A -

. From:  O'Mahoney, Brooke (brecke.omahoney@actewzgh.com.au)
Seént:  Tuesday, 5 February 2008 10:44 AM
To: Mcetay, Ross, Dawes, David
Ce: Matkay, John; Larsen, Garsten
SubJect: FW: CTC - Dead of Call Option: Annexure ¢

David ang Ross

For information, | understand fro RR ] ACTEW that Michzel Costalla will write 3 Istier or emal to
Uavid togzy { tomomow regardihg ANnex 0f the Dead of Call Option agrearent - alorig tha fines thet the
Data Centre may stand on it own feat and that a peaking pawer stafion may not be raquired, znd as such 2
raquireinent to bulld a power station for 2xport f amesgancy supply shavld 4ot be prescribed in tha Land
Option Agresment. ' o

nol suggest or raveal any revised wording 10 Annexire C to me so [ gather we should wzit and

se@ the content of Michsel's leter / email.

Regards

From: Bt -

. sty SFabnmﬂauam-.zsAn QU‘I (i) ‘

x

Brooke
Michasl is going to write th David Dawes with proposed wording.

Regards <

Was wandeting if there has been any vpdate o ﬂwoughtsbn Anngxure ¢,

regards

from: O'Mahoney, Brocks

Sufiject; CTC - Dasd of Call Option: Ancrasure ~

20/ 52008,




Further 1o our conversation this miorming, plesse see below a revised drafting to Annexure C of the Desd of
Call Option under which Actew / ActswAGL will be arentzd an option ta acquire the fand for the CTG profect.
CMD (Ross Mckay} has propased the following words and eeeks input / guidance as to whal will be
acceptable (o all parties. Can you please reviaw the waords shd suggest any slternalives,

* 3 powey siation fzcility thet is capable of producing generasion capaity sufficient to meat power requlrements of
the Communieation Faciliry (Data Centrs) with construction commeéncing within twelve (J2) n;gnnhs of :
. commengement of the |ease: and any excess capacity aver the Communication feilicy requirements for ¢apart 1
the ACT electricity nerwork in eccardance with natlanal electricity market rogulaltions far ACT smergency

SUpply requirements (o b desermined pHor to the Option Dead exercise dere.
<< Fila: deail Annexure C.dog»a

Please nota that

» Ary sxcess capacily over the Comminication tacility requirerments for export bo the ACT elec‘fia‘ty

1 network will need {o finallssd and agread batwzen the partles (ACTEW, LDA, Govt) before the
Option Exerciss dats. This will give the projsst, ACTEW and starehaldars Imporiant ime to
regonsider positicns, agraa final market and price dsk lssues before somnitting to the project and

presumably ACTEW exerclsing the option. -
Bafora the option can bz exercised, the DA needs 10 be approved, 3 land valluaiiun.‘nse'ds to be |
undertzken, and Actaw {o bacoma satisiizd with all thoss outcomes, before it exercises the optlon to

buy ihz land. )
‘The CTC project, particufarly lo obtaln data centre tenant intarest regquiras early (and soory) cartainty to
Jand. Not secbring this land option could Jeopardise the projact and market confidenca In tha project.
» Atime criiczl Iseus for the projedt is submitied a DA before the new tetritory plan comes into force on 1

Aprf| \-,-hich will edd & Furthet 35 months and additiona cost,

| am happy fo amange a masting between David Dawes & Rozs Mackay and us to finelise,

Regards

Erooke O'Mahoney ~
MANAGER COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT

ActewAGL

Telephone: 02 6248 3163
Faesimile: 02 6248 3451
Mabtle: 0414 510 133

I_‘

GPO Box 366 Canbems ACT 2604

8 www.actrewag|.com.au

oy
th




Attachment 5 - 7 February 2008 an email from ACTEW Exec (Signed Michael
Costello, Managing Director, ACTEW Corporation) to David Dawes "As you are
no doubt aware there has been considerable discussion about the Deed of Call
option for the proposed CTC site and in particular Annexure C with its reference
to additional power generation for export to the ACT Electricity network... Whilst
we would all like to see such a plant built obviously this would be dependent on
the successful outcome of a detailed feasibility study. Should the outcome of the
feasibility study be that the data centre and dedicated power plant would be a
sound financial investment but the peaking plant was not financially viable, it
would not make sense to stop the data centre and dedicated power plant from
proceeding... until the feasibility study is completed it is important to retain a
degree of flexibility in the conditions... regards Michael...



V|

Daweg, Davig .
Feon; Acigw Exec jActew. Exec@actew.com.au) '
Sent: Thursday, 7 Febreary 2008 10:47 AM . L\)

To: Dewes, David . " ‘

LN o

bI '

Su
Attachmenis: diaft Anpexiire G - revised.doc

Dear David

As ¥Ou ate no dovbt aware, thera has been considerable discussion abaut the Deed of Call Option for the
proposed CTC site and, in parbiaular, Annexure G with Its refarerios to additionz! powear getierstion for export
[0 the ACT electricity nelworic Bullding a gas-firet] power capacity to provide pesking sddiional energy
security for Canbera is an aim wa have had for some ime, but it has never proved economically feasible. The
proposal to dsvelop the Canberra Teshnology Centra has provided he opporiunity of re-examining the
feasibility of constructing ths gas-fired power station to supply pezk demand. Whilst we would all Ifa to see
suich @ plant bullt, ohviously this would be dependant on he successful oltoome of a detuilad faasibiity study.

