11th February 2009

The Director,
Renewable Electricity Markets Team

Department of Climate Change

GPO Box 854

Canberra

ACT 2601

RET@climatechange.gov.au
Dear Sir,

Submission: Renewable Energy Target Scheme – Exposure Draft Legislation 
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on behalf of cleanairtas.com
PROHIBIT BURNING OF WOOD FROM NATIVE FORESTS FOR POWER:
I have worked in the power industry and I have worked in state Health.

Naturally, population health should come first when there are other cleaner ways to generate power.
The Act should be amended to exclude any wood from native forests being burned for power.

i)
Burning of native vegetation gives off toxic particulates:
The burning of native vegetation gives off toxic particulates, just the same as cigarette smoke which is burning vegetation. We all know the dangers of cigarette smoke. The same dangers must be acknowledged with burning of native forests for power generation. A linear relationship exists between atmospheric particulate matter concentrations and health, with no lower limits. The World Health Organisation says there is no safe level of fine particle pollution.
National Environment Protection Measures for air quality monitoring are currently set at PM10 microns. It is highly probable this will be altered by the Environment Protection and Heritage Council (EPHC) to the smaller PM2.5 later this year as a result of sufficient evidence from properly conducted medical studies over the last ten years which state particles less than 2.5microns in size are harmful to our health. They can cross over into our blood stream causing cancer, asthma/COPD and other respiratory diseases, heart attack, below the knee clots and deep vein thrombosis, birth defects, and some forms of diabetes. These health findings are published across the internet.
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Health problems result from any raised levels of particle pollution in the environment no matter what the source.
These are the size of the toxic particles which will be released from biomass power generation plants.
Further, the lifetime of PM 2.5 particle pollution is from days to weeks and their travel distance ranges from 100 to greater than 1000 kilometres (NRDC, 2000). To put this into perspective, Tasmania is 315 Km west to east and 286 Km north to south so the whole population is at risk from any native forest burning for power.
The above facts can not be ignored and must be taken into account during the drafting, and for the lifetime, of this amended Act.
ii)
States to come under one Act:
By rolling all the states under one umbrella, i.e. one Act, there may be strengthening of legislation in some states, but there would be a weakening of legislation in others.
For example, Victoria has been pro active and has strong disincentives for native forest biomass to be burned. If this state is brought under the proposed single legislation then this process could be abolished without it even going before parliament.
The Amended Act should not allow any existing state legislation to be overturned in favour of native forest burning for power.

iii)
Native forest biomass is not a waste product and should not be treated as one:

Any biomass needs to be left in the forest to decompose and fuel that forest naturally. Planned clearing does not mean planned burning.
Biomass from native forests should not be removed and burnt for any reason and no organization should be rewarded with Renewable Energy Certificates (REC’s) for doing so.
iv)
Biomass from native forests should not be considered as an eligible renewable energy source:

The public is more educated now after scientific studies have proven our native forests are carbon sinks, and are demanding logging is stopped in native forests. This is likely to succeed sooner than later; therefore, there will be no biomass to source for power generation from native forests. The Tasmanian community is aware that ninety percent of native forest ends up as woodchips and are actively working to change this.

Therefore, biomass from native forests should not be considered as a renewable energy source by any means.
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v)
Green House Gas Emissions:
If the native forests are logged for woodchip and burnt for electricity, carbon will be released to the atmosphere. Again, this is scientifically proven and is indirect opposition to the direction we should be moving in with regards to renewable targets to clean up the environment.
I am happy to provide further information in relation to this submission.

Sincerely,
Clive M. Stott

9 Alpine Crescent

Grindelwald

Tasmania.    7277

Clean air is one of our most precious resources, essential for our survival and quality of life.

http://www.cleanairtas.com
