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 Comment 
 Australian Parents for Climate Action  welcomes the  invitation to comment on the Central 
 Queensland Coal Project - EPBC 2016/7851  . 

 We  support and applaud the Minister’s intention to  reject the project  , and hope that this will 
 establish a precedent for all projects that increase Australian and/or global greenhouse gas (GHG) 
 emissions. However,  we note, with continued disappointment  and, frankly, disbelief, that – at 
 present –  the EPBC Act does not require the consideration  of a project’s emissions impacts  . 

 The scientific evidence is crystal clear that global heating and resultant climatic changes associated 
 with emissions from the combustion of fossil fuels (coal, gas and oil, and their derivatives) are having 
 a deleterious impact on Australia’s fragile environment. 

 From multiple ocean heating events causing devastating coral bleaching affecting over 90% of the 
 iconic Great Barrier Reef,  to the combination of prolonged drought and fire weather precipitating 1

 devastating bushfires, it is indisputable that all fossil fuels, produced and consumed anywhere on the 
 globe, are gravely endangering the environment on which we all depend for our food, fresh water, 
 oxygen, and human health. The “economy” is a meaningless concept without a healthy, thriving 
 environment. 

 Creating a Burning Platform 
 In Change Management theory, the concept of the  burning  platform  is used to describe a situation 
 where the cost of maintaining “business as usual” – in this case, supplying more fossil fuels – is too 
 high: the mounting risk of catastrophic climate change. 

 In Roman mythology, Aeneas was said to have destroyed his armada after conquering territory in Italy. 
 Why? To ensure there was no going back. Fletcher Christian set  The Bounty  ablaze in 1790 after his 
 band of mutineers reached Pitcairn Island, for the same reason. 

 The International Energy Agency, of which Australia is a member, has identified the burning platform 
 and determined that, to avoid that catastrophic outcome, the cutoff for approvals of new fossil fuel 
 projects was 2021.  It is, quite literally, a matter of life and death that the Australian government heeds 2

 their duty of care to all Australians, by adapting our environmental laws to stop new developments. 

 Australia establishing such a precedent could single-handedly break the deadlock on global climate 
 action. Our role as a top three fossil energy exporter means our supply is globally market-moving and 
 price-affecting. We are the fourth largest coal producer in the world  and currently the largest fossil gas 3

 3  Global coal production, 2018-2021 – Charts – Data  & Statistics - IEA 
 2  What would it take to limit the global temperature  rise to 1.5°C? – Analysis - IEA 
 1  ‘Devastating’: 91% of reefs surveyed on Great Barrier  Reef affected by coral bleaching in 2022 
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 exporter.  We have an outsized capacity to accelerate the global transition to renewable energy, by 4

 signalling to the rest of the world that Australia’s massive tap is being turned off. 

 The Drug Dealer’s Defence 
 Some have made the fatuous argument that Australia ending fossil exports would see global 
 emissions rise, using the immoral drug dealers’ defence and a fundamental misunderstanding of 
 physics and chemistry. 

 There are two parts to this myth. The first claim is that Australian coal has fewer emissions than other 
 countries’ coal.  This  AAP Fact Check  thoroughly debunks  that lie, calling the claim “nonsense”. We 
 are currently watching the renewables transition being stimulated by the situation that is seeing Russia 
 limit its fossil energy supplies to the European Union. While some have pointed out a short term 
 increase in coal consumption, the underlying story is a commitment to accelerate the transition to 
 renewables. 5

 Others have claimed that curtailing Australian gas exports would see our trade partners revert to coal 
 use. Again, no evidence is provided to support such claims, and the facts are that Australian gas is 
 competing against renewables in our key export markets.  In any case, claims that fossil gas cause 6

 less emissions than coal when it comes to energy consumption have been proven false when the 
 lifecycle emissions of fossil gas – including its under-reported fugitive emissions – are taken into 
 account. Indeed, it only takes 3% system-wide fugitive methane emissions to wipe out any combustion 
 emissions benefits of gas vs coal. 7

