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Global Situation:

1. Global anthropogenic emissions are about 15 GtC per year. 

2. Emissions that the warming over the last 50 years has now triggered are about 35 GtC per year (from permafrost melting, increased hurricane activity, decrease in sequestration capacity of lakes and oceans, land use changes).

3. The discussed global carbon capping and trading will do nothing for carbon reduction in the atmosphere.

4. Anthropogenic emissions continue to grow at about 2% per year

.
Australian Emissions: Labor Policy
1. Total counted emissions from Australian Sources ~ 220 MtC in 2009 (Carbon NOT CO2).

2. Total emissions from Australian activities (counting our mineral exports and their use overseas) ~ 400 MtC per year (This is an educated guess)

3. Policy for reduction 5% over 20 years ~ 0.55 MtC per year

This policy thus leads to a sum of emissions for, say 2010: Australia (2% Growth) 224.4 + Australian Export 180 - Capping Industry (5% over 20 years)  = 0.55 MtC  = 403.8 MtC still being emitted in 2010

Australian Emissions: Liberal Policy

1. Planting 20 million trees that will grow to say 60m with an equivalent diameter of 2m and an average density of 700 kg/m3 with linear increase in number of trees (National Carbon Accounting System Technical Report No. 22 September 2000 ) ~ 4.5 MtC per year

2. Solar panels to replace say 10% of stationary electricity sources (very generous) ~ 11 MtC

3. Voluntary capping, at best this will curb the growth to 1.5% per annum, so that this would mean an increase in emissions of 223.3 MtC for say 2010 

This policy thus leads to a sum of emissions for, say 2010: Australia 223.3 + Australian Export 180 - Tree Sequestration 4.5 - Solar Panels 11 = 386.5 MtC per year still being emitted.

So you can see that neither proposed solution does much given the global increases.
Western Australian Comes to the Rescue! (WA total emissions 24 MtC per year)
1. 1.  Suppose we return most of South West to bush and forest leaving only agriculture for domestic consumption (area cleared approx 18.3 million hectares http://www.anra.gov.au/topics/vegetation/clearing/wa/index.html), assume a carbon content of 300 tC per hectare established over 100 years ~ 27.4 MtC per year.

(Clearing over 100 years of 18,3 million hectares led to water table rising from 20m to 2m, salt lakes forming, albedo increasing, vegetation water pumping decreasing. This led to less ocean vapour travelling inland, more small aerosol particles from salt lakes, decreased natural convection and weakening cloud convection leading to more vapour particles in the air, but too small to initiate rain and are simply carried inland, Junkerman et al 2009)

2. Increase net primary production of Lake Argyle by a factor of 10 by encouraging fish production ~ 3 MtC per year
3. Use hot ground water to replace energy generation ~ 15 MtC per year
4. Place tax on carbon export by mining and start a fund for the future. Between 1% and 10% of revenue indexed to commodity prices, in order to take into account the asset depletion value would amount to between $1B to $10B.
Gain ~ $5B
5. Return rain to hills reservoirs Amount this is worth up to $500 m per year (dam water return @$2 / kL)

Gain ~ $0.5B
6. Increase tourism Current value of WA tourism? Current value $7.3 billion. Guarantee that having bigger forests will be a better tourism outcome than an advertisement about taxis. This could easily be doubled                       
Gain ~ $7B
7. Improve mental and physical health of the community. Total expenditure on health in WA ~ $12 billion /yr. Suppose the people were taught to use SW as garden, save 10%,   








Gain ~ $1B.
8. Preserve the wonderful biodiversity.  What is the global ecotourism worth annually? I was thinking of saying the WA is one of 10 or so global hot spots, so we could attract 10%.  SW WA was nominated in the top 10 regions in the world to visit by lonely planet.  EcoToursim worth $25 billion world-wide (Iturregui and Dutschke 2005). No reason why WA couldn't generate 10%.
Gain ~ $2.5B









       Total ~ $16B
In perspective: 

(WA GDP= $156B; Carbon emissions ~ 24MtC/y; Water Need ~350 Gl/y):

· WA receives only $2.6 billion in royalties 
· WA activities send $8B east

· New vision net gain ~ $15 to 20B

· New vision carbon capture ~ 42MtC/y

· New vision water capture ~ 200 Gl/y

· Keep the mineral resources active
As the Chinese proverb says "Misfortune brings opportunity”

What do West Australians want from life?

