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Chair Chavez, Vice Chair Landis, Ranking Member Smith, and Members of the Senate 
Energy Committee, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony regarding Sub House Bill 170, which 
would establish a process to regulate carbon capture and storage (CCS) on the state level.  
 
My name is Cathy Becker, and I am a board member of Save Ohio Parks, a citizens group 
that seeks to protect Ohio state parks, wildlife areas, and public lands from oil and gas 
extraction. We are opposed to Sub HB 170 for a long list of reasons.  
 
1. CCS is an unproven technology. Where it has been tried at any scale in Britain, Australia, 
and Norway, it has captured only 10% to 30% of carbon promised. 

• £6 billion: The amount British taxpayers could be on the hook for due to double 
counting of captured CO2 at the government subsidized Tesside gas plant. 
[Financial Times, “Reckless UK risks billions on BP gas scheme”]  

• 30%: Amount of CO2 captured at Chevron’s Gorgon LNG facility in Australia, touted 
as the largest CCS project in the world with claims of 80% capture  
[IEEFA, “Gorgon CCS underperformance hits new low in 2023-24”]  

• 10.6%: Actual amount of CO2 captured compared to amount claimed to be captured 
at Norway Equinor’s Sleipner CCS project in 2023 (108,000 tons vs 1 million tons) 
[DeSmog, “Norway’s Equinor forced to withdraw key carbon capture claim”] 

 
2. CCS is extremely expensive. It costs $50 to $100 to capture one ton of CO2 from a power 
generation facility, $2 to $14 per ton to transport it through a pipeline, and $10 per ton to 
store it permanently. One 200 MW gas plant can emit 4800 tons of CO2 per day. 

• $50 to $100 per ton Cost to capture CO2 from dilute streams like power generation 
[IEA, “Is carbon capture too expensive?”]  

• $2 to $14 per ton Cost to transport CO2 through a pipeline [IEA, ibid]  
• $10 per ton Cost to store CO2 permanently [IEA, ibid] 

 
3. CO2 pipelines are dangerous. They move large volumes of CO2 at high pressure. A CO2 
pipeline that ruptured in Sartoria, MS, left residents unconscious and hospitalized. [NPR, 
“The U.S. is expanding CO2 pipelines. One poisoned town wants you to know its story”] 
 
 

https://www.source-material.org/bp-equinor-teesside-carbon-capture-guarantee/
https://ieefa.org/resources/gorgon-ccs-underperformance-hits-new-low-2023-24
https://www.desmog.com/2025/01/14/exclusive-norways-equinor-forced-to-withdraw-key-carbon-capture-claim/
https://www.iea.org/commentaries/is-carbon-capture-too-expensive
https://www.iea.org/commentaries/is-carbon-capture-too-expensive
https://www.iea.org/commentaries/is-carbon-capture-too-expensive
https://www.npr.org/2023/05/21/1172679786/carbon-capture-carbon-dioxide-pipeline


4. The main proponent of CCS is the oil and gas industry. They use the carbon captured for 
“enhanced oil recovery” -- pushing into old wells to bring back up the last bits of oil and 
gas. This new oil and gas is then burned, creating even more carbon emissions – and for 
that, oil and gas companies get a tax break of $85 per ton.  

• Over 70% of CCS projects rely on Enhanced Oil Recovery [Institute for Energy 
Economics and Financial Analysis, “Carbon capture has a long history. Of failure.”]  

• 80% to 90% of all carbon captured is used in Enhanced Oil Recovery [IEEFA, ibid] 
• In fact, the American Petroleum Institute and Ohio Oil and Gas Association are who 

wrote House Bill 170, as documented by Fieldnotes and Canary Media [Canary 
Media, “In Ohio, oil and gas industry is steering new carbon capture bill”] 

 
5. The subsurface in eastern and southeast Ohio where carbon dioxide pipelines are 
proposed to go are already Swiss cheese. Over 270,000 oil and gas wells have been drilled 
in Ohio since extraction began in the 1880s. Of these, only 65,000 are actively producing 
wells, and at least 60,000 are orphan wells. There are over 200 frack waste injection wells. 
[ODNR Division of Oil and Gas Resources Management, Annual Report 2021]  This area 
also has over 3,400 abandoned coal mines [ODNR, Ohio Mines Locator]. It is simply not 
safe to try to thread carbon dioxide pipelines through this highly carved out area.  
 
6. Sub HB 170 sets requirements and procedures for “statutory consolidation,” also known 
as unitization or force pooling. This means if the owners of most of the land sought for 
carbon capture and storage agree, then everyone else is force pooled into having this 
dangerous project placed under their property whether they want it or not. This is a 
violation of basic property rights for the profit of an already wealthy industry. 
 
7. The Trump administration’s EPA just overturned the Endangerment Finding, which 
concluded that carbon dioxide emissions can be regulated as air pollutants under the 
Clean Air Act. If carbon dioxide is no longer seen as an air pollutant, why are we trying to 
capture it – let alone making American taxpayers pay to capture it? [EPA, “President Trump 
and Administrator Zeldin Deliver Single Largest Deregulatory Action in U.S. History”] 
 
In short, we oppose Sub HB 170 to set up carbon capture and storage in Ohio because: 

• It doesn’t work. 
• It’s extremely expensive. 
• It’s dangerous. 
• It’s primarily used for EOR that creates even more emissions. 
• The underground area where it’s slated to go is already Swiss cheese. 
• It would violate private property rights through force pooling. 
• Trump’s EPA says there’s no reason to capture carbon dioxide anyway. 

 
We urge you to vote NO on Sub HB 170.  
 
 
 

https://ieefa.org/resources/carbon-capture-has-long-history-failure
https://ieefa.org/resources/carbon-capture-has-long-history-failure
https://www.canarymedia.com/articles/carbon-capture/records-show-oil-and-gas-industry-steering-ohio-carbon-capture-bills
https://dam.assets.ohio.gov/image/upload/ohiodnr.gov/documents/oil-gas/resources/2021-O_G-Annual.pdf
https://ohiodnr.gov/business-and-industry/services-to-business-industry/gis-mapping-services/mine-locator-gis-mapping-service
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/president-trump-and-administrator-zeldin-deliver-single-largest-deregulatory-action-us
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/president-trump-and-administrator-zeldin-deliver-single-largest-deregulatory-action-us