 The Devastated Economy Myth 
 Others erroneously claim that if Australia took that momentous, desperately needed step, it would 
 “devastate” our economy. Quite apart from the fact that our children, who are destined to live with the 
 full impact of the climate catastrophe, will revile those who seek to prioritise the economy over a safe 
 climate, the claim begins with a significant over-estimation of the contribution the fossil fuel actually 
 makes to our economy. The  Australia Institute  (amongst  others) has prepared a series of useful 
 reports covering these points: 

 1.  Australia gives its coal, gas and oil away. Our royalties (the raw materials cost miners pay to 
 exploit Australia’s mineral resources) are low compared to many countries, and approvals often 
 come with waivers, meaning Australians see even less for our assets. Indeed, Michael West Media 
 estimated that Australia’s coal and gas giants get more in subsidies than they pay in royalties. 8

 8  Fossil Fuel Fiesta: Australia's coal and gas giants  get more in subsidies than they pay in royalties 
 7  The US natural gas industry is leaking way more methane  than previously thought. Here’s why that matters 
 6  Fuelling the climate crisis: why LNG is no miracle  cure for Australia’s coal addiction | Energy | The Guardian 
 5  EU plans ‘massive’ increase in green energy to help  end reliance on Russia | European Union | The Guardian 
 4  Australia grabs world's biggest LNG exporter crown  from Qatar in Nov | Reuters 
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 2.  Major coal and gas extraction firms pay virtually no company (income) tax in Australia. An 
 individual teacher or nurse has paid more than many of these mega companies have paid over the 
 last seven years!  They are accomplished tax avoiders,  with a majority of profits being washed via 9

 offshore tax havens. 

 3.  The Petroleum Rent Resources Tax was so watered down by industry lobbyists, it’s a wonder it 
 can even cover its collection costs. It contributes a paltry 0.3% of Australian government revenue. 
10

 4.  Ask an average Australian how many people the fossil industry employs and they might guess 1 in 
 10 workers, so pervasive is the myth created by the industry’s lobbyists. The truth: less than 1 in 
 100.  There are more people employed by Woolies in Australia than the entire fossil industry! 11 12

 5.  To add insult to injury, the taxpayers of Australia subsidise the fossil fuel industry to the tune of 
 over $10 billion a year! 13

 Given this,  where is the evidence  that the fossil extraction industry is essential to Australia’s economy? 

 If Australia turned off the new fossil project approval tap today, little would happen immediately, 
 because a typical fossil mine/well might have an approved life of 25 years. We would still be producing 
 and exporting coal and gas for decades. 

 With appropriate planning, any workers affected could be retrained and supported to find new jobs. 
 And if Australia was to become a renewable export superpower it could deliver ten times more jobs 
 than are lost, with estimates of well over a million new jobs (including transitioning the domestic 
 economy).  Indeed, EY found “stimulus programs backing clean energy… would create nearly three 14

 times as many jobs for every dollar spent on fossil fuel developments.” 15

 There's also plenty of time to replace our existing energy infrastructure with renewables if we prioritise 
 this with the urgency it requires, and address permitting timelines, particularly around new 
 transmission investments. 

 (As an important aside, we note that some utilities and governments overseas are realising that it is 
 better  value  to bury transmission cables: the higher up front cost is offset by the faster permitting 
 timeline, given fewer community complaints, in addition to numerous other benefits.  Underground 16

 16  For example,  Utilities Bury More Transmission Lines to Prevent Storm Damage  or 
 Burying power lines next to roads, railways could crack nut of transmission expansion 

 15  How Australia’s vast resources could make it a green energy superpower 
 14  The Million Jobs Plan - Beyond Zero Emissions 
 13  Fossil fuel subsidies in Australia 
 12  About Us - Woolworths Group 
 11  Stop believing in fairytales: Australia’s coal industry doesn’t employ many people or pay its fair share of tax 
 10  Revenue – Parliament  of Australia 
 9  APPEA members who pay no income tax 
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 transmission approved and installed in 3-5 years to facilitate renewables and achievement of 
 emissions reduction targets conveys more benefit than waiting 8-10 years due to community 
 opposition. Buried transmission lines: 
 ●  overcome community concerns about visual pollution, 
 ●  reduce bushfire ignition risks (from arcing) and storm damage, 
 ●  may lessen inconvenience to farmers – such as restrictions on crop spraying near overhead lines. 