Should the cutoome of the faasibility study bs fhat the data centrs and dedicated power plant would be 3
sound finzndal investment, but tha peaking plant was aof finencially vizble, it would not make sense 1o stop

the dats centre end dedicated power plart fom proceeding. In a similar veln, | do not bellevs it to be
appropriate at this slage be stipulate a definifive devziopmant imeline. | proposa that tha requirsment of "at
least 44,000m2" be retalned, but that stipulstion of the timing of the staging be deletsd. This will obviously be -

drivan by markst demand, as Is Indicated by the proposed warding.
T

Until the faasibiity siudy ks completed, it Is Importent fo retain 2 dagree ol flexibility in the cond(ﬁdns of tha
le2sa. | have attached proposad warding tar Annexure G of the Dzed of Call Option whichd belleve would

echieve this Nexiblifty,

' Regards
Michael

Michael Costelio
Managing Dimctor
ACTEW Corparation
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Annexure C

Development Approval

_An approval which requires the constnyction of:

(2) 2 Communication Facility (Data Centre) comprising a gross floor area {as that
term i9 defined in (be Temitory Plan) of at least 44,0002 which will be
constructed having regard to market derand, with constroction commcncmD
within twelve [12) months of commencement of the Jease;

(b} a power station facility that is capeble of producing generation capacity
siffficient to mest power requirements of the Commumijcaiion Facility (Data
Cenire) with construetion conmmencing within twelve (12) months of
commenesment of the leass, and

(0) if economically feasible, edditional power plant caparity in excess of the
Communication Facility mqm:emems for export to the ACT electrictty -
network in accorduncs with netional electricity market regnlations. r




Attachment 6 - 7 February 2008 brief to "the Chief" "However ACTEW are now .
suggesting that they do not wish to provide any excess power over that needed
by the data centre. You will be informed when ActewAGL. resolve this issues with
their partners and provide a response to Government... it is expected that
ACTEW Corporation or one its wholly owned subsidiaries is likely to be the
lessee... Signed Ross McKay and signed agreed Jon Stanhope.



BRIEF

HCCl fiae

S CHIEF WIRISTER'S DEPARTRENT

Date 7 **February 2008
To chiﬁf hﬂJ.mS ister

»_ Deputty Chiof Executive, Business end Projects I‘ﬁ_’)'r[}a_g‘m

From Director, Project Pacilitation
Subject Cnberza Technology Centre Isgues ' ' .

Parpose
Ta brief yon of the progress and various issues fn regends to the Canbera Techmology
Centre (CTC). .

Background .
Cabinet agreed (Detision No 3420) on 10 October 2007 for the Land Development Agency ;
(LDA) to enter imio zn Option Agreement with ActewAGL to prchase Block 1671,

Tuggeranang for the purpose of & Ges Fired Power Stafion end Dumg Cantre,

Cabinet finther agroed (Decision No 3537) on 17 December 2007 for the LDA to enter intp
an Option Agreement with Act=wAGL. to purchase part Elock 1622 Belconnen fox the
pupose of a backnp diststar roovery facility for the Data Cantre.

Tssnex

After same extended negotiation between all parties the Option Agreament is slmost ready
to finalise. However u mumber of issues of which you should be aware have arison since
the Cabinet decisions. ' ‘

Emeggency power generation

The draft Option Agreement had & clause which required the gas fired power station to

have a WmW excass capacity (over that nesded by the dafa centre) to be available to the

Tezritory es an emergency power source. ACTEW objected fo this eleuse and it was

understood that o compromise clause of “un wcesy capaciy cver the Commmisgtion fuciliy ,
reqursments for export ip the ACT electricity nerwort i aseordance with natiznal alactrizlly morker

regulations for £CT @nergancy supply regutramands ro be detarmined prior ip tha Opoon Dexd exersice f
deze™ bad been agreed by all perties. '

However, ACTEW are now suggesting fhat they do not wish to provide ey excess power ;
over that niesded by the data centre. You will be informed when ActewAGT, resolve this .

issus with their partuers and provide & response to Goverpmegt
Signatories tn in

The Cabinet submission referred to ActewAGL es the organisstion with which LDA, would
eneer il the Option sgreesrent. Sinee then, ActewAGL have norzipated all parmers 1o be




e As the ACTPLA flss a nan-refundable, if the project does not proveed to  «

™2

b}

signatories 4o the agresment; specifically ActswAGL Retail Lid, ActewAGL Retail

Investents [43, ACTEW Distribution L4d end Alinta GCA Pty Ltd. While all joint
venfre perters signing the option agresment provides the proponents with the greatest
flexibility in the formative stages of (hs project, it Is axpected that ACTEW Corporation or
ane of its wholly owned subsidiaries i3 likely to be the lessee. .

0 e fivhie ata (74}
ActzwA (L have advised thet they ere likely to subdivide the block (at some stage after the

development is underway) and refin the gas fired pawer station sitz, while the dziz cantre
operutor Teckmical Real Estate Pty Ltd will own end opetats the data centre portion. This
ig yet to be agreed and will peed approval of ACTPLA-

Fes valver a3 mitschment
ActewAGL are sesking a fas waiver far the Development Application (Attachment A).

They heve four msjor jssnes being:

development, ths significan fos outlay (passibly more (um the land cost) et this
ezxly stage of the praject could act as detegrent to the CTC periners; - *

» The development is priniipally & small number (1010 15) of reasonnbly simple
building designs repeated over the sits end tharefore is not  complext brilding or
development thet incars 4 lot of sffort and sxpenss t assess in the approval
procass) and :

s Any feo waiver of relief will be more than offsst by the direot and indirect fmanciel
benefits to the Territory snd comamumity whea, the project (s dsveloped.

