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Unnumbered Resolution:
Advocate for Public Policy to Reduce Climate Changing
Emissions

Talking Points
Resolve:
That the 77th General Convention of the Episcopal Church urges the U.S. Government to legislate
a policy, such as a tax on carbon-based fuels (coal, petroleum oil, and natural gas) or a cap and
trade regulations system, in order to compensate for the environmental and societal costs of fossil fuels. Legislation is needed to incentivize our nation’s transition from dependence upon fossil
fuels to safe, clean, renewable energy and thereby curb emissions of heat-trapping gasses into
the atmosphere.
Explanation
Climate change is real and primarily caused by burning fossil fuels. (See statement issued by
national science academies at the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change negotiations held in Copenhagen in December 2009.) When fossil fuels are burned, carbon dioxide and
other gases are released into the atmosphere where they trap the sun’s heat and set in motion
changes resulting in far-reaching damage to the ecosystems upon which all life depends.
Other costs of fossil fuels include oil spills, contamination of ground water with mercury and
other pollutants from coal mining, and accumulation of improperly stored radioactive waste as a
result of hydrofracking. There are many concomitant health care costs from our exposure to these
pollutants. Financial costs, and countless emotional costs, are incurred by the epidemics of cancer, asthma, and autism, all of which can be triggered by toxins in the environment.
The continued use of fossil fuels is not sustainable, as their use entails dangers that threaten
the lives and health of every human being on the planet. We are all at risk of severe weather,
droughts, forest fires, and crop failure, but especially vulnerable are the poor, the hungry, and
the unborn generations. Reducing our use of fossil fuels is mandatory if we hope to lessen the
damages, disruptions, and extinctions we are starting to see.
Legislation could discourage the use of fossil fuels and allow alternatives such as renewable
energy a chance to become better established. Currently, our economy is based upon ready access
to low-cost fuels. Consumers and businesses have no incentive to shift to solar, wind, and other
safe alternatives when fossil fuels are available, cheap, and convenient. But the low market
prices of fossil fuels do not reflect their true costs to society. By levying a corrective tax on fossil
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fuels, their prices will become more reflective of their actual costs to society. A bill currently in
the House Ways and Means committee, the Save Our Climate Act (H.R. 3242, introduced by Rep.
Pete Stark, D-CA), proposes to tax fossil fuels and distribute 80 percent of the collected revenue
to the public on an equal, per-household basis, while using 20 percent for debt reduction.
Households will be able to use their dividend checks as they see fit (to pay the higher prices the
tax will bring about or to invest in clean, renewable energy) and the rate of our hemorrhaging
national debt will start to decline.
As responsible people who desire to be faithful stewards of God’s creation, we advocate for
such legislation. As a Church, we can provide the spiritual and moral will and inform the cultural
transformation that a change in our energy consumption requires. We can embrace conservationism and counteract the greed and apathy that have led to our current crisis.
This resolution is in accord with the pastoral teaching on the environment issued in September
2011 by the House of Bishops. In this powerful, urgent call to action, the Bishops committed
themselves and urged every Episcopalian
“to take steps in our individual lives, and in community, public policy, business, and other forms of
corporate decision-making, to practice environmental stewardship and justice, including a commitment
to energy conservation and the use of clean, renewable sources of energy.”
Supporting emissions reduction legislation responds faithfully to the Bishops’ call and claims our
stewardship of a sustainable future.
“You shall observe my statutes and faithfully keep my ordinances, so that you may live on the land
securely. …you shall provide for the redemption of the land.” Leviticus 25:18-24
Key Points in Favor of the Save Our Climate Act, H.R. 3242
Rep. Pete Stark’s (D-CA) Save Our Climate Act is a critical step in efforts to slow down, halt,
and ultimately reverse the devastating effects of climate change.
According to Mark Reynolds, Executive Director of the Citizens’ Climate Lobby in California,
“We’re running out of time to wean our nation off the fossil fuels that are heating up the planet.
We need to raise the price of carbon to shift energy usage to clean sources, and that’s what
Congressman Stark’s bill does.”
The Save Our Climate Act imposes a fee on coal, oil and gas based on the amount of carbon
dioxide these fuels emit when burned. (The “fee” could be called a “tax,” but the funds do not
go to run the government or to increase its size.)
