


Not under my basement!

Proposals for carbon storage locations include underground depleted oil and gas fields, unmineable coal seams, and even in our
oceans. Underground storage of the 1.9 billion tons of C02 waste produced annually by U.S. coal plants is hugely problematic and
likely impossible. Carbon dioxide is a colorless, odorless gas that can be fatal to humans exposed to high concentrations. In 1986,
a C02 leak killed nearly 1,800 people instantly in Lake Nyos, Cameroon. The leak was but a tiny fraction of the amount of C02 we
would need to store annually from coal plants.

Inefficient and polluting
According to estimates, using CCS on a typical plant would require a 40 percent energy increase. So, even if carbon emissions
could be captured and stored, other air pollutants would actually increase due to the additional fuel being burned.

Don’t bank on it

In 2006, the Environmental Protection Agency estimated that capturing 90 percent of CO2 emissions from IGCC plants would
increase the total cost of electricity by 38 percent. The EPA's definition of “capture” does not include transportation of gas, stor-
age, or the monitoring needed at storage sites for decades to come. Some estimates that include both capture and storage predict
a doubling of the cost of electricity, which would make CCS prohibitively expensive.

Who will be liable?
Who pays if sequestered carbon leaks and causes fatalities or other damages? Even proponents of CCS have said the technol-
ogy won't go ahead unless the federal government assumes full liability. If that happens, our tax dollars would be spent protect-
ing utility companies from bearing both the risk and the cost of coal.

Currently, CCS remains a “smoke and mirrors” show — keeping attention away from real

solutions. With global warming accelerating, we need to make smart energy choices
now. Keeping fossil fuels in the ground is key to
stopping climate change.

REAL SOLUTIONS
FOR REDUCING CARBON EMISSIONS:

* We can dramatically reduce our energy needs through energy

efficiency and conservation, ending the need for new coal plants altogether.

* It will cost less and provide far greater returns to our environment to replace dirty fossil
fuels with clean, renew-able sources of energy such as solar and wind.

¢ Rather than investing billions to maintain our dependence on an unsustainable and
inherently dirty energy source, we should build a clean energy future immediately.

Why waste billions of dollars to research an uncertain technology when safer, cleaner energy solutions already exist?
Even if we could capture coal’s dangerous emissions, why create such massive waste streams in the first place? All
fossil fuels, including coal, are running out. The longer we keep relying on them, the worse off our environment, cli-
mate and society will be.

The fact is, coal will never be sustainable or clean — so don’t let the coal industry con you with slick slogans and
mar-keting. Every dollar spent on coal is a dollar better spent on smart energy solutions. Major Wall Street banks like
Citi and Bank of America are determining our collective fate by continuing to fund dirty energy. It’s time to hold Wall
Street accountable for financing climate change, and it’s up to us to take the power back. Together, we can build a clean
energy future.
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