Counsulintion
LDA, Treasury and GSO have besn consulied on the jasues contained in this brief

Finzncial
Eyauagrqamﬂ:nmmmwm&nywaﬁc&eﬁﬁﬂaﬂewmbcnmmmtﬁsﬂdﬂ
cams fo you vie a future briefing from Treasury and ACTPLA. -

- Recommendation
That you note the informatinn contzined in this brief and that you will be informed of any
development af these or other issues,

oss McKay
Phoné: 506735 : : 7 F 1, eg

(" Fap Sianhope MLA i voveenics £
A_Ecz%wom GREETYNOTED/PLEASE DISCUSS




Attachment 7 - 18 February 2008 they had signed Annexure C the Deed of
Option to be as vague as (c) additional power plant capacity in excess of the
Communication Facility requirements for export to the ACT electricity network in
accordance with national electricity market regulations as soon as is
economically feasible."
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Revised ActewAGL, Chief Ministers, LD 4 (1-2-08)

éf?ﬁﬁéu)

Annexurs G

‘ Developmant Approval
An approval which requires the construction of:

(8) 2 Communication Facility (Data Centre) comprising n gross floor arez (as that temm is
defined in the Territory Plan) of at least 44,000m2 which will be constructed having
regard to merket demand, with construction commeneipg within twelve (12) months of

. commencement of the fedse, in acoordancs with the following schedule:
[} within four (4) years of commsncament of lease 17,000 m2
i) within ten (10) yezrs of commencement of leass 42,000 m2
if} within twelve (12) years of commencement of lease 44000m2

{b) 2 power station fasility thet is capable of preducing generation capacity sufficient to meet
pawer rquirements of the Communication Fioility (Data Cenoe) with construction
commencing within twelve (12) monthz of commancement of the ls2ss; end

(c) edditional power plant capacity in excess of the Communication Facility raquirements for
expoat to the ACT electriaity nstwork in aceordenca with national electrieity market
regulations as soon as is economicelly feasibfe.
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Attachment 8 - 11 April 2008 Canberra Times continue to champion the scale of
the project quoting John Mackay regarding the $2billion project and stating:

"And fourthly, we are hopeful at the same site we can build a significant separate
gas generator."

The second generator would provide emergency back-up power in the event of
the electricity grid failing.



The Canberra Times

canberratimes.com.au

Capital data hub a $2b gas giant

BY JOHN THISTLETON BUSINESS EDITOR
11/04/2008 8:45:16 AM

Canberra is a step closer to its first gas-fired electricity generator,
with a consortium lodging plans for a $2billion, world-class data
centre at Hume.

Canberra multi-utility ActewAGL formed the consortium last year to
target global financial institutions and large government
departments to lease data storage space and fund a $1 billion
business case supporting gas-fired electricity.

A decade of studies had failed to establish a case for gas-fired
power, until last year when ActewAGL noticed the sudden and
dramatic shift in demand for data centre storage.

The consortium, Canberra Technology City, took the concept to
potential users in the Asia-Pacific and Australian capital cities, and
has now lodged a $2 billion project over the next decade to build a
highly secure, non-stop operation.

An ActewAGL spokeswoman said the proposal was always worth
more than $1 billion, but the consortium had played down its
potential in the beginning.

The natural gas power station will supply electricity and chilled
water for multimillion-dollar data pods, with surplus electricity being
sold into the ACT and national electricity network.

The consortium comprises ActewAGL, a British-based world leader in
data centres, Galileo Connect, Technical Real Estate, which will
develop and own the data centres, and CB Richard Ellis.

Canberra Technology City says its leading-edge data centre will
provide a comprehensive and environmentally sustainable approach
to handling and securing computing and data storage needs for
major financial institutions and governments across the Asia-Pacific
region.



ActewAGL chief executive John Mackay said the significance of the
technology city could not be understated. "It is going to be fantastic
for Canberra. We will have a thriving business here.

"Secondly, it will provide jobs for young bright people. Thirdly, it will
be a great opportunity for universities to help train the young bright
people.

"And fourthly, we are hopeful at the same site we can build a
significant separate gas generator."

The second generator would provide emergency back-up power in
the event of the electricity grid failing.

"Finally this is a very environmentally friendly way of powering a
data centre."”

Thirteen data pods will be established at Hume and more will be
built later in Belconnen.

The data pods, each worth $70million and taking two years to
construct will be provided by Galileo Connect which leads the
industry in Europe. The pods come in three and four-storey models
and have technical space and front office areas providing service
and general administration facilities.

An amenities block for reception, catering, security and general
maintenance staff is expected to have 33 employees .

ActewAGL will build a dedicated gas pipeline from Fyshwick.

The gas-fired power is expected to strengthen the ACT's position as
a leader in data centre infrastructure. Data centres have
traditionally relied on diesel generators for back-up power.

As well as gas the data centre will have two separate electricity lines
with the additional power security aimed at attracting high value
data centre tenants.

A London-based international bank is among the offshore companies
poised to sign a contract to use the new centre. The consortium |
sought customers for 22,000sgm of data storage but received
enough interest for 26,000sgm and may auction the first three
buildings at Hume.



Mr Mackay said the response presented a solid case for the gas-fired
generators. "All the ducks are lining up nicely and that's why we
have gone to this stage, we are cautiously optimistic all of these
things can happen

"We have still got work to do but we would not have submitted a
development appllcatlon unless it was all looking pretty good.

"The underlylng case is looking very, very solid. The level of interest
from potential customers is looking very encouraging.”

ActewAGL's general manager of commercial development, Carsten
Lawson, said the project was at a stage where contracts could be
signed.

The ACT Government will make a direct sale to Canberra
Technology City of the 21.6ha site on the south side of Mugga Lane,
across from Mugga landfill.

Mr Larsen said a key was having companies competing with one
another to sub-let space, as this would enable them to bid for
government business. ActewAGL expects development approval
either next month or in June, and will seek final approval from its
board on June 30.

Mr Mackay said while the response was promising, the concept had
not been marketed to its full potential. "We have been a little bit
cautious, as we get closer to something we are convinced we can
build we will crank up the marketing substantially."”

It was no secret the Commonwealth and state governments had a
significant need of data storage and Canberra Technology City
hoped to be the one chosen to meet that need. With the Rudd
Government setting greenhouse emission targets by the end of
2008 there was strong incentives to build environmentally- frlendly
power stations.

