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pilot programs which are still just that a program, and in fact focused too heavily on Green Hydrogen
when in fact it should be about clean Hydrogen which can be achieved through Coal & Gas. At that time,
we requested that the government look at focus being given to the use of CCS and now we know that its
CCS with utilization being a component of its application.

We also noted then that the Queensland government had no appetite to invest in CCS which we all know
is a must apply technology if we are to ever reach zero net emissions, not just for the coal fire powered
generators but other heavy emitters which are not even in the discussions at this time. The Queensland
government have no desire to invest in clean Hydrogen, even now in Victoria the sector is ramping up.

The recent decision and investment with the Victorian government with the trade minister Tim Pallas,
secured a deal with Japan to allocate $2.35 billion towards a project to use carbcr: capture and storage
in Victoria. This is certainly welcomed by the MEU, not just in Victoria but right across Australia.

The MEU also refers to the “Queensland Energy Workers Charter” which we sigred and in point 7
“Towards Net Zero” it states the following “the parties note that a range of strategies will be required to
achieve net zero economy- wide by 2050. This includes renewable energy, hydrogen, pumped hydro
storage, new battery technologies, carbon capture and storage, bio eiiergy in the mix.”

The situation is that CCS can and needs to be undertaken now and as mentioned earlier,
commencement on all forms of Hydrogen needs to occur.

I have attached our policy paper for the CCS which will assist in the government better understanding
our position.

Yours Faithfully
s.78

s.78

MEU District President
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Can Carbon Capture ar:d Storage help
Queensland manage energy transformation?

» MEU QLD District

- CCS is important for reducing global emissions.

CCS stands for carbon capture and storage. Sometimes the term CCUS — carbon
capture, utilisation, and stcrage — is used instead to highlight the potential
industrial utilisations o7 captured carbon. Both CCS and CCUS refer to emissions
dbatement technoiogies which separate carbon dioxide from industrial and energy
sources. In CCS, tihe CO2 is then transported through pipelines to a location where
it can be injected aind stored in long-term isolation from the atmosphere, usually in

deep undergicunid geological formations.

Industrial-scale CCS has been around for 50 years. At most recent count, there
were 29 CCS facilities operating globally, with a capacity of more than 35 million
tons per year, and more than 100 planned facilities in the pipeline. These include
the Sleipner CCS Project in Norway, which has injected more than 20 million tons of
CO2 captured from natural gas processing since becoming operational in 1996, and
the Quest project in Canada, which has captured and stored over 6 million tons of
CO2 from hydrogen production since November 2015.

The most recent report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
on climate change mitigation, released in April 2022, identifies CCS as a key
technology for reducing emissions, but warns that ‘global rates of CCS deployment
dre far below those in modelled pathways limiting global warming to 1.5°C or 2°C.’
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