Dear Chair Chavez, Vice Chair Landis, Ranking Member Smith, and members of the Senate
Energy Committee,

Thank you for considering my opposition to Sub. HB 170. The passage of this bill would allow a
huge amount of industrial carbon dioxide (CO2) to be injected beneath our homes and
communities using carbon capture and sequestration (CCS). The CO2 would be stored deep
underground for hundreds or even thousands of years.

As an Ohio citizen who is interested in the safety of Ohioans, including my three Ohio
grandchildren, I have many concerns about Sub. HB 170:

1) What about cost? Ohio taxpayers, including those who do not live near industrial site, will
have to pay $85 per ton of CO2 to take polluters’ trash. Although it would help industries lower
their emissions by pumping waste CO2 deep underground, there are serious potential risks to
Ohioans, especially those whose property sits on top of stored CO2. Taxpayers bear the cost as
well as the burden of potential accidents and health risks while companies benefit. Jennifer
Stewart, of the American Petroleum Institute, said that carbon capture is “the new Wild
West...where there is a lot of money to be made.” If legislators pass this bill, would they be
acting in the best interests of the majority of Ohioans, or in the best interests of the oil and gas
industry?

2) What about risks to Ohio residents? CO2 pipelines move large volumes of CO2 at high
pressure, which makes them dangerous. CO2 storage is largely untested and has never been done
in Ohio. Where CCS has been tried at any scale in Britain, Australia, and Norway, only 10-30
percent of the carbon promised was actually captured. Although Battelle drilled a test well near
Gnadenhutten in 2009, the report was inconclusive. Ohio has many thousands of abandoned oil
and gas wells, and if CCS is allowed, these abandoned wells very likely would overlay potential
carbon storage reservoirs, and could become conduits for CO2 leaks and migration. This gas can
injure or kill people (as happened in Satartia, Mississippi), and volunteer fire departments are not
trained and do not have the equipment necessary to respond to CO2 releases. Communities that
host sequestration facilities will be exposed to dangerous gases from chemicals used for the
capture of CO2. And what about property values? Will Ohioans with CO2 underneath their
property be able to get home insurance, and will they have trouble selling their homes? I would
hope that, as legislators, you would consider the wellbeing of your fellow Ohioans to be a top
priority.

3) Will companies be able to call the shots? Companies would be allowed to store dangerous,
acidic carbon dioxide underneath Ohioans’ property without their consent! They would only
have to get consent from the owners of 70 percent of the pore space before injecting CO2. Then
they could use “statutory consolidation” to force nearby landowners to allow CO2 to be injected
underneath their land as well.

4) Who benefits from CCS? Companies could use the carbon they capture for “enhanced oil
recovery” (bringing back up the last bits of oil and gas from old wells). Burning this new oil and
gas would create even more carbon emissions while giving oil and gas companies a large tax
break for neutralizing carbon emissions. Also, carbon storage developers would be able to use a



“liability transfer clause” to avoid taking long-term responsibility for their projects. That liability
would be transferred to the state, and developers could walk away from any long-term
consequences or emergency response mandates. Protecting companies from long-term
consequences could increase the likelihood that companies would cut corners on well
construction, maintenance, and monitoring. The main proponent of HB 170 is the oil and gas
industry. Also, The American Petroleum Institute and the Ohio Oil and Gas Association were the
main authors of House Bill 170, as documented by Fieldnotes and Canary Media.

5) Who regulates these wells? The Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) would have
exclusive authority over the regulation of carbon injection wells. This means that local
governments would not get to decide whether and how they want to allow carbon injection in
their communities.

6) Are CCS projects popular in other states? Randi Pokladnik, in an article published in the
Ohio Capital Journal, wrote, “Lawmakers and citizens in states where CCS is being proposed
are pushing back against the mandate to force private landowners into CCS pore space leases for
corporate profits.” States whose lawmakers are having second thoughts about CCS include
Louisiana, Nebraska, Indiana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Florida, Alabama, and West
Virginia. Before rushing to pass Sub. HB 170, I hope that Senate Energy Committee members
will take the time to talk with elected officials from these states and learn why they are
questioning the wisdom of CCS.

7) Will CCS help mitigate the effects of climate change? CCS is being touted as a way to
reduce the effects of climate change. However, globally, CCS projects capture only 0.17 percent
of emissions, and a// of the CCS organizations are connected to the fossil fuel industry. How can
we decrease our reliance on fossil fuels and increase our use of clean energy alternatives if we’re
focused on helping the fossil fuel industry make money while offering so little to address the
climate crisis?

Sub. HB 170 paves the way for companies to use CCS in Ohio with little regard for the risks and
expenses Ohioans would bear. I urge you to reject Sub. HB 170.

Thanks for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Deborah K Cooper

Sources:

https://www.canarymedia.com/articles/carbon-capture/records-show-oil-and-gas-industry-
steering-ohio-carbon-capture-bills

https://ohiocapitaljournal.com/2025/07/23/in-ohio-oil-and-gas-industry-is-steering-new-carbon-
capture-bill/



https://www.canarymedia.com/articles/carbon-capture/records-show-oil-and-gas-industry-steering-ohio-carbon-capture-bills
https://www.canarymedia.com/articles/carbon-capture/records-show-oil-and-gas-industry-steering-ohio-carbon-capture-bills
https://www.canarymedia.com/articles/carbon-capture/records-show-oil-and-gas-industry-steering-ohio-carbon-capture-bills
https://ohiocapitaljournal.com/2025/07/23/in-ohio-oil-and-gas-industry-is-steering-new-carbon-capture-bill/
https://ohiocapitaljournal.com/2025/07/23/in-ohio-oil-and-gas-industry-is-steering-new-carbon-capture-bill/

https://ohiorivervalleyinstitute.org/ohio-house-bill-170-and-senate-bill-136-what-you-should-
know/
https://benohio.org/hydrogen-and-carbon-capture/

https://ohiocapitaljournal.com/2026/02/16/republicans-in-other-states-are-having-second-
thoughts-about-carbon-capture-projects/



https://ohiorivervalleyinstitute.org/ohio-house-bill-170-and-senate-bill-136-what-you-should-know/
https://ohiorivervalleyinstitute.org/ohio-house-bill-170-and-senate-bill-136-what-you-should-know/
https://benohio.org/hydrogen-and-carbon-capture/
https://ohiocapitaljournal.com/2026/02/16/republicans-in-other-states-are-having-second-thoughts-about-carbon-capture-projects/
https://ohiocapitaljournal.com/2026/02/16/republicans-in-other-states-are-having-second-thoughts-about-carbon-capture-projects/

