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Re:  Submission on the Environmental Impact Statement for the Saraji East 
Mining Lease Project 
 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
for the Saraji East Mining Lease Project. 

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

In relation to the EIS under review, CCC strongly recommends that the project is refused on the 
basis of: 

• significant impacts to ground and surface water,  

• its significant contribution to greenhouse gas emissions,  

• impacts on biodiversity values including listed threatened species, and  

• the permanent transformation of a natural ecosystem into a highly altered artificial 
ecosystem which will promote introduced feral animals and weeds to the detriment to 
native flora and fauna.   

Our specific concerns are outlined below. 

Surface Water  

The project proposes to undermine three important creek systems – Boomerang, Plumtree and 
Hughes Creek.  These creeks are recognised as being important for fish passage and have riparian 
vegetation that is likely to be providing habitat to a number of terrestrial fauna species.  The 
project is located in a sensitive area where three creeks merge just outside the lease.    

The subsidence for these creek systems from mining activities is estimated to be up to 1m for 
Boomerang, 1.5-2m for Plumtree Ck and 2.5-3m for Hughes Ck.  These subsidence ‘voids’ are 
proposed to be minimised, but mostly have been identified as residual ponding sites with claims 
that this may have “a potentially positive effect of increased aquatic habitat”. 
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These additional ponds will permanently impact on the natural ecology of these creeks, adjacent 
riparian vegetation and is likely to impact on the water availability for neighbouring land holders. 

As outlined in the EIS, the risks to these creek systems from the proposed mining activity include 
the potential cracking of creek beds, creation of holes or voids in creek beds, destabilisation of 
the bed and banks and changes in surface water quantities.  These are considered significant 
impacts which are likely to increase the already high sediment loads and pollutants resulting in a 
further reduction of the water quality in the waterways which already have poor quality due to 
past land use activities.    

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 Saraji East Mining Lease Project.   

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. 

The emission estimates are that Saraji East will produce 16.3Mt of Scope 1 & 2 emissions and 
450Mt of Scope 3 emissions over its life, despite the mitigation measure proposed.  These are 
significant GHG emissions and inconsistent with the scientific consensus and Australia’s 
commitment to the Paris Agreement with 196 other countries to “limit the increase in the global 
average temperature to well below 2°C above pre-industrial levels and pursue efforts to limit the 
temperature increase to 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels”. 

Other than flaming, the proposal does not incorporate any notable measures to reduce emissions 
from the operation.   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. 

Terrestrial ecology 

Approximately 1,290 ha of remnant vegetation communities will be impacted by the proposed 
Project which include impacts on: 

• Two threatened ecological communities (TECs): · Natural grasslands of the Queensland 
Central Highlands and the northern Fitzroy Basin and Brigalow (Acacia harpophylla 
dominant and co-dominant).  

• One flora species listed as vulnerable under the EPBC Act: Bluegrass (Dichanthium 
setosum). 

• Six regional ecosystems, including ‘endangered’ and ‘of concern’ regional ecosystems. 

The impacts on the vegetation and habitat will directly remove the habitat and habitat 
connectivity for 109 native fauna species including the conservation significant Ornamental Snake 
(Denisonia maculata), Greater Glider (Petauroides volans), Koala (Phascolarctos cinereus) and 
Squatter Pigeon (Geophaps scripta scripta) which will be directly impacted. 
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The Terrestrial Ecology Technical Report forming part of the EIS has determined that avoidance 
and minimisation strategies are limited and the mitigation measures are less than adequate in 
relying fauna to move to other areas.  Offsets are typically of minimal success and certainly do 
not address the cumulative impacts from the loss and disturbance of habitat in areas such as the 
Bowen Basin. 

Rehabilitation  

The Rehabilitation Management Plan appears to have no intention of restoring the extensive 
area of wildlife habitat that will be lost during mining operations (refer to the Terrestrial Ecology 
section above).   

Of concern, where the post mining land use is grazing, the species composition will aim to include 
a suitable mix of palatable, perennial and productive (3P) grasses and legumes.  There may be 
instances in which a mix of native and non-native species will be implemented.  This is of concern 
given that there are a number of grass species which will impact on the condition of the Natural 
grasslands of the Queensland Central Highlands and the northern Fitzroy Basin TEC. 

Queensland Coal Rehabilitation Completion Criteria notes that final voids are not considered a 
post mining land use as they are difficult to justify as an acceptable rehabilitation post mining 
land use. The Rehabilitation Management Plan states that “No voids are proposed as part of the 
Project (areas within existing ML’s will be subject to rehabilitation as approved for the existing 
Saraji Mine where applicable).”   However, this appears to contradict the areas of subsidence 
which will be left to pond water which will only be managed where ponding is greater than three 
metres deep and persistent for longer than 12 months.  In this situation, permanent drainage 
infrastructure will be built as required to improve drainage which may cause further impacts to 
the downstream environment of the waterways. 

Justification 

The production of approximately 110 million tonnes (Mt) of product coal over the 20-year 
production schedule of this project is justified in the EIS as necessary to meet current and future 
demands for coal products in the overseas market.  CCC believes that the current approved 
metallurgic coal extraction adequately meets the requirements to meet market demand for a 
number of decades. Metallurgic coal demand beyond 2050 is not known, but it is likely to be 
significantly reduced (compared to current demand) as new technologies are established and 
industry moves to cleaner, low emission manufacturing.  We believe that it is inappropriate to 
approve this project given the significant environmental impacts, including a significant 
contribution to climate change.  

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission and I trust that you will consider our 
submission and refuse this unnecessary and damaging project.   
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Dr Coral Rowston 
Coordinator 
Capricorn Conservation Council 

 


