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9/10 Thomas St, West End 4101  
p: 3846 7833  

2 November 2016         tim.seelig@qldconservation.org.au   
 
 
Project Manager 
Queensland Renewable Energy Expert Panel  
PO Box 15456 
CITY EAST QLD 4002 
QLDREPanel.Secretariat@dews.qld.gov.au  
 

Dear Project Manager 

Re the Queensland Renewable Energy Expert Panel Draft Report Credible pathways to 
a 50% renewable energy target for Queensland.   

Thank you for the opportunity to make this brief submission to the Queensland Renewable 
Energy Expert Panel.  The Queensland Conservation Council is the state’s peak conservation 
organisation, and we see renewable energy as a crucial part of avoiding damaging climate 
change and transforming the Queensland economy to a post-carbon future. 

We are generally supportive of the QREEP’s Draft Report Credible pathways to a 50% 
renewable energy target for Queensland.  We certainly welcome the acceptance that such a 
target is achievable, and that there are several pathways to this.  We do have some concerns 
about the aspects of modelling assumptions, and we are also anxious to ensure that the shift to 
renewable energy is connected to a clear shift away from coal-fired and other fossil fuels-
based energy production, and a substantial reduction in greenhouse gas emissions from the 
energy sector. 

Queensland has the opportunity to be the leading state in developing a large-scale solar 
industry, as well as continue to supporting domestic and commercial rooftop solar.  It should 
do both. 

 

Mandating the target 

We believe the 50% renewable energy by 2030 target is both ambitious and necessary, and 
should be regarded as a step along the way to achieving 100% renewable energy as soon as 
possible.  In that regard, we believe the 50% renewable energy by 2030 target should be 
enshrined in legislation, and treated as a mandated commitment for Queensland governments, 
with appropriate performance monitoring and reporting along the way. 
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Recommendation:  50% renewable energy by 2030 target should be legislated. 

 

Securing a higher, faster reduction in greenhouse gas emissions from the energy sector 

In its draft report, the QREEP has indicted that because it is anticipating growth in demand 
and in generation, there won’t be early retirement of coal fired power under some of their 
scenarios despite the 50% RE by 2030.  This means there is only an anticipated 30% 
reduction in greenhouse gas emissions from power generation under the modelling.  Such an 
outcome sits badly with the obvious purpose of supporting a 50% renewable energy target for 
Queensland, namely addressing greenhouse gas emissions from energy as part of a state 
program of mitigating climate change.   

With likely much greater use of battery large scale, industrial and domestic battery storage 
growth, ongoing update of rooftop solar, and greater energy efficiency, the assertion that grid 
power demand is genuinely going to grow that much needs to be questioned.  

Recommendation: a more ambitious approach to delivering major cuts in greenhouse 
gas emissions from the energy sector be adopted by the QREEP. 

 

Ensuring a genuine 50% renewable energy target for Queensland  

We do not support the proposition within the draft report that the 50% renewable energy 
target should include a ‘pro rata’ share of the Large-scale Renewable Energy Target.  The 
Queensland target should only include those renewable energy projects, including residential 
and commercial solar, that are built in Queensland or are directly stimulated by Queensland 
Government policies and programs.  

Recommendation: The Queensland target should only include projects built in 
Queensland or directly stimulated by Queensland Government policies and programs.  

 

Government support for a range of renewables 

It is ironic that the Queensland Government seems intent on prioritising a mega coal mine by 
declaring components of the project as ‘critical infrastructure’ when the QREEP effectively 
downplays the role of government in actively facilitating the rapid development of renewable 
energy in Queensland.  

Incentives to promote investment in large-scale solar and, where viable. wind should be 
allowed to enable the fasted pathway possible to renewable energy. Household scale 
renewables, community ownership and a range of technology options (including flexible, 
dispatchable energy sources) should also be supported. Queenslanders demonstrated their 
endorsement of renewable energy, as evidenced by the uptake of hundreds of thousands of 
small-scale solar systems.   The ongoing role of household solar needs to be emphasised in 
the final report, including ensuring equity of access to renewable energy for renters, low-
income households, and residents of multiple-occupancy dwellings. The same applies to 
community energy schemes. 
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Recommendation: renewables, both large scale, household domestic and community-
based should be actively supported and facilitated, including prioritising the rapid 
development of renewable energy as ‘critical infrastructure’. 

 

Including native forest wood waste as an eligible renewable energy source under the 
Queensland renewable energy target.  

The Renewable Energy Target was amended in 2015 by the Abbott government, and through 
the amendment process biomass from native forest wood waste was reinstated as an eligible 
source of renewable energy. 

There are a number of strong reasons for why this is bad policy: native forests and woodlands 
are home to many threatened species and ecosystems, and clearing them is bad for 
biodiversity, as the current Queensland government itself acknowledges in the context of land 
clearing reform. Native forests and woodlands are far more valuable intact sequestering large 
stores of carbon; by contrast, burning native wood releases substantial volumes of carbon. 
Old-growth and established forests and woodlands are hardly ‘renewable’ other than over 
very long periods, and in many cases their recovery will not be possible or successful.  

Allowing native forest and woodland biomass to be included in the mix of ‘renewable energy’ 
is a nonsense, and will drive deforestation and undermine the conservation of Australia’s 
native forests and woodland, which are already under considerable threat.  This approach will 
also act to limit the uptake of genuine renewable energy sources such as solar and wind. 

Recommendation: Remove native forest wood waste from being an eligible renewable 
energy source under the Queensland renewable energy target.  

 

Is ‘least cost’ the most effective? 

The QREEP has adopted a ‘least cost’ approach to the 50% renewable energy by 2030 target. 
That doesn’t make it the best, just the one that causes least pain for politicians (and some in 
the community).  It has also thrown up a set of assumptions, identified above, which present 
concerns.  It would appear the QREEP considered has not therefore modelled what might 
otherwise be the ‘most effective’ pathways to 50% renewable energy by 2030 target, which 
might be different.  Such alternative approaches could be used to test different scenarios, 
including the pathways to achieving a 50% renewable energy by 2030 target without the use 
of ‘wood waste’ for example.  

Recommendation: QREEP undertake additional modelling to consider ‘most effective’ 
as well as ‘least cost’ pathways to achieving a 50% renewable energy by 2030 target. 
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Thank you once again for the opportunity to make this submission. Please do not hesitate to 
contact me should you require any additional information or wish to discuss anything we have 
raised. 

Yours sincerely 

 

 

 
Dr Tim Seelig 
Coordinator 
Queensland Conservation Council 
Mob: 0439 201 183 
Email: tim.seelig@qldconservation.org.au 
 

 