 We would encourage the Minister and her colleagues to examine how underground transmission could 
 accelerate Australia’s transition to clean energy.) 

 We Can’t Have Our Cake and Eat It Too 
 Some in the government have claimed that Australia can reduce its emissions while simultaneously 
 approving new coal and gas mines, noting that countries are not required to declare Scope 3 
 (extra-territorial) emissions from fossil fuels that are exported for consumption abroad. 
 Notwithstanding the immorality of this approach – emissions affect us globally, regardless of where 
 they are generated – this claim also misses the domestic emissions associated with fossil fuel 
 extraction and in-country transport and processing. 

 A typical gas development that exports all its product still produces domestic emissions (scope 1 and 
 2, which are counted in Australia’s total) of between 10% and 15% of the emissions that are exported. 
 It’s easy to see this: the gas extraction industry is the largest industrial user of gas in Australia. 
 Government data clearly shows that it consumes just over 10% of the gas it exports.  The other 5% 17

 comes in emissions from purchased electricity and diesel, plus fugitive emissions from venting, flaring, 
 and system-wide leaks. The gas industry contributes 7.5% of Australia’s domestic emissions and 
 rising. 18

 Coal projects produce domestic emissions during the extraction, washing and transport of the product 
 to the port of export, plus fugitive methane emissions at the mine. Several recent studies have found 
 that fugitive emissions are significantly under-reported for both gas  and coal  projects, when 19 20

 compared with modern satellite measurement. 

 For example, the government’s recent endorsement of Woodside’s Scarborough gas project implies 
 additional domestic emissions of perhaps 15% of the headline 1.37 billion tonnes CO  2  -equivalent over 
 its 30-odd year life, representing an increase of between 1 and 2% of Australia’s domestic emissions 
 per annum.  This analysis  compares the potential impacts of new approvals against the ALP’s 21

 emissions savings as modelled by Reputex. 

 21  Extrapolated from  Warming Western Australia: how Woodside’s Scarborough and Pluto Project undermines 
 the Paris Agreement / Climate Analytics  , Woodside’s  EIS documents for the Scarborough project and Australia’s 
 National Greenhouse Gas Inventory report. 

 20  Australia's total coal mine methane emissions double official estimates, Ember report finds - ABC News 
 19  How satellites may hold the key to the methane crisis 
 18  Facts must rise above the gas if Australia is to deal with the climate crisis 
 17  https://www.energynetworks.com.au/assets/uploads/Fig-1-Snakey.png 
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 Achieving Australia’s domestic net zero targets becomes incrementally more difficult as each 
 additional emissions intensive project is added, another reason why environmental assessments must 
 prioritise climate harm. 

 Biodiversity Offsets Must Be a Last Resort 
 Finally, we would comment that biodiversity offsets, like greenhouse emissions offsets, should be an 
 option of  last resort  , and should never be considered a go-to for developers. A project proposing to 
 use biodiversity offsets to supposedly neutralise its harm should,  prima facie,  be considered the wrong 
 project. That’s not how nature works. 

 Once you’ve destroyed an ecosystem it is gone, and in many cases it may take hundreds or 
 thousands of years to regenerate. A compensatory benefit elsewhere is of zero benefit to the affected 
 ecosystem, and in any case is unlikely to provide equivalent biodiversity benefit during its 
 establishment. 

 Just as with the apparent rorting and minimal benefit of the Australian Carbon Credit Unit scheme, 22

 biodiversity offset schemes have been found to be subject to serious failures. 23

 We contend there should be stringent tests in terms of public, societal benefit vs environmental harm. 
 Private benefit to developers should  never  be a reason  to allow the use of biodiversity offsets. Given 
 the sixth mass extinction is already unfolding faster than scientists had feared,  greed  cannot  be an 24

 excuse for accelerating destruction. 

 24  The sixth mass extinction is happening faster than expected. Scientists say it's our fault - CNN 
 23  Biodiversity offsets policies too often failing, inquiry hears 
 22  Australia’s carbon credit scheme ‘largely a sham’, says whistleblower who tried to rein it in 
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