Responses to Misleading and Inaccurate Statements from the Opponents of Comprehensive Climate and Energy Legislation
	Opponents’  FICTION
	Our FACTS

	Costs to consumers will range anywhere from $1700 to $3000 a year


	Costs will be only about a postage stamp a day.  According to CBO, “net annual economy-wide costs in 2020 would be about $175 per household.”
 

	Millions of jobs will be lost

	Together with the stimulus package, this legislation will create a net increase of 1.7 million more jobs.


	Will increase energy prices

	According to the EPA, consumer spending on utility bills will see roughly a 7% reduction by 2020 as a result of the bill's energy efficiency standards.
 
We must consider the alternative:   According to an NRDC report, doing nothing about climate change will cost us an additional $271 billion each year in hurricane damages, real estate losses, energy rates, and water costs -- not in some far-off date, but by 2025, or by the time a child born today is in high school. By 2100, that cost will rise to $1.9 trillion annually."

If we don’t act, increasingly expensive fossil fuels will stall our economic recovery. According to the Energy Department, America’s energy bill will increase by $420 billion annually within the next 5 years if we do

nothing to reduce our dependency on oil and fossil fuels.
  That amounts to $3,500 annually for every family in the nation. (NRDC).   


	Will hurt the poor

	The CBO estimate actually found that “households in the lowest income quintile would see an average net benefit of about $40 in 2020”
 

	Creates government bureaucracy to address a problem that doesn’t exist. 
	The latest federal government report concludes, “Global warming is unequivocal and primarily human-induced.  Widespread climate-related impacts are occurring now and are expected to increase.”  It also noted that “future climate change and its impacts depend on choices made today.” 
  In the U.S. we have already proven we can create a market-based system to reduce harmful pollutants, with the reduction of acid rain (sulfur oxides and nitrous oxides -- NOX and SOX) which was achieved far below the estimated costs. 

	Wall Street traders will just manipulate the system like they did with the housing and oil bubble.  This won’t be any different.
	The Act requires oversight of the carbon market in a way that creates the most transparent and regulated commodity market.  The government has learned from situations such as the Enron manipulation and applied these lessons learned in this legislation.

	This is just a huge government scheme to regulate how people live.
	Global warming is an industry pollution problem.  The bill only regulates the biggest polluters like power plants, oil refineries and large factories  -- emitting the most CO2 that causes global warming.  The bill also addresses global deforestation which is also a significant emitter of CO2.

	Cap and trade would cost families $3,000 a year, according to an MIT study.
	An author of the two-year-old study has criticized Republicans for citing its findings incorrectly and using the wrong cost numbers—i.e., inflating them almost tenfold. Moreover, the findings didn't even refer to the current energy bill.
 Comprehensive studies of the cost effects that model the ACES Act specifically put the per-family price in the range of $98-$140 a year.



	
This bill is a result of anti-capitalist environmentalists moving their agenda.
	This bill has wide support for a diverse coalition of forward-looking businesses including household names such as General Electric, HP, Duke Energy, PG&E, AEP, ebay, as well as religious leaders, sportsmen, mayors and labor groups. 

	This is just a tax. Pure and simple. It’s a tax.
	The legislation requires polluters to reduce pollution.  If they raise prices this is a consequence of corporate greed. 

	The bill isn't protectionist enough & will send jobs to India & China (the bill is too protectionist & will cost jobs here).

	ACES includes key provisions supported by a wide array of industry and labor organizations that will prevent jobs from being exported. These include U.S. industry allowances and a border tax adjustment on imports from non-complying countries.



	Didn't President Obama say energy costs would "skyrocket" under a cap-and-trade plan and would ruin the coal industry?

	President Obama said costs would skyrocket for polluting energy sources if they can't quickly and cheaply cut their global warming pollution to compete with clean energy sources like solar and wind. And if coal can't clean up its act, consumers will look for lower-polluting alternatives. But House members from coal-producing areas (most notably Virginia's Rep. Rick Boucher) got on board with Waxman-Markey because they know it gives coal a fair shot to modernize.


	This bill is wrong because it picks winners & losers.
	It’s our current system that’s biased, allowing polluters to emit limitless carbon pollution for free. ACES would simply charge polluters to pollute and reward companies that reduce the carbon pollution that causes global warming. The bill rewards innovation.  We need to move away from dangerous, old and polluting energy sources toward clean, safe sources that never run out. 


	Bill won't actually affect the temperature/affect global warming.
	The bill does reduce the carbon pollution that causes global warming – 17% by 2020 and 83% by 2050.  Our leadership will influence other countries around the world.  Doing nothing is not an option.



	Cap and trade was a huge failure in Europe.   Cap-and-trade is too complicated -- we should have a simple carbon tax. 

	The cap and trade mechanism was pioneered in the U.S. by President George H. Bush and a Democratic Congress working together.  It reduced acid rain pollution by more than 50% at one-tenth the cost of some projections.  The U.S. plan will be an American plan designed by Congress to protect U.S. consumers and treat industry fairly.  The cap and trade mechanism in Europe is reducing pollution. 


	We shouldn’t make decisions that will have such vast impacts on our economy based on projections and models.
	We always make decisions based on projections and models – such as retirement planning, insurance rates, business and sales planning, medical treatments, aeronautics and our entire defense intelligence services.  One would be hard-pressed to pick any industry that doesn’t base decisions on projections and models.



	Americans don’t believe global warming is real and don’t care about it.
	A supermajority of voters (78%) wants the U.S. to reduce carbon emissions that cause global warming. 

And, 65% believe efforts to reduce global warming will help create new jobs (50%), or have no effect (15%)


	What difference does it make that Greenland’s ice is melting?

