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Two important articles from The Telegraph
that OMIT key information

This article claims that renewables
are pushing energy prices up
because of subsidies - without
explaining that fossil fuels receive
around £10bn in support each year.

It also explains the ‘substantial
fiscal cost’ to achieve net zero
without any reference to the
crippling cost of not achieving net
Zero.
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out that there is no carbon storage
facility in the UK and the concept is
still untested and as yet unproven.

At the moment, CCS is ‘more hype

than reality’ (Bloomberg Green
Daily).

Turn the page to read the detail...



The missing content...

HYDROG EN:

Currently, most of the world’s hydrogen is made from
fossil fuels which creates 2 x the GHG emissions than
burning natural gas

‘Blue’ hydrogen will capture the CO2 during production FACT CHECK
and store it underground, but this is extremely
expensive and the technology is still unproven in the UK
‘Green’ Hydrogen created using only renewable
electricity has zero emissions, but uses almost six
times more electricity per unit of energy than (for
example) a heat pump

The first CCS projects in the UK are still at least 6 years
away from start up - if they work at all

ENERGY COSTS:

The Telegraph article places the blame for high UK
energy prices on renewable subsidies, but research
from the International Monetary Fund places the blame
squarely on the UK’s over dependence on gas (the
second highest user in Europe)

The cost of offshore wind is estimated at £75 per MWh
compared to £116 per MWh for gas fired power plants
(UK govt figures)

The UK spent less than Italy, Spain and France on low
carbon electricity, so renewable subsidies are unlikely
to be the cause of our higher energy costs than Europe
The ‘substantial fiscal cost’ of getting to net zero
quoted in the article is refuted by the Office for Budget FACT CHECK
Responsibility which says ‘The costs of failing to get
climate change under control would be much larger
than those of bringing emissions down to net zero’




