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INTRODUCTION 

Wollongong Climate Action Network is a group of Wollongong residents. It has 186 members. It is 
not part of any political party and has no financial or legal connection with any business or trade 
union. This submission is in response to information provided as part of the ongoing R37 process. 

 

REQUIREMENT TO BALANCE THE IMPACTS 

The PAC is obliged by the Minister to consider the proposed project under the State Environmental 
Planning Policy Amendment as amended on 2 September 2015. The Sept 2 amendment removed 
clause 12AA which required the economic significance of the resource to be the PACs principal 
consideration. 

Clause 14 (1) c) of the amended Mining SEPP requires that “Greenhouse emissions are minimised to 
the greatest extent practicable” 

(Reference mailto:http://www.legislation.nsw.gov.au/maintop/view/inforce/epi+65+2007+cd+0+N) 

Clause 14 (2) says that the PAC must consider emissions (including downstream emissions) and must 
do so having regard to any applicable State or national policies, programs or guidelines concerning 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

NATIONAL POLICY IS TO PARTICIPATE IN INTERNATIONAL EFFORT TO REDUCE GREENHOUSE 
EMISSIONS 

At the COP21 at Paris, Australia will sign up to an agreement about climate change.  

The first goal is “In order to strengthen the global response to the threat of climate change , parties 
agree to take urgent action and enhance cooperation and support so as to hold the increase in 
global average temperature well below 2deg C above preindustrial levels by ensuring deep 
reductions in global greenhouse gas emissions”. 

(Reference mailto:http://www.npr.org/sections/thetwo-way/2015/12/05/458575455/nearly-200-
nations-agree-on-climate-change-draft-plan-at-paris-summit) 

The Federal Government has also allocated large sums of money to its Direct Action Plan. 



The Federal government has committed to a 26-28% reduction in carbon emissions by 2030.  

(Reference mailto:https://www.environment.gov.au/climate-change/publications/factsheet-
australias-2030-climate-change-target) 

It is clear from these facts that it is Federal government policy to part of an international effort to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and that substantial taxpayer funds and government effort has 
been allocated for this purpose. 

The PAC is required to consider the Russell Vale proposal in the light of this policy. 

EXPOSURE TO SANCTIONS 

In the light of the international consensus on the need to cut greenhouse emissions , persistence 
with porjects like this will bring Australia into disrepute and could expose us to retaliatory trade 
sanctions and tariffs.  This is an economic effect on Australia which the PAC should consider. 

(Reference mailto:http://thenewdaily.com.au/news/2015/08/11/analysis-australia-flirting-trade-
sanction-danger/) 

ERROR IN GREENHOUSE EMISSIONS CALCULATION 

I dispute the “scope 3” emissions estimate for use of saleable coal for power generation quoted in 
table 12 of the GNRE Preferred Project Report 

 



 

Footnote 6 of this table says they have used table 1 of the National Greenhouse accounts  

(Reference mailto:https://www.environment.gov.au/climate-change/greenhouse-gas-
measurement/publications/national-greenhouse-accounts-factors-aug-2015) 

I have attached the 2015 version of this table. 

The coal that will be burnt is anthracite , which has a calorific value of 29GJ/tonne, not 22.5 as per 
the GNRE report. 

The emissions factor for anthracite is 0.090 tonnes CO2-e/GJ, not 0.0087 as per the GNRE report. 

This makes the “scope 3” emissions from thermal coal for peak year equal to 614,900*29*0.090 = 
1.6M tonnes pa CO2-e, not 120,367 as per the report. 

And it takes the total emissions above 4.5Mtpa.  



  

 

 

THIS PROJECT IS NOT “INSIGNIFICANT”  

The emissions (including downstream emissions, which the PAC is required to consider) from the 
coal mined by this project will be over 4.5M tonnes p.a in its peak year. This is approximately 10% of 
Australia’s ENTIRE annual emissions reduction target of 47Mtpa by 2030.  

 

PAC DECISIONS ARE NOT “INSIGNIFICANT” 

It is incorrect to argue that if this project was not approved then the coal would be “sourced from 
elsewhere”.  NSW is a significant coal supplier on the world stage and NSW decisions on coal supply 
affect the world coal price, which in turn drives world energy efficiency. The totality of emissions 
under PAC control via its mining approvals is of the same order of magnitude as Australia’s entire 
greenhouse reduction target. The PAC therefore has a significant responsibility. 

TAXPAYER MONEY WASTED 

It is a waste of taxpayer money to be, on one hand, paying organisations and expending 
considerable public effort to reduce greenhouse emissions while on the other hand planning 
authorities like the PAC allow large increases in carbon emissions which cancel the benefits.  

PROFIT SHIFTING 

It is common practice for Australian subsidiaries of international companies to profit shift so that the 
Australian subisidiary earns almost no taxable income. This proposal provides no safeguards against 
profit shifting. Estimates of economic benefit should factor this in.  

 