Technical Real Estate would provide much of the finance, while the
gas-fired power station funding would likely come from one of
ActewAGL's parent companies.

"We are not looking for the [ACT] Government to carry any of the
debt. It will be good for the Government because it will deliver this
without [the Government] having to take huge risks.



"While all of this is looking fantastic, it still has to pass the scrutiny
of our board who will make the critical final decisions. Nothing is a
done deal until that day."



Attachment 9 - 28 April 2008 first meeting with ACTEWAGL to the Tuggeranong
Community Council telling the community it was a second power source for
Canberra - essential to Canberra to prevent black outs.

http://www.canberravotes.com/2008/04/proposed-actewagl-powerstation-in-
tuggeraning/ - , »

Canberra Votes

Homie Communities Elecroratey lssugs

Proposed ActewAGL Powerstation in Tuggeranong

O Aprif / £ Fugne L OFTTn LGS ecial i Q0 dlacns s the fe Tattosee g
oy aton F1 fuage syelee qa Latie, the Biiyaga Langdl il feehpleal

This wdea s of the firt hoor andg & balf of this meeting




Attachment 10 - 30 April 2008 Alfonso Del Rio writes to Ross McKay, Gordon
Lowe etc...: In my view it is better (but not essential) that the definition of Stage 1
stays as drafted as it reflects the intention to build the extra capacity where it is
economically feasible to do so. If it turns out that this is not economically viable
then the Crown lease is required to be amended (as Gordon notes by referencing
clause 20.1 below) to delete the excess capacity references." Later on in this
email chain Gordon Lowe states "... | understand and support the logic in
acknowledging the aspiration for additional generating capacity in the crown
lease but recognising economic reality in the Deed and providing that the final
form of the crown lease may be amended to remove reference to additional
capacity prior to issue. ACTEW may initially baulk at this as it varies from the
form of crown lease previously provided. Given the wider interest now being
shown in the power station both parties would however be prudent to recognise
this aspiration in the documents. Ross do you concur with such a position from
CMD's point of view?"
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From: Del Rio, Alfonea lz:d-s-!rté@daytonutzmm] Cy el
] el o
Sent:  Wadneadzy, 20 Apit 2006 8:23 PM / A
To: ;-.écl*iag]fn Rosa; Lows, Gordon; Mitehalt, Philip (LDA); Canipbel, Jodk, Stons, Ray; Wendy Dawas
e pimbldvioteliog
Sublect: RE: ACTEW Powsr Station Data Centre Dasd and Laase

Drltrieva, Marina

Iust need to slarify the position with respect o the sdditional SUMW of addilional gensrating capaclly.

| am gomy lo da this by emalf but am corscious that evaryone »anl this eesolvad and ta move on,

The Crown Leasa attached to our (Werdy Dawss) email of 26 March (#1:37 AM} ¢id not int the Sefintion aif
Stage 1 rafer (o the addilional gererating capacity.
Hawever his reference was contzinad (2rid conliruss to be contained) In tha purpose clauas (3(e)) of the

Crown [ease,
f'am happy to take B oul of the Stage 1 cefinttion but refierence to the exira capadity will ramfn elsewhere.

1just want to meks sure that this is clearly undewiood so thers is no confusion later.

In my view it is better (bul ot essential) thal the defiriion of Stzge 1 ctays as drefied as it reflects e

intention to bulld the exira capacity wherz it is ecorortically feasitia 1o do eo,
If it urns oui that this is not economlczlly viable than the Crowm [9ase Is requirad te ba amendsd (as Gardon

netes'by referencing clause 20.1 below} 1o dalere the excoss capacity refersnces,
lf it is feasibla then the Crawn [tase should make it clsar thzt the extra capady needs lo be provided fot 22

pariof Stags 1.
| agreo with the transiiinal camments poiat

Let me know what you want to do,
Happy to dxcuss.

Alfonso det Rlo | Parinerdn-Charge | Canberra

Clayton Utz
Canbwma Houss, 40 Mrctes Glotkn Stest, Ganbérs AGT Z2C1 Aatele | D481 2 6279 4629 | P 461 2 6270 4090 _asiaiciodt vtz eom

vanv.elEyisnuiz ecrn

B'g Ploasa coneider tha envimvient before priseg this -nail

From: McKay, Ross [mallln:Ross MeKay@act.gov.au) ‘ _

Sent: Wednascry, 30 Aprl 2008 7:40 P4 _ _ R
Toy Lows, Gordon; Mitchall, Phillp (LDA); Camphysll, Jock; Stone. Ray; Del Rio, Affonsa; Wendy Dawes (E-
mal _

Subjact: RE: ACTEW Powes Station Oatn Contre Dasd and (aase
CGarden,
| ¢oncur with both paints.

Ress MoKay | Directer | Project Feclifation | Buinare and Frojacts
Chigf Minister's Dapartent { T: (2 62060875 | F: 02 82054835 | M:.Q409489345

Fromu  Lovwre, Gordan

Sents  Wednesdsy, 33 Anll 2008 5124 P
Tar  MaGy, Aoy Miteiwl, PHE {LDA); Qungtel, sock; Sone, Rusp; aiforso Ced Ric (E-mait); Wandy Ower (E-naT)

0170572108
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Subfeck  ACYEW Powes Statfon Data Centre Dasdf arel Laxgs

FOR INFORMATION: Werdy Dawes, Ross kcKay, Philifp Mitehell, Jock Camptyei

PLURPOSE

Response (o the revised crown lease, opticn dead and s2'es contract crculated by Wandy Dawes an 28 April
2008,

IS2UES

Having reviewed the document | raise the Tollowing mattars:

Power Station - Stage 1
Thie crawn Jaese praviously providad tv ACTEW did not contaln within the &rvwn (8ase a refersnca to en

additonal 90 megawelis,

Thera new draft crown lease in Interpretation Clause i(0) "Sizge 1" states that "Slage 1 means the
construction of 2 power station which uses gas lo generata electricity and Is capzble of garierating the power
consumption raguiraments of the communieations facillty plirs an additional 90 megawalls eleciricity at ail
times". 1 rcle that Clause 20.9 of the Option Dead provices that the Buyer, prior to the exercise date may
inform the Seller thzt It is not economiczlly feasible ta generate the acditional 90 megawatts in which case

Annexure A (form of the crown lease) will be amanded.

