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Kristina Keneally, MP 
NSW State Minister for Planning, 
Parliament House 
Macquarie St 
Sydney NSW 2000                                                                                                                                                                                                                              1 October 2008 
  

Dear Ms Keneally 
  

PORT KEMBLA COAL TERMINAL APPLICATION  - Major Project Application 08-0009 - Increased Road  Receivable Hours at Port Kembla Coal Terminal - Preliminary Environmental Assessment 
  

I am writing as the co-ordinator of the Illawarra Community and Environment Connection (ICEC) to support WCAN's request for an extension of time to the exhibition period of the Major Project noted above on the following grounds: 
* the development is important in terms of exacerbating global warming; 
* foreseeable risks exists and someone should hold a duty of care towards the community, particularly where there is the possibility of fatalities and impacts on the well-being of the community both in terms of traffic and climate change; 
* greater economic feasibility exists in achieving solutions to climate change now rather than later. 
* More time is required to read and analyse the Garnaut report, update the website at www.epaust.info/ climatechange/ issues.html, and undertake a more informative response. 

* The above are major issues that need further discussion within the community at large.  For this to occur more time is needed 

* More time is also necessary for the community to peruse and analyse documents at http://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/asp/major_projects.asp and http://www.pkct.com.au/communityenvironment.htm 

  

The burning of fossil fuels, which include coal, are a major concern as outlined by the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.  According to the UN Report by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change ‘warming of the climate is unequivocal and is now evident from observations of increases in global average air and ocean temperatures, widespread melting of snow and ice and rising global average ocean sea level’ (pg. 4 of 21) while ‘the understanding of anthropogenic warming and cooling influences on climate has improved…leading to very high confidence (9 out of 10 chance) that the globally averaged net effect of human activities since 1750 has been one of warming’ (pg. 3 of 21): Climate Change 2007: The Physical Science Basis-Summary for Policymakers at http://www.ipcc. ch/SPM2feb07. pdf . 
  

It is noted that the major export for Australia appears to be coal, with the major export destination being Japan:  http://www.australi ancoal.com. au/exports. htm.   It is a concern that the export of coal appears to rely heavily on one country in particular (Japan) and that without it the coal market would not fare as well: http://www.australi ancoal.com. au/exports. htm.  It is also a concern that known externalities do not appear to be factored into financial figures including damage to rivers, water supplies and the exacerbation of climate change. 
  

One conclusion from known statistics (http://www.australi ancoal.com. au/exports. htm) could be that Australia  appears to the one of the most polluting in terms of exports to other countries and therefore plays a direct role in their C02 emissions.  This places Australia in a position to lead the world into a new era of energy resource through the phasing out of coal and aiding in technology transfer for many Asian countries to be able to do the same.  The illusion of sequestration as a valid solution to the pollution issue is not currently a reality and therefore greater focus needs to urgently occur in light of foreseeable risk and technologies that we know currently exist as a precaution to avoid runaway climate change. 
  

Per capita Australia is also one of the most polluting countries in the world in terms of C02 emissions.  A World Bank document is reported to suggest on a population basis that Australia is the 6th highest polluter of C02 in the world, greater than 5 times more polluting then China and 19 times more polluting then India: http://www.theage. com.au/news/ federalelection2 007news/australi a-scores- badly-on- emissions/ 2007/10/31/ 1193618975747. html.  The Age states: 
The report, Growth and CO2 Emissions: How do different countries fare?, released in October, examined the trends among the world's 70 biggest producers of greenhouse gases. Australia was almost unique in being a developed country whose emissions are not only very high but growing rapidly. 
Australia's emissions are high largely because it relies on heavily polluting coal for electricity; specialises in energy-intensive industries such as aluminium; has a large car fleet with poor fuel efficiency; and lags behind Europe in energy efficiency standards for buildings and appliances: 
http://www.theage. com.au/news/ federalelection2 007news/australi a-scores- badly-on- emissions/ 2007/10/31/ 1193618975747. html. 
  

Now ICEC understands that on Monday 15 Sept, the Illawarra Mercury in its Public Notices on page 48 had an advertisement that noted, inter alia, "Port Kembla Coal Terminal is seeking approval to remove the current restrictions on road delivery to its terminal to allow coal and bulk products to be received 24 hours a day, 7 days a week; and for its existing rail and road receival, stockpiling and ship-loading operations". 

  

Statistics show that India and China need to be analysed, both in terms of population and projections that those countries, along with America will form over 80% coal demand in the future.  China has been developing over the years under the guise of 'socialism with chinese characteristics' while India's population will eventually exceed China's creating more demand on finite resources.  
  

It is known first hand that India's coal usage as a source of energy is problematic while it, Korea, and Malaysia (with its many air conditioners clearly visible) are concerned about climate change.  
  

There was an attempt to provide target emissions at the latest G8 summit that included Australia, India and China, however, the sticking point appeared to be developing countries wanting more from developed countries in a shorter period of time:  http://www.smh. com.au/news/ environment/ global-warming/ push-for- 2050-emissions- target-rejected/ 2008/07/09/ 1215282928109. html.  Environmentalist who also wanted 2020 targets were reported as stating, ‘"At this rate, by 2050 the world will be cooked and the G-8 leaders will be long forgotten," Antonio Hill, spokesman for Oxfam International, told The Associated Press (http://www.cnn. com/2008/ WORLD/asiapcf/ 07/08/g8. climate.change/ index.html). 
  

If countries such as Australia opt for a 'do nothing' option likely consequences include: 
·  temperatures could rise 3 degrees 
·  warm rate will be 0.2 degree per decade over 20 years or 3 degree, and even if gas emission rates and aerosols are kept at 2000 levels 0.1 degree warming per decade will occur. 
·  worst case if nothing is done 4.5 degree rise and up and rising sea levels of up to 58 cm over the century
o http://www.un. org/apps/ news/story. asp?NewsID= 21435&Cr=climate&Cr1=change 

o http://www.csiro. au/news/ps2q9. html 

o http://www.csiro. au/news/ps2q2. html 
  

ICEC calls on Australian governments to be serious about climate change and the part that coal plays in exacerbating it.  The above proposal in not a sustainable one and will cause a greater financial risk for the future well-being of the economy compared to doing something about it now. 
  

Sonya McKay 
Co-ordinator of ICEC 


	


