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The most important question that has yet to be answered by this pending legislation is why
anyone would want to sequester supercritical carbon dioxide anywhere in Southeast Ohio?
Through a USEPA FOIA request, we were able to obtain the proposed locations for carbon
sequestration in Harrison and Jefferson counties. This region is riddled with conventional oil
wells, many abandoned, unknown and unplugged. There are also fracking wells and the
associated injection wells for frack waste with underground coal mines. We do not see that
anyone is looking at the problems that will be caused when the CO2 waste stream migrates out
of the injection zone which is what happened to Archer Daniels in Illinois. We also do not see
that anyone knows or has adequately specified the materials needed, especially for pipelines that
are closer to the surface that will transfer the waste gas. We do not know the routes that the
pipelines that will take to transport the CO2 waste to the injection site. Is this industry planning
to repurpose existing pipelines? That would be disastrous because there is not an adequate
characterization of the corrosion resistance to supercritical CO2.

We know that LLC’s like to operate in Ohio with inadequate oversight and regulation as is done
now with fracking and frack waste operations. The only reason we can imagine that anyone
would want to sequester carbon in SE Ohio would be for the government subsidies — but why
would the current administration want to incentivize carbon sequestration when it does not care
about climate change? The only reason we can imagine is that the proposed sequestration is for
“enhanced” recovery of oil and gas reserves — is that what this is all about? This is the only
reason we can imagine because certainly if the government cared about climate change it could
find better locations that are not riddled with potential conduits for waste CO2 to escape the
injection zone with better geography free of earthquake potential.

We also have no idea where all the water is coming from that will be needed to transport and
sequester the CO2 when Ohio has had droughts for the last two years and we have already lost a
great deal of precious freshwater in the region because of fracking and now data centers.

Carbon sequestration is not a proven technology. There are many scientific reasons that carbon
sequestration cannot safely be done in SE Ohio. We know Class 2 injection wells can leak
through existing faults, fissures and existing conventional wells — so we know that the
pressurized supercritical CO2 will do the same. Even though there are monitoring wells for Class
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6 wells, we know from many examples that the monitoring wells are inadequate because they are
not placed in close enough proximity all around the injection well for early notification of leaks
before it is too late, especially for such a hazardous liquid as pressurized CO2.

There is additional testimony that we have provided in the past that looks at the specifics of the
proposed legislation to identify the many deficiencies. We wonder if the prior testimonies have
held any weight and credibility, and if so, why this legislation would move forward at all.
Wouldn’t it be much better to decide at this point with all the known hazards and failures of
carbon sequestration to just decide that this is not a good deal for Ohio? When all the industry
has to offer is temporary construction jobs and very few full-time jobs that are provided for those
in the drilling and fossil fuel industry, Ohio stands to lose what is left of its valuable natural
resources such as its state lands and water now being degraded by fracking and its infrastructure,
not to mention the detrimental impacts upon other lucrative industries in the state like agriculture
and tourism. Ohioans have lost their private property rights because of eminent domain given to
fracked gas pipelines like Rover and Nexus, and the unitization ability that is given to fracking.
Do you think Ohioans will stand for even more of that to continue to serve the wishes of the oil
and gas industry?

What experts have you retained to advise on carbon capture, and what are their unbiased
recommendations from a scientific, even a practical, perspective? Are you just listening to the
industry proponents that have all to gain from this legislation at the cost to Ohio taxpayers and
ratepayers? How can you say that carbon sequestration can be done safely forever when there is
no evidence of that in regions like SE Ohio that have already been drilled and the ground already
pressurized and the water already contaminated (what’s left of it).

What is the real reason for this proposed legislation and all the paid work that is being done to
justify it? We are lifelong Ohioans providing testimony without pay — we have nothing to gain —
so our voices should be louder than those who have vested interests and who will pocket their
profits privately, leaving us with their mess when the LLCs dissolve. We see a pattern here even
if our legislature does not want to admit it. Renewable energy is the only true energy
independence. Our elected representatives need to represent the long-term best interests of
Ohioans and not the few who stand to make lots of money at our expense.

Thank you for entering this into the official testimony regarding HB170 which we assume will
be done because of the short notice given once again to provide opponent testimony.
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