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Mine Extension (LOME) Project (coal mining) 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
for the Ensham Life of Mine Extension (LOME) Project (coal mining). 

Capricorn Conservation Council (CCC) is the leading non-government, environmental organisation 
in Central Queensland.  CCC has been advocating for the environment since 1973 and have a 
particular interest in ensuring that all land use is sustainable and does not significantly impact on 
the environment.  The Ensham Coal Mine is situated within our geographical area of the focus of 
our work. 

In relation to the EIS under review, CCC strongly recommends that a supplementary EIS is 
required as the current document does not meet the Terms of Reference (TOR) and that under 
the current coal mine extension proposal, there will be significant impacts on the environment.  
Our specific concerns are outlined below. 

Greenhouse gas emissions (Chapter 16) 

There is a global movement towards reducing greenhouse gas emissions.  Limiting the extraction 
and burning of fossil fuels, as a major contributor to these greenhouse gas emissions, must be a 
consideration in decision-making for proposals such as the extension of Ensham Coal Mine.   

Climate change has far reaching implications for significant impacts on Central Queensland’s 
environment including, but not limited to: 

• Increased coral bleaching events significantly impacting on the Great Barrier Reef World 
Heritage Area. 

• Increased frequency and intensity of bush fires which has been observed in the 
unprecedented and catastrophic fires over the last few years. 

• Extended and more extreme heatwaves which impacts on human health and ecosystem 
health. 

• Decrease in agricultural productivity with changes to climate and rainfall patterns. 
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Section 6.1 of the EIS acknowledges a changing climate and Chapter 16 details the projected 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and discusses potential mitigation measures.  The projected 
GHG emissions are estimated to be 8,150,221 t CO2-e for scope 1 emissions (emissions directly 
attributed to the mine operations) and a further 488,908 t CO2-e for scope 2 emissions (indirect 
emissions within the mine footprint area).   

Idemitsu has committed to mitigation of GHG emissions from underground ventilation air 
through pre-drainage remediation, drainage capturing and flaring of underground air. This 
proposed mitigation will reduce GHG emissions for scopes 1 and 2 from 8,639,130 to 6,628,806 t 
CO2-e.  No further mitigation measures are proposed.  Scope 3 emissions resulting from the 
future transport and burning of the coal have not been calculated or considered in the proposal. 

Recommendation: 
CCC considers that scope 3 GHG emissions should be calculated and that avoidance of all 
emissions is paramount if alternative mitigation measures cannot be implemented.  The 
estimated overall GHG emissions from this project are unacceptable and will contribute to 
environmental impacts which will impact on an area far greater than the project site. 

Rehabilitation and closure (Chapter 9) 
Ensham Mine has amended a previous environmental impact statement commitment to 
rehabilitate mine voids and is subsequently leaving an everlasting scar on the Nogoa River 
floodplain.  The current rehabilitation and closure proposal is not comprehensive and it is difficult 
to assess the long-term environmental impacts on the flood plain post-mining from the 
information provided.  The methodology provided within the EIS is: 

9.3.5.3 Method for Rehabilitation  

Rehabilitation of the Project Site will be carried out according to the following general approach 
after completion of underground mining in approximately 2037: 

• Removal of underground infrastructure will occur progressively as mining areas are exhausted. 

Once the final mining infrastructure has been removed, pumping of mine groundwater-make to 

the surface water management system will cease and the underground mine will fill with 

groundwater.  

• The three existing underground mine portals will be sealed and covered with spoil and done in 

conjunction with the rehabilitation of C and D pits consistent with the final landform and 

completion criteria specified in Appendix 3: Rehabilitation Success Criteria of the EA.  

• Surface flare infrastructure (pump, flare stack and fencing) will be removed, and the area ripped 

and seeded. Removal of other associated infrastructure such as the workshop and CHP is 

addressed for the rehabilitation of the existing open cut mine as described in Appendix 3 of the EA. 

Without access to the Environmental Authority through the links provided, it is difficult to 
appropriately comment on the rehabilitation component of the EIS.  Never-the-less, some 
general comments: 

• Subsidence is projected to be is predicted to be typically less than 40 mm in the Project 

Area (Appendix B-2).  This is potentially correct while the bord and pillars are intact, but 

following removal of the underground infrastructure and the underground mine filled 

with water (first dot point in the blue italic text above), there is no detail on what the 

subsidence is likely to be. 

• No detail has been provided on the choice of ‘rehabilitation’ methods for the 

underground mine components.  It would appear that the only option was to remove 
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infrastructure and flood with water with no assessment of the impacts of such a 

rehabilitation methodology on ground water, ground water-dependent ecosystems. or 

impacts on surface water quality and quantity. 

 

As I am sure you appreciate, EIS’s are lengthy and repetitive in nature.  This particular EIS seems 
to put a strong reliance on previous documents and technical reports and does not provide clear 
detail about the environmental impacts associated with the significant increase to the mine area, 
nor does it provide a reasonable assessment of alternatives or potential environmental 
mitigation measures.    

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission and I trust that you will consider our 
submission in requiring the proponent to provide more information, particularly in relation to the 
avoidance or significant measures to mitigate GHG emissions, and providing a rehabilitation 
methodology which adequately protects the values of the Nogoa River flood plain ecosystem.   
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Dr Coral Rowston 
Coordinator 
Capricorn Conservation Council 
 

 


