Prom Coast Guardians Inc.
Inc No. A0043348T ABN No. Pending
P. O Box 51
Foster, Victoria, 3960

2 May. 03

MRET Review Secretariat,
GPO Box 621
CANBERRA ,

ACT 2601

Dear Panel Members

Re: - MRET Review

Prom Coast Guardians is a community based, non-profit, organization, with a charter to
‘protect, preserve and enhance the natural landscape, economic future and cultural heritage of
the Prom Coast (from Welshpool to Cape Liptrap, the surrounding coastal hills and including
Fish Creek) for future generations’.

Victoria coastal landscape is highly valued by residents and visitors alike and must be
protected from the industrialisation that is occurring as a result of large-scale (wind) power
station developments. We believe that MRET is ‘propping up’ an otherwise unviable wind
industry at the expense of social, economic and environmental impacts on rural communities.

Accordingly we present this submission for the MRET review.

We will address the following points from the Terms of Reference: -

b the extent to which the policy objectives of this Act have been achieved and the need for
any alternative approach; and

f other environmental impacts that have resulted from the implementation of the provisions
of this Act, including the extent to which non-plantation forestry waste has been utilised;
and

g the possible introduction of a portfolio approach, a cap on the contribution of any one
source and measures to recognise the relative greenhouse intensities of various
technologies; and

j  the appropriateness of policy settings including the:

1 extent to which this Act has provided an ongoing basis for commercially
competitive renewable energy; and

11 relevant economic and social impacts that have resulted from the implementation
of the provisions of this Act; and

1v  interaction with relevant Commonwealth, State and Territory energy,
environment and industry policies.
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The extent to which the policy objectives of this Act have been achieved

a

To reduce emissions of greenhouse gas. -

There is no evidence that the Mandatory Renewable Energy Target scheme has
resulted in a reduction of GHG emissions. (This is borne by the Danish experience
where even when producing 20% of their energy needs from wind they still have not
reduced their GHG emissions).

Rather than contributing to greenhouse gas abatement the scheme appears gives
consumers license to use more grid-connected power, which has the oppisite effect of
increasing GHG emissions. The general public seem to view alternative power (wind
power in particular), as the panacea for all, the ‘easy answer’ to the problems
associated with GHG emissions, when the truth is that only a reduction in demand for
base load power will effect a change.

b To ensure that renewable sources are ecologically sustainable: -

“ecologically sustainable means that an action is consistent with the following principles
of ecologically sustainable development: -

(a) decision-making processes should effectively integrate both long-term and short-term
economic, environmental, social and equitable considerations: -

Our experience, with Stanwell Corporation’s, Toora Wind Farm has shown that the
modus operandi of wind power station developers shows little regard for economic,
environmental and social impact on communities that are affected. Indeed the primary
aim seems to be to locate turbines anywhere a landowner will sign up and ‘to hell with
the locals™. There is no equity in their approach to community concerns.

o The employment that occurred during construction was mainly imported from
outside the area. Including specialists, electricians and labourer. Less than two full
time ongoing jobs have been created, both of an unskilled nature.

o During construction, local accommodation and service providers experienced a
short burst of additional business. There is not evidence of increased high yield
tourism has occurred since the facility commenced operation and only limited ‘day
trip’ visitors, who perhaps buy a cup of coffee before moving on, make visits to the
wind farm.

o Given that nature based tourism, based on the area’s spectacular scenery, is the
main industry on the Prom Coast, the industrialisation of the landscape has to be
seen as a serious environmental and economic impact on the region.

(b) if there are threats of serious or irreversible environmental damage, lack of full scientific
certainty should not be used as a reason for postponing measures to prevent environmental
degradation;

By subsidising the wind industry to place large industrial structures on stretches of our
most spectacular coastline the MRET scheme is responsible for serious and
irreversible damage to our landscape. The issue of decommissioning is one that is
avoided by both the wind industry and by the State Government’s guidelines. The
amount of concrete used during construction alone, is cause for concern when
considering the costs of re-instating the land.

If wind power stations are to be built anywhere there must be a mechanism whereby
the cost of re-instating the landscape at the time of de-commissioning can be recovered
from the developer. Overseas experience has seen local governments burdened with
these costs.

The wind industry has done a splendid job in promoting its ‘green’ image, when the
truth of the matter is that wind power station developers such as Stanwell Corporation,
Pacific Hydro and Meridian Energy are only interested in one thing — making as much
money as they can as quickly as possible, and they don’t care what environmental
damage is done, or who gets hurt along the way.