	This melting is rapidly increasing sea level rise everywhere.  A large percentage of the world’s population lives on the coast and we all depend on coastal seaports for international trade.  Sea level rise threatens large coastal cities around the world with consequences even larger than what was experienced with Hurricane Katrina. 



	We’re experiencing a cooling trend now.  Global warming is all a hoax.


	Perpetuators of this myth are selectively using data to misrepresent the long term trends. Since records have been kept, there has been a long term rise temperature, at the same time there has been a rise in CO2 emissions.  Naysayers have seized on natural variation in this trend to misrepresent the last several years.  In fact, in the last ten years, nine of those years were the hottest on record. 
 

	 How much have temperatures risen? Isn’t this caused by sun spots?


	About 1.6 degrees Celsius, almost 3 degrees Fahrenheit in the past century, with the last couple decades at an accelerated pace. Scientists attribute most of this to the burning of fossil fuels. Scientists have accounted for other factors, such as sun spots, the orbit of the Earth around the Sun, or short term cycles like El Nino, and virtually anything else and concluded that, the increased concentration of CO2 is the primary culprit. 



	The end of the century is too far away – we have to focus on what’s best for the economy now.


	The consequences of global warming will happen within the lifespan of a child born today – and we are already seeing the impacts, right here in the U.S.  For example, huge Western wildfires, unprecedented insect outbreaks disseminating Western pine forests, reduction in snow packs, disappearing glaciers, more severe flooding and drought. 



	How do we know that severe hurricanes are caused by GW – it’s just the weather. 


	Warm water is the fuel for hurricanes.  Global warming is heating the ocean water up to higher temperatures, making it virtually like high octane fuel. Scientific studies have measured the increased intensity of hurricanes over the past several decades (scientists are saying that hurricanes that do occur are stronger on average, not that there are more hurricanes). 

	What about the 3,000 plus scientists the Heritage Foundation points to that say global warming doesn’t exist. 


	Almost all of these are not climate scientists; climate scientists are virtually united on the facts about global warming.  Many of the Heritage Foundation signatories are dated – five or six years prior to the IPCC and federal reports. 

	If we need more energy, then we need to get it from U.S. sources, including areas that are currently off limits.  We need to expand offshore drilling.
	 The oil industry already has more leases on public lands and in our coastal waters than they know what to do with.  Less than 25 % of the acreage already leased is in production.  It’s time to move away from dirty fossil fuels and focus on meeting our energy needs with energy that is clean, safe and never runs out. 
What we need is a national energy plan that supports the transition to a clean energy economy. We have to move away from our dangerous dependency on fossil fuels – it’s a dirty business.


Global Climate Change Impacts in the United States:   
U.S. Global Change Research Program, June 2009

Background:

The report is a result of the 1990 Global Change Research Act (GCRA) passed during George H.W. Bush’s presidency.   The GCRA sets up an interagency structure for conducting global change research, the U.S. Global Change Research Program, which includes 13 agencies, ( G.W. Bush renamed it as the Climate Change Science Program) and requires the program to produce scientific assessments every four years. The report:

· Is authored by a team of 31 U.S. climate experts and provides the best available synthesis of climate impacts on the United States. 

· Provides information on global warming impacts not found anywhere else.

· Updates information from the last Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change report (2007).

· Analyzes impacts under lower, higher, and even higher emissions levels (report focuses mostly on lower and higher emissions scenarios).

· Examines impacts to humans, to major economic sectors and to every region of the country.  These impacts are happening now – and will get worse throughout the next several decades. Impacts will lessen in direct relationship with how much we reduce emissions.  

· Regional maps on impacts are available via globalchange.gov/usimpacts.  Review these maps for your region.
The Top Ten Findings:  Excerpts from The U.S. Global Change Research Program

 “The assumption of an unchanging climate is no longer appropriate….”

1. Global warming is unequivocal and primarily human-induced.

2. Climate changes are underway in the United States and are projected to grow.

3. Widespread climate-related impacts are occurring now and are expected to increase.

4. Climate change will stress water resources.

5. Crop and livestock production will be increasingly challenged.

6. Coastal areas are at increasing risk from sea-level rise and storm surge.

7. Threats to human health will increase.

8. Climate change will interact with social and environmental stresses.

9. Tipping points have already been reached and have lead to large changes.

10. Future climate change and its impacts depend on choices made today.
More Information on the Report:

See Union of Concerned Scientists: 

· www.ucsusa.org/global_warming/science_and_impacts/impacts/global-climate-change.html
� Congressional Budget Office, “The Estimated Costs to Households from The Cap-and-Trade Provisions of H.R. 2545, June 19, 2009


� Political Economy Research Institute at UMASS and Center for American Progress


� House Energy & Commerce Committee, “EPA Economic Analysis of ‘The American Clean Energy & Security Act Of 2009,’” June 23, 2009


� U.S. Department of Energy, Energy Information Administration, “Annual Energy Outlook 2009,” Table 3. “America’s


energy bill” includes the total energy expenses for residential, transportation, commercial and industrial sectors.


� Congressional Budget Office, “The Estimated Costs to Households From the Cap-and-Trade Provisions of H.R. 2454, June 19, 2009


� “Global Climate Change Impacts in the United States”, U.S. Global Change Research Program, 2009).  See globalchange.gov/usimpacts.


� Eileen Claussen, President, Pew Center on Global Climate Change, June 9, 2009, Interview with E&E News.


� Eileen Claussen, President, Pew Center on Global Climate Change, June 9, 2009, Interview with E&E News.


� Center for Clean Air Policy, June 25, 2009, "The American Clean Energy and Security Act Protects U.S. Industrial Protection and Keeps Jobs at Home: Summary of Competitiveness Provisions."





� The Mellman Group, June 24, 2009, National survey of 1,000 likely 2010 general election voters.
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