}understand, znd suppart, the lagic in acknawledging the aspiration for eddftlenal generating capagity In the
crown lease but reccgnising economic rzality in the Deed and providing that the final form of the crown lease

- may be amended to ramave refsrance to additional capacily prior o Issue, ACTEW may fnitlzlly baulk at ihis,

zs |t varies from tha form of crown lease praviously provided. Given the wider Interast now bsing shown in the
powef station, bath parties would hawever be prudent to recognisa this aspiration In the docunents. Ross da
yau concurr with such a pasttion from CMD's peint of view?

COm}:liance with Planning and Development ACT 2007 » Form of Dead

In the circulation Comments there was & view expressud thal the Executvs's deoiston was made under the abd
legislation and ihe coption deed can be anlered In‘o in sccordancs with ihe Exacutive's declsion to maks the
direct graniand that the only preblem that need be addreased bs the form of the Crown leaze which will be

granted under tha new leglsiation.

My understanding however is that the Executive has nol made a dedision to grant the lease. |t has simply
considered and endorsed the terms of the “cezl*. The grant of the lease- upon the condilions in the Optlons
Deed being salisiied - wiil go back to the Execluiva. This is an irmportant distinclion for the purnoses of the
new Planning and Development Acl and the Regulations. The transitional provisions refate only to situatians
whers the grant of the lease has bssn formally approved - end that hasn'l yet zppened in this case, In any
event he trensitional provisions only apply for six manths and teh conditions precedent may bno be salisfied

within that period.

Given the above the amendmenta to the Option Deed &ra therefare necsssary, Ross, Jock are you both
somforiable with $ai?

Gordon Lowe

This emsil, and any msckachments, may be confidentiml ard alan privileged. I£ you
R2YH uot the ictended racipient, plesae notify the sender and delete all coplas of
thia Cramemlgeion along wikh soy abtachnents immediately. Yoa shauld mot copy ot
use 1t For eny purpose, neor disclose lits cookeats to any other parsom,

- - e EE e a e .. ay— e ==y
W m e m e m i o e e e W e m om e A

Thus =0l focitege wad 3y saciwestts ko confdmtal The iabmscien contalazd in i3 mmall moswen and vy soacimnee way be coeSdresal Infrmeac
s may aTsa b the subjent offctian legal « ogal oo fayrictd Joivilepy, 16 yoe o Aot die dotonded reciplony,
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Attachment 11 - 3 May 2008 Brooke O'Mahoney signed the alteration documents
on 3 May 2008 - under part 4: '

"Fully describe your proposal or list amendments"... Major utility installation and
communications facility altered DA due to reductions [sic] in 1. Generatlon
Capacity 2. Number of data centres 3. Block size.



y,
Land (Flanning and Environment) Act 1991 - Form 7
- Development Application

Type of Application (ick refevant box)

DNew Application .
If you atlended a Pra-lodgement meeling please provide the Proposal Numbsr | : ] |

MAlteration {8226(7)) ~to a current applicafion not yet approved

ACT Planning &

Land Authorit! v

. an i .DMore Information (§233)- providing additional information to a current application which Isin respohse
: ’ . to a written request from the Authonity.

jcondiﬁonal Approval {§245)- satisfying conditions of appraval
acationatinformation (5245)

DMinor Amendment (§247) . Original proposal No,
Anamendmenttoan applil@tioh with an approval alreadyin force where a Cerifficate of Oécupancyhas notheenissued.

Application number

Has development commenced on the properly? w No 3 Yes if yes, date of commencement

Technical check
: DAddilionaI information (5247) In support of current S247 application

Publle notification

CYes TINe Part 1: Lease/Site details

If more than one leasefstte, attach the following details for each leasefsite.

Nefghbour nofification
[JYes [INo ' Block .
Lessee's (I Unlt (if applicable)
Holding Lease [ | ] ’ ' {: . _ l
Unleased [] [ Suburb ' .
unties [ 7] Dietiet |1 £ G E AR MO (o |
ERR 1 O
Street Numb Postcade
e 0D e | [ ]
NCA M0 Street Name l MO L ANE l
Compliance - e
P Rs S Part 2: Applicant details
8 O O
Exempt . . .
Eses Surname I O 'MA HOE Y j

D&s , ' ) First Neme I @QDDKL_ I .
:x: ‘ : Australlan Company Numnber (AGN) U\-g’\t > LA 686 K? —l

Dial's | CompanyNamo | A 4z \AGL. D (ST R\ RUT 1 o ik

e company,positon held W1 anAeeR, CommenR c A DevELaPHen
; Postal Address [ P R 2006 . |
Date received . Suburh l CA-N RER R A T ]
/ ! : StatefTerrifory . Postcode VO
Recelpt number Phone Number (business hours) l G"L,(:, ® A4 62 '
Fax Number C_) wg L o9 : I

Evial
Recelv) i
ecelving officer . ,%0% O/"\A (—10MCY @ A—C. NA(’L Ot . F\-u
’ Unless otherwise speclfled your plan/s wiil be retumed via emall Matl D © PickUp D

Did you know? Pavelopment 2pplications £an be lodged 2lectranically, The steps involved ara d'-tanled en
our website at: www.actpla.act.gov.au

Land Act Forin 1 Approval § 1/06 Page)
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Part 3: Lessee (Property Owner) details

1st Lessee’s details

Or Gowt, Land Manager Sumama I

+. AMl lessees must slgn
authorising the lodgement, -

MM andmdomgsagrvcauﬁamy
-Office Use. First Narne l -to the applicanttonegotiate | -

’ -any dealings with. the

ication through to its

(nit Company name I determination by thereleyan

authorlty, or a Poiver of

Auslyalian dompany Number (AGN) l

If a company, position held

within the campany

Postal Address I

§uburb [

StatefTerritory l:l

Posteode

Phone Number (business hours) [

Fax Number ‘

Ammeymunbeamrhed iF ;
thero arc more'than twp e :
lessces, please ensure that it

detalis and authorisationare. .