Document: E:\mretreview-drafti\www-data\pubs\60 prom coast guardian.doc Page: 2 of 4
Printed: 2 May. 03



(c) the principle of inter-generational equity, which is that the present generation should
ensure that the health, diversity and productivity of the environment is maintained or
enhanced for the benefit of future generations,

The MRET scheme is flawed because its introduction was a ‘knee jerk’ reaction to a
problem. It favours ‘trendy’ renewable energy technologies, such as wind turbines,
that produce wholesale electricity while ignoring the huge benefits that would flow
from the use of simple yet proven appliances, such as solar HWS.

In supporting this particular technology the scheme is, in effect, using tax payers
dollars to deface our irreplacable landscape assets for generations to come. To be
sacrificing our most spectacular landscape to a technology that is not acheiving its aim
is both pointless and unacceptable.

The need for any alternative approach

The introduction of the MRET scheme has given the wind industry the green light to exploit
our wind resources without taking into consideration the economic and social impacts on
community, or the environmental effects on landscape. If the wind industry, represented by
AusWEA get their way to have MRET increased to 20% we can expect to see no less than
10,000 turbines littering our coast and countryside by 2020.

The introduction of an emissions trading scheme, as proposed in the Parer report, offers an
alternative approch to addressing GHG abatement. This approach will not only see a real
reduction in GHG emissions it will do so at a much lower cost to consumers, while supporting
local industry.

Other environmental impacts that have resulted from the provisions of the Act
Other environmental impacts are

o Visual

The impact of large commercially driven wind power stations on our most scenic
landscapes is are an environmental disaster. This visual polution will have a
devastating and long lasting effect that will be impossible to reverse.

For generations the unobstructed coastal vistas of our great southern coastline have
provided a place where people can come to recover from the stresses of city living.
Now, more than ever, our society needs these places of natural beauty and rural
tranquility to relax.

o Bird and bat strike

Despite wind industry claimes there is evidence of bird and bat strike from wind
turbines. Many of the sites being targetted by the industry are in environmentally
sensitive areas adjacent to protected wetland areas, such as the Corner Inlet Ra,sar
Site.

o Noise affecting nearby dwellings

The Toora experince has shown that turbines constructed close to people’s dwellings
(in accordance with State Government approved standards) is having devastating
effect on residents. These people are being driven from their homes by the noise from
turbines due to lack of sleep.

The appropriatness of the policy settings including the

1 extent to which this Act has provided an ongoing basis for commercially competitive
renewable energy; and

According to the Parer Report (page 256) the projected impact on the cost of
wholesale electricity, under MRET scheme, is $2.82/MWh, which equates to an
economic cost of $90/ tonne of CO2 reduced, by 2010. This is in our view untenable
and does not provide a basis for commercially competitive renewable energy.

il relevant economic and social impacts that have resulted from the implementation of
the provisions of this Act; and
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During the last census South Gippsland was one of the few rural municipalities in
Victoria to enjoy an increase in population. They are drawn to the area by its scenic
beauty and its rural atmosphere. The Shire’s motto, ‘Come for the Beauty, stay for the
Lifestyle’ has been bearing fruit and land within sight of the coast is much sought after
and already in short supply. This is impacting on the Shire’s revenue and allowing the
municipality to move ahead where other rural municipalities are suffering population
decline.

We know from anecdotal evidence from real estate agents that there is resistance to
buying properties when wind power stations are in existence or proposed. This will,
we fear, have an adverse effect on the growth and financial viability of the Shire.

v interaction with relevant Commonwealth, State and Territory energy, environment
and industry policies.

The Victorian State Government’s ‘Policy and planning guidelines for development of
wind energy facilities in Victoria’ have effectively taken the community and local
government out of the Planning Process for wind power station development.

We feel this policy is inappropriate and contravenes the objectives of the Federal
Government’s Renewable Energy Act by ingnoring the ‘relevant economic and social
impacts’ that have result from wind energy developments.

Recommendations:

e In accordance with the recommendations of the Parer Report, we recommend the scrapping of
MRET scheme in favour of an emissions trading scheme and that the funding be redirected to: -

o A public awareness campaign with incentives to reduce energy demand

o Increased support for solar technology and the promotion of the use of solar HWS
and solar PV in domestic and commercial buildings

o Improved building design appropriate for Australian climatic conditions

o Improved efficiencies from producers of fossil fuel energy generation.
e In the event of MRET being retained we strongly oppose any increase in the target level. The
campaign by AusWEA to increase the target to 20% and to secure 30.5% of that target for itself
would spell disaster.

These increases would distort the energy market and lead to unsustainable energy prices that
will threaten Australia’s ability to compete on world markets. The only beneficiaries will be fly-
by-night wind power station developers and overseas manufacturers of wind turbines. Our
precious and irreplaceable landscapes are worth more than this

Yours sincerely,

Noreen Wills
President
Prom Coast Guardians Inc
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