
 
 
 

 
12th June, 2020 

 

Reference: 4/17/9007: Development of a new underground metallurgical coal mine 

 

Dear Mr Paul Haggin,  

 

I am writing to comment on the likely GHG implications of West Cumbria Mining’s proposed Colliery. 

 

I have over 19 years’ experience in energy and climate policy. I am responsible for developing 
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emission accounting models that are regularly employed to inform policy 
decisions on energy and climate change mitigation for the UK Government and support progress 
reports produced by the Committee on Climate Change. I have responsibility for providing one of the 
UK Government’s headline indicators that measure the “Consumption-based GHG emissions of the 
UK. I have given evidence to Parliamentary Select Committees on carbon accounting and the UK’s 
carbon budgets. I am a recognized global expert on carbon accounting and was a lead author for the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change contributing to the 5th Global Assessment (Working 
Group 3). I run a large research centre funded through the Research Council’s Energy Programme 
that works with the UK Government and industry to reduce energy demand in industry. 

 

I have published over 60 peer-reviewed academic papers on energy and climate policy and a further 
40 reports (mainly for the UK Government). 

 

I note that West Cumbria Mining (WCM) claim that the coal they produce will simply be a substitute 
for imported coal. For example, their revised environmental statement they state that  
 

“the coal produced by WCM would replace an equivalent volume of coal that is used in the 
UK and Europe which is currently being imported primarily from the east coast of the USA.” 
(WCM Environmental Statement p4 paragraph 6).  
 

Similar claims are made throughout the documentation. 
 
However there are serious flaws in this analysis. The statement assumes that additional domestic 
extraction of coal would lead to coal that would otherwise be imported no longer being burnt. That 
assumption has no evidential basis. West Cumbria Mining has provided no evidence to suggest that 
countries such as the USA will no longer mine and sell the coal that would otherwise have been 
exported to the UK market.  
 
It is far more likely that the coal will simply be exported to alternative markets and burned there, and 
so WCM mining would be additional, not a substitution, to imported coal. This point is critical 
because climate change is a global issue – it is global emissions that matter.  
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Even if each tonne of coal produced by WCM could, in principle, replace a tonne of imported coal, it 
does not follow that the tonne of imported coal would not be burned. This is because, as the supply 
of globally traded coal would increase as a result, prices would decrease slightly, leading to greater 
coal combustion in other markets. The exact effect depends on the elasticities of supply and demand 
of traded coal markets, but the effect is not zero. 
 
Given the high carbon content of coal, even if the WCM coal only added a very small amount of 
additional coal to the market, this would be likely to outweigh any possible GHG savings from the 
mine operations, and from transportation of coal.  
 
I would urge Cumbria County Council to use independent experts to assess the claims made by West 
Cumbria Mining. 

 

Yours sincerely,  
 
 

 
 
 
Professor John Barrett             
 
Chair in Energy and Climate Policy  
   