* Uthe Iessce isa n.-g!.rre b
company,. organi:atmn 0.
govemmemagencyyaumw_!
execute this appficationin tha

.proper manner for that
camipany, orgonisation ol

* Ema l

* Lesses must sign Part 7 of the application form

g . flll name of the communil

Part 3: Lessee (Property Owner) details

Or Govt. Land Manager

2nd Lesseo’s details
Surname r

{urfessad land onk)
Office-Use - First Nams
it Company name

» Ausirallan Company Number (ACN})

within the company

Posta} Address

Suburb

State/erritory Postcode

Phone Number (business hours)

|
I
|
{f a company, position held l
l
l
l
i
l

Fax Number

. Emailr

* Lessee must sign Part 7 of the application form

"¢ Anyapplication: made overa

‘government agecney, Fo
example, if.the iesses'ls
earnmimity organisatiors, th

orgehisation iistbe stated. | |
- and the slgnatory mus
. identify whnat pus}rlon'o
: amhomhq/:hehald;mm
oganisation. .

. naewmchhasbemllmtﬁdcd
will require approval in

Part 4:

Fully describe your proposal or list amendments

CACSL L LTV

MASDR UTUATY e STALLAT Ol AnD COMAMONL AT ol §

KLTERED DA TE To RODOCT (ONS

[

D) GENERAT (oM CAP A (TY

B NUMBER o€ BATA  COMTRES
3@ Brock sStZze

Examples: ®New 2 storey residence & gerage -® Addilion of bedroom & ensuile (o reer of residence

Land Act Fotm  Appraval 11/05 Page2



Part 5: Type of Development

O single Dwelling 2 New residence
U Addition/alteration fo existing
< Demolition/rebuild
= Outbulld]_ngs: (Such as carports, garages & pergolas)
Ll Multiple Dwelling O New development No. of new Dwellings to be constructed
{inc! Dual Occupancy) ) Total No. of Bwell
o A1q Core Areaor . - ca-oriwelings
3 suburbanArea - -1 Addition/alteration to existing
v < Outbuildings (Such es carports, garages & pergolas)
m Non-Residential ¥ New building
inclC ia), Indusirial, . X . e
g:?a,. %Tﬁ;ﬁ:m ?:su“m“onal) L1 “Addifion/alteration to existing
Mixed Use L New building No. of Non-Residential Units
{combined Won-Residential & No, of Resldentlal Dwellings
Residential Developir.ents) Tolal number of Dwellings
D  Addition/alteration to existing
-1 signage '

L} prease Variation
Clause changes

Consolidation’
Subdivision
Encroachment
Land Rent Payout

CocCcgc

U

Home Business (Pleasa completa Form 2 Home Business Checklist in addition fo 1His form)

L] Estate Development Plan (pesse complete Fom 3 Estate Development Plan Checkiist n addiion i this form)

D Public Works (incl Roads, Stormwaler Dralnage, Parks, Electricity, Gas, Telecommunications, Water, Sewerage, Services)

Please nots that the estimated cos! What Is the estimated cost of the development ag Existing GFA m?
to be staled hers [s to include the calculated in accordance with the Bullding Cast Guide? and/or
¢ost of 2l assoclated works stch ) . Added GFA ——— . m?
as landscaping, parking, etc. as [ i , and/o ,
well as off site works. $ : -0 I OI GFAtobe demgllsl‘;ed ——
Total GFA
“The Building Cost Guide can be located on the Aulhority’s website: “GFA" means gross floor area
www.actpla.act.gov.au .

ENERGY RATING: Was the orginal dwelling first approved after 30 June 19957 3 No D Yes Date (MMYY) .

ENVIRDNMENTAL IMPACY: Does the Commonwealth Environment P/t;tecﬁon and Bindiversity Conservation Act 1999 affect your proposal?
(Please refar to kst page of fhis application form for further Information) . D N u v
. (o] €5

WORKS ON VERGE AND/OR PUBLIC LAND: Are you proposing works or modifications on the verge or public land?
- No L ves (If yes please specify)

New or Existing Services No @ Yes RoadWork L__] No LI Yes FodtpathsD No El Yes Lan_ciscaping..l No Yas




Part 5: Type of Development (continued)

IREES: (For more informazlion sze page 19 of application forn}

Is there an approved Tree Management Plan for the block where the development is proposed | ’ D NOM Yes

or any of the neighbouring hlocks?
Ifyes, you will need to lodge the approved Tres Management Plan with your Development Application,

" Note: You may apply to Enviropment and Recreation for approval fo replace or emerid en existing Tree Management Plan.

D No Ll Yes

5 there a protected tree on the block where tho development s proposed?
i yes, you will noed 1o submitt either an approved or drafi Tree Management Plan with your development application,
Is there a protected tree on any of the neighbouring blocks? o m Yes
Ifyes, you will nead {o answer the fokowing questions: ’
@ Is fta Regulated Tree? Lo 8 ves
If yes, youwill need to lodge either an approved or draft Tree Management Plan ifthe canopy of the tree Is within 2m
ofthe block wheye the development is praposed.

