[INSERT DATE]
Air and Radiation Docket and Information Center

Environmental Protection Agency

Mail Code: 2822T

1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC, 20460
Re: Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions for New Stationary Sources; Electric Utility Generating Units; Proposed Rule (Docket ID No. EPA‐HQ‐OAR‐2011‐0660)

To Whom It May Concern,

My name is [INSERT] and I am [TITLE AND COMPANY AFFILIATION]. We are a union contractor located in [INSERT LOCATION] and conduct work in [GEOGRAPHIC AREA].

My company/organization [INSERT BRIEF HISTORY AND DESCRIPTION OF THE TYPE OF WORK YOUR COMPANY DOES, EMPHASIZING ANY ENERGY WORK, ESPECIALLY ANY COAL-FIRED UTILITY WORK].

We employ [INSERT DESCRIPTION OF CRAFTS YOU WORK WITH – e.g. BOILERMAKERS, IRONWORKERS, ETC. ALSO, ANY FIGURES REGARDING THE TOTAL NUMBER OF UNION WORKERS YOU EMPLOY IN A GIVEN YEAR, OR ON A GIVEN PROJECT, WOULD BE HELPFUL].

I am extremely concerned about the proposed rule issued by the EPA on April 13, 2012 regarding standards of performance for greenhouse gas emissions from electric utility generating plants. Although I share EPA’s concerns about clean air, I believe the rule in its present form would have an extremely negative effect not only on my company’s business and the employment status of thousands of hard-working union craftsmen, but also on the nation’s overall energy policy and the economy in general. 
My concerns fall into five main categories:
1. Higher electricity costs. In order to meet the new standard, any new coal-fired plant would have to employ some form of carbon capture and storage (CCS) technology. In the proposed rule, EPA acknowledges that deployment of current CCS technologies results in increased electricity costs and less efficient energy production.  
2. Massive job losses. Maintenance and installation of environmentally friendly technologies at coal-fired power plants represent a significant source of work for union contractors and the building trades. EPA’s proposed rule would essentially phase out coal by discouraging construction of new coal-fired plants. As existing coal facilities age, utilities may be forced to take them offline rather than build replacement coal plants. This would lead to less overall capacity to meet growing electricity demand. It would also result in the permanent loss of thousands of union jobs.

3. Carbon capture and storage (CCS) technology is unproven and untested. CCS – aside from being extremely expensive – is still in the very early stages of development. Numerous questions remain regarding the long-term viability of CCS, especially the logistical, technical and environmental hurdles associated with not only capturing and transporting CO2, but pumping (potentially) billions of tons of carbon into deep-rock chambers. 

4. The U.S. should not abandon coal as an energy source. The U.S. contains massive coal reserves – enough to last 200 years, according to some estimates. Given this fact, it makes no sense for EPA to create a carbon emissions standard that would effectively phase out coal-fired plants over time. The U.S. should maintain a “diversified portfolio” of energy options, and that includes coal as well as natural gas. Both can and should be important resources as we move into the 21st century. However, it is unwise to rely too heavily on any single source of energy. Like any other commodity, natural gas is susceptible to fluctuations in supply, demand and price – not to mention the specter of additional environmental and drilling regulations, which could have a serious impact on future production.

5. If the U.S. doesn’t use the coal, other countries will. EPA’s proposed carbon emission standard would sound a death knell for coal-fired power plants. However, this does not mean the coal will stay in the ground. Instead of selling it to U.S. utilities, coal producers will simply export their product to foreign countries, where demand for energy is at an all-time high. Many of these countries have far less stringent environmental regulations than the U.S. Ironically, then, EPA’s carbon emission standard will ultimately result in more air pollution, not less. 
For all of the above reasons, I encourage the EPA to revise its proposed standard so that coal-fired power plants can continue to play an important role in a balanced and equitable U.S. energy policy. 
Sincerely,

[NