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22 April 2010 
 
Re: MP09_0034 SEFE Biomass-fired Power Station EIS  
 
The Conservation Council ACT Region Inc. wishes to strongly object to the abovementioned proposal on 
two grounds: (a) inadequacy of the Assessment, and (b) unacceptable levels of environmental impact. 
 
The Council represents 33 environmental, conservation and community organisations across the ACT and 
south-eastern New South Wales.  It works to achieve biodiversity conservation and ecological 
sustainability.  We believe that this proposal will seriously impact upon both of those objectives, which we 
understand are core objectives of the NSW State Plan. 
 
Our key concerns can be summarized as follows: 

1. The fuel to be used is not “waste”, and would not even exist if one million tonnes of native forest 
pulpwood (equal to nearly 19,000 hectares of forest) were not logged each year. 

2. The proposal depends upon, and will in fact support, the continuation of the native forest 
woodchipping industry – an unsustainable industry totally opposed by this Council.  The Council 
has researched forest growth data and has incontrovertible evidence that the current logging 
intensity is not sustainable, and thus the proposal itself is unsustainable. 

3. The proposed power station will generate substantially more greenhouse gas emissions than 
alternative sources of fuel, and even more emissions than a coal-fired power station. The emissions 
from native forest logging must be counted in assessing the emission implications of burning native 
forest wood for electricity: the whole life cycle of the fuel must be taken into account. If the full 
life cycle of the fuel is assessed, wood fired power is as much as 6.4 times more greenhouse 
intensive than coal fired power. 

4. The proposed power station will forgo opportunities to return and store carbon in the local 
environment. 

5. The project is highly wasteful of a valuable resource as <75% of the heat generated is not captured. 
6. The EIS totally ignores the enormous ecological implications of intensive industrial-scale logging 

which will be required to supply the fuel. 
7. The assessment does not examine the human health implications of the emissions . 
8. There are potentially severe environmental implications (especially upon Weeds Sea-Dragons, 

Turtles and Whales) of discharging high-temperature waters into Twofold Bay, which have been 
poorly examined in the Assessment. 

9. The proposal will compete with and potentially displace genuine renewables permitted under the 
Mandatory Renewable Energy Target MRET scheme. 

10. There are a suite of alternative technologies (wind, solar and tidal) which could generate electricity 
more cheaply and more appropriately at this site  
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In summary, the generation of electricity from renewable biomass material “in contrast to current practice 
which under-utilises a valuable resource” is not a renewable technology. Up to 200 years are needed for 
the forest to regain its previous structure, composition and carbon-storage capacity. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 

 
 
John Hibberd 
Executive Director 
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Anna Trimbell
Infrastructure Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Australian Student Environment Network
19 Eve St

Erskineville
NSW 2043

20th April 2010

RE: Proposed wood fired power station at Eden woodchip mill

To whom it may concern,

This letter is a submission opposing the Eden wood fired power station. It is sent on 
behalf of the Australian Student Environment Network (ASEN), representing hundreds of 
students and student groups across Australia.

Members of ASEN do not support the proposed power station for a number of reasons, 
but particularly regarding the environmental impacts of wood-fired power generation.

Wood-fired  biomass  power  is  not  carbon neutral  and in  the  medium-term emits  far 
greater  carbon  per  megawatt  than  even  coal.  Our  climate  cannot  afford  to  wait 
hundreds of years for carbon emitted by these power stations to be re-sequestered. 
Recent  research  also  suggests  that  native  forests  are  far  more  carbon  dense  than 
regrowth forest. Even assuming the longest harvesting cycle imaginable, much of the 
carbon released will never be re-sequestered.

Native forest is more valuable to our country in it's current form than as an inefficient 
and polluting source of power. The industry claims that only waste will be used in the 
generation of power. However, with native forest woodchip prices steadily declining and 
power prices increasing it is hard to believe that once a power station is constructed 
there won't be pressures to burn whatever is available. Additionally, international carbon 
accounting  methodologies  for  biomass  are  still  very  much  under  negotiation. 
Construction of wood-fired power stations in Australia locks our country into a form of 
energy generation that is dependent on a scientifically inconsistent and probably short-
term arrangement under the Mandatory Renewable Energy Target scheme (MRET).

We are concerned that forestry workers in the region are being offered yet another 
short-sighted and unsustainable livelihood. This power station is not a real solution to 
the  economic  difficulties  facing  the  region  or  the  forestry  industry.  We  feel  these 
communities would be better served by an industry that has a stable future, providing 
real value to country. The NSW Department of Planning surely has a role in facilitating 
this process and in planning a more sustainable future for logging communities and our 
state's forests.

Sincerely,

Ryan Castle
Australian Student Environment Network
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