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The argument by WCM appears to want the reader to assume that WCM coal will replace a similar amount of US 

coal. There is no good evidence for that. The reality is that WCM coal and their emissions will add to US coal and 

their emissions not replace them. This is looking at global coal and global coal emissions - as that's what affects 

global warming potential. 

 

Adding to the global coal market will not just add to emissions but is also likely to decrease global coal price per 

tonne. This would have the knock-on additional bad effect of discouraging transition to a higher use of recycling 

steel. It would also impact negatively on investor interest in developing lower carbon methods of producing 

steel - which are ongoing. 

 

So I see no good reason why WCM coal will replace any significant US coal on the global market. BY significant – 

I mean to reduce carbon emissions: 

The importance of the above figure 1.423% is that: 

For the "savings" in shipping emissions to have any overall net global CO2 emissions reduction impact, every 

tonne of WCM coking coal would have to replace (globally), more than (100-1.423)=98.577% of every tonne of 

US coal produced. 

That is an exceedingly unlikely possibility. 

 

 

If you doubt this, I have done a series of calculations showing example outcomes: 
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