The fee starts small and rises gradually. Beginning at $10 per ton of carbon, it increases by
$10 each year until CO2 emissions fall to 20 percent of 1990 levels. Most of the revenue from the
Save Our Climate Act - an estimated $2.6 trillion in 10 years — is returned to consumers as an
annual rebate to offset higher energy costs. A portion of the revenue — $490 billion - goes toward
deficit reduction.
Because the fee is revenue-neutral, it will not increase the size of government, therefore fiscal conservatives should be able to embrace it.
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What the fee will do is move massive amounts of investment money toward clean energy,
expanding the sector of the economy that shows the most promise for producing the jobs
Americans need.
The gradual rise in the fee enables industries and businesses to plan and adapt to predictable,
not surprising, economic circumstances.
The rise in the rebates to households covers the rising costs of fossil-fuel products and services, enabling consumers to plan with confidence to gradually change their energy management
strategies and energy sources.
The system requires no government regulation. The market does the regulating. The EPA and
other such agencies need not be involved.
The system requires no complicated calculations. Every household receives the same rebate
based on its numbers of adults and children.
Border adjustments impose tariffs on imports, based on the carbon emissions involved in the
foreign manufacture of goods and their transport into the U.S. When other countries adopt carbon
fees similar to ours, these tariffs are adjusted or phased out.
Determining when the goal has been met is done scientifically, not politically. Once emissions drop to 20% of what they were in 1990, the rate of the carbon tax will freeze but stay in
place.
Carbon-taxing systems are well-studied and ready for implementation. See, for example, the
website of the Carbon Tax Center (www.carbontax.org) and the “List of Mainstream Economists
who Favor Putting a Price on Carbon” that accompanies this document.
Carbon-based taxation systems are already in effect elsewhere, notably in Germany and
British Columbia. Australia has just enacted a carbon tax.
Carbon taxes are not punitive, they are agreements.
The guidelines for making border agreements with other countries have been discussed with
the World Trade Organization and appear to be acceptable. It is plausible to create harmonious
agreements among countries.
Enacting this legislation provides an opportunity for the United States to offer global leadership. Canada is looking to us for such leadership: the Prime Minister has said that Canada will do
whatever we do.
This is not a cap-and-trade system.
Scientific Support
Since 2001, 32 national science academies have come together to issue joint declarations confirming anthropogenic that is, human-caused global warming, and urging the nations of the world
to reduce emissions of greenhouse gases.
Following the publication of the IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change) Third
Assessment Report, seventeen national science academies issued a joint statement, entitled “The
Science of Climate Change”, explicitly acknowledging the IPCC position as representing the scien-
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tific consensus on climate change science. The statement, printed in the journal Science on May
18, 2001, was signed by the science academies of Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Canada, the
Caribbean, China, France, Germany, India, Indonesia, Ireland, Italy, Malaysia, New Zealand,
Sweden, Turkey, and the United Kingdom.
In 2009, in advance of the UNFCCC (United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change)
negotiations held in Copenhagen in December 2009, the national science academies of the G8+5
nations issued a joint statement declaring, “Climate change and sustainable energy supply are
crucial challenges for the future of humanity. It is essential that world leaders agree on the emission reductions needed to combat negative consequences of anthropogenic climate change”. The
statement references the IPCC’s Fourth Assessment of 2007, and asserts that “climate change is
happening even faster than previously estimated; global CO2emissions since 2000 have been higher
than even the highest predictions, Arctic sea ice has been melting at rates much faster than predicted, and the rise in the sea level has become more rapid.” The thirteen signatories were the
same national science academies that issued the 2007 and 2008 joint statements.
Most recently, in June 2012 in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, the heads of the secretariats of the
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), the United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification
(UNCCD) and the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) at the
“Rio+20 Conference” reaffirmed their determination to work to generate synergies in national
implementation in support of sustainable development. In a joint statement, these leaders committed to tackle sustainable development challenges by focusing on prioritized cross-cutting
themes. These include generating and sharing information on climate change impacts and vulnerability.
Officials at this Rio+20 conference emphasized the need for “coordinated, concrete, concerted, simple and attainable solutions” to achieve “a truly sustainable future”. To this end, they
called on countries and governments to set sustainable development goals, including achievable
targets on land, biodiversity and climate change.
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