® I5 it a Registered Tree?: :
If yes, you will need to lodge either an approved or drait Tree Management Plan Wth yolr Developmﬂm Application.

L o o ves

)z there any proposed-works within the tree canapy of any free on public fandivergs adjacent fo the develapment sﬂe? D No M Yes

DRIVEWAYS:
For proposals that include consiruction or modification of driveway/s please indicate works to be undertaken.

‘

Relocation’ of existing entrance . [} Construction of additional entrance [}
Construction of new driveway & Construction other than plain concrete (]
Other (please specify) |

UNoxiYes

OVERHEAD WIRES: Are there any overhead wires over the block?
if yes, please Indicale locatlon of wires on site plan,

x No D Yes

STORMWATER: Are there any stormwater easements on the block,

Part 6: Exempting Parts of Your Application From the Public Register

The Land (Planning and Environment) Act 1991 requires all applications tobe placed ona Publlc Regisler.
If you mest specific criteria you may apply 1o exdude parts of your application from the Publfc Register (referto secﬂon 228
Land (Planningand Environment ) Act 1987).

{wish to apply for exemption fror the Fublic Register. a No D Yes

Information to be excluded from the register

Please give reasons in support of your request for exemption

Land Act Fzrm 1 Approval 11/06 Page 4




Part 7: Applicant & Lessee Declaration

Ywe the undersigned, hereby apply for appraval fo carry out the development described on the fand spéciﬁed in this application;

liwe hereby authorise the ACT Planning and Lang Authority {o erect sign/s on the subject properiy(s) as required;

I/we hereby authorise ACT Government officers to access the sLibject property(s) for the purpose of evaluating the proposal
(including the inspection of trees); ]
liwe understand that this applicailon may be electronically seanned and made available for public inspection via the internst;

liwe declare that afi the Information given on this form and its attaéhments Is frue and complete; ‘

I/we understand that the informatlon submitted with this application form will underge a documentation check prior 1o the formal
lodgement of the applioation (znd payment of fees), and fuither information may be required prlor ‘o the acceplance of the
development application by the Authority; ' ) :

I inderstand that all costs including the relocetion of any engineering services (light poles, stormwater, sumps efe) will be at my
expense and that | will indemnify the ACT Government, its servants and agents against any claims arlsing during construction;

I understand that constructlon of any driveway associated with this application may not commence until the contractor has
received endorsement by Asset Acceptance. 1 understand that a Certificate of Design Acceptance must be obtained from the Asset
Acceptance Section of the Department of Territory and Municipal Services prior to the start of constriiction works and a Road
Opening Permit and Temparary Management Plan cblained from Roads ACT.

llwe the undersigned (lessee) appoint the applicant whase signatura appears below to act on my/our behalf In refatlon to this

Development Application. This authorises the applicant o pay all application fees, bonds and securitles, liaise with the ACT
Planning and Land Authorlly when required, aiter, amend or provide further Information as necessary and receivs any

communications relating 1o this Development Application,

In additlon, if signing on behalf of a company, organisation or Government agency.

Uwe the undérsigned, declare liwe have the appropriaie delegation ar authority ta sign on behalf of the company, organisation or

Government agency.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATION:  Does the applicant of lessee have any association with
. ACT Planning and Land Authurity staff? ' !XL No 3 Yes

If yes, please provide details:

PLEASE NOTE: There are penallias for deliberately giving false and misleading information. The Planning and Land Authority
or Minister may revoka an approval If satisfied that the approval was obtained by fraud or misrepresentation.

- Office Use,

Applicant's Slgnature(s) & < | l Date 3 /g‘ _/2003 _l init D
1st Lessee’s Sighature(s) L ' —I Date ) Init D

2nd Lesses's Signafure(s) i ] Pale l Init D
Gout, Land Managers Slgnaluré L Date j init D
(unleasedlandoniy)
Delegate of ACTPLA Signature - " -
o {unleasedrgsndanly) ’ Date j Init D

Land Act Form 1 Appioval 11706 Page 5




Attachment 12 - 27 May 2008 - the final day of filing submissions to ACTPLA -
Mr Stanhope's press release in which he blames the community for the down
scaling and loss of $1 billion and praises ActewAGL as being good corporate
citizens - the same day Michael Costello says they had thought very hard and
listened to the public and responded to the public concerns. On the news that
night Chris Peters blasts the community for being responsible for the loss of the
second power source. No one in ACTEWAGL, TRE or the Chief Minister or his
officials steps up to correct the accusation leveled against the community and
explain the downscaling was decided upon as the results of their financial viability
study was revealed in early February 2008.



J O n STO n h O p e Chiad Minister Austradian © upi*al Teuritory

Brosptien | NERE B9

Sectinw Jon Stanhope, MLA | Media Releases

Downscaled data centre plan proves system works - without ministerial
interference

Released 27/05/2008
187/08 27 May 2008
DOWNSCALED DATA CENTRE PLAN PROVES SYSTEM WORKS ~ WITHOUT MINISTERIAL INTERFERENCE

Chief Minister Jon Stanhope said the decision to downscale a proposed secure data centre campus proved that existing
statulory assessment syslems worked, and were responsive to communily concerns.,

A consortium, which includes ActewAGL, had praposed a secure data centre campus, comprising a gas co-generating
facility and gas-fired peaking power station, at a site opposile the Mugga Lane Tip.

The community conéultation phase of the assessment of the proposal ends today.

in response to community concerns at ihe impact of the development. ActewAGL has told the ACT Planning and Land
Authority that it proposes a significant downscaling of the development.

