Climate Justice: Ethics, Energy, and Public Policy

Study Guide

Chapter 2, Conventional Energy Options
Possible discussion questions:

1. This chapter uses the four ecojustice norms and the twelve energy policy guidelines to conduct an ethical assessment of conventional U.S. energy options (coal, oil, natural gas, and nuclear power). According to the U.S. Energy Information Administration: a) What percent of the nation’s primary energy consumption is provided by these four sources, b) which fuel is the largest source of the U.S. primary energy supply, and c) which sector consumes the most primary energy in the U.S.?

2. Coal: Given the summary in this chapter, how likely do you think it is that carbon capture and sequestration will prolong the use of coal as a primary energy source? Do you agree with the author that “the ecojustice norms of sustainability and solidarity justify a moratorium on all new coal-fired power plants”? (pg. 52)

3. Oil: To what extent is the United States dependent on imported oil? What are the economic ramifications of peak global oil production? In what ways does the author argue that “U.S. dependence on oil from the Middle East in particular is ironic, self-defeating, and counterproductive”? (pg. 56) 
4. Natural Gas: How and why have natural gas prices oscillated recently? What is hydraulic fracturing, how is it impacting U.S. natural gas inventories, and what concerns are being raised about this practice? Do you agree with the author that natural gas resources should be viewed “as a bridge to a future in which fossil fuels play a diminishing role”? (pg. 61)

5. Nuclear Power: To what extent does the United States rely on nuclear power? How much high level nuclear waste has the United States produced and where do things stand regarding disposal of this waste? In what ways is cost the main obstacle facing the nuclear power industry? Do you agree with the author that the ecojustice norms and energy guidelines justify bringing intense scrutiny to bear on proposals to relicense existing reactors and that a moratorium should be placed on the construction of new reactors? 
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