The altered Development Application, which will need to be cenotified, scales back the proposed developmentin a
number of ways:

s the proposal for a ‘peaking power’ slalion — capable of providing a back-up power supply to the people
of the ACT in the event of problems with the electricity supply — has been eliminated from the DA
altogether;

s as a consequence, the number of turbines and power generation capacity have reduced from 210 MW to
28 MW. The remaining gas turbines will service the data centre power demands and will be housed
inside a building, reducing the visual impact of the power-generating component of the proposal;

o the number of exhaust stacks required would fall from 18 to 4; and

o the amount of land required for the proposal has been scaled back from 21.1 hectares to
approximately18 hectares.

"l understand that the revised DA will decrease -emissions from the complex — one of the biggest concerns of nearby
residents — with Nitrogen Dioxide levels at least 20% below World Health Organization guidelines,” Mr Stanhope said.
“The initial proposat would have nudged those limils and the consortium has now put forward an amended proposal that
deserves 1o be assessed on ifs own merits.

“l understand too that the scaled-back proposal will comfortably meet standards in relation to noise,”

Mr Stanhope said he was not in a position to judge the merits of the amended proposat — any more than he had been
equipped to assess the original application. But he said the consortium’s preparedness to be a good corporate citizen
and listen to community concerns, showed that the exisling statutory methods for assessing development applications
worked.

“| have only ever been concerned that we give the proponents of this major investment a chance to be assessed on their
merits and to be accorded procedural fairness.

“1 do regret that some people have misunderstood the purpbse of our arm’s-length statutory assessment processes, and
have wanted or expected me to abort that process hefore all the facts are in, and before all the views are known.

“We see today the system al its best — giving voice to the community, leaning on developers to amend their asplrahons
putting all views on the public record and on the front page of the local paper.”

Mr Stanhope said he undersiood that the consortium was still interested in building a peaking power plant and a back-up
data centre campus on a second site, but that the proponents had accepted that this site should be appropriately
distanced from urban and concentrated residential areas or population centres,

“There is now no prospect of a power stalion secondary site anywhere near Belconnen, for example,” Mr Stanhope said.
“I truly hope that what the consortium will achieve with this altered DA is a proposal that will answer the main concerns of
Tuggeranong locals, while retaining for Canberrans at large this massive investment in their local economy, an
investment creating hundreds of skilled jobs.”

Mr Stanhope said it was important for Canberrans to understand that the scated-down data centre campus would not
deliver the same benefits to the economy or the job market as the initial proposal but would continue to deliver secure
world-leading data cenire capability thal is in high demand. The proposal, initially valued at about $2 billion, would now
be worth around $1 billion, while the number of jobs created would be up to 300, instead of 400.

He said he understood that new plume and noise studies relating to the revised proposal would be lodged with ACTPLA
earty next week.

Media Contact: Penelope Layland 6205 9777 0438 289 714 penelope.layland@aci.gov.au
Jess Wurf 6205 0504 0411 772 700 jess.wurf@act.gov.au

Back to Latest Media Releases
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Attachment 13 - 31 May 2008 - Canberra Times article:

Mr Costello said the consortium was told three weeks ago a 100MW peaking
station was commercially unviable.

He said the firm spent weeks perusing other options before making the
announcement to scrap the peaking station on the Tuggeranong site and scale
down the data centre.

"It's too small. It has to be 350 to 450 [megawatts] so that site was not
suitable whether there were protests or not,"Mr Costello said.



The Canberva Times

canberratimes.com.aqu

Chief in dark on gas plant backflip

BY JOHN THISTLETON AND EWA KRETOWICZ
31/05/2008 10:36:00 AM

ActewAGL's incoming chief executive, Michael Costello, shelved a
prized gas-fired power station to back-up Canberra's electricity
supply without telling the project's champion, John Mackay.

Mr Mackay, ActewAGL's chief executive who retires next month,
vowed the utility would do whatever it took to establish the gas-
fired power station.

Named Canberra's citizen of the year for ActewAGL's success and
his civic and charitable work, Mr Mackay had trumpeted the
$2billion power station and data centre as one of the territory's
most significant projects. :

He was overseas on Tuesday when Mr Costello, who will replacé him
on July 1, announced a dramatic scaling back of the contentious
power station from 110 megawatts to 28 megawatts.

If approved, the project will be enough to drive multi-million-dollar
computer data pods, but insufficient to realise a dream of more than
a decade to back-up Canberra's power supply with a gas-fired
station.

After taking the brunt of Macarthur residents' opposition to the
project, Mr Costello said there had not been any reaction from Mr
Mackay to scaling down because he was on leave. "I didn't tell him,"
he said. "When you are on holidays, you are on holidays."

Mr Costello said Mr Mackay's "whatever it takes" comment meant
ActewAGL would do whatever was necessary to meet emission
standards, including scaling it down, and was not a Rambo-style
declaration of crash or crash through. ActewAGL engaged one of
Australia's top public relations companies, Parker and Partners, in
December to advise on communications.

Mr Costello said it was rubbish to suggest ActewAGL contributed to



a negative message to potential investors by not better managing
the preliminary consultation.

"I think it is disappointing that people react as strongly as they do
and with an obvious sort of sense that somehow, someone is
trying to pull the wool over their eyes,’" Mr Costello said.

He said it was bizarre to say ActewAGL acted secretly, when it had
trumpeted the project and was proud of it.

He would not be drawn on the October ACT election's influence on
the project.

Mr Costello said the consortium was told three weeks ago a
100MW peaking station was commercially unviable.

He said the firm spent weeks perusing other options before making
the announcement to scrap the peaking station on the Tuggeranong
site and scale down the data centre.

"It's too small. It has to be 350 to 450 [megawatts] so that site was
not suitable whether there were protests or not,""Mr Costello said.

He said ActewAGL was committed to building a 400-600MW gas
power station in Canberra, but it would be well away from town
centres.

Mr Costello said the scaled down data centre would not satisfy
everyone but the environmental impact would be significantly
smaller.

"We believe that we will be so far below conceivable standards that
everyone will be completely reassured and we will have reports that

say that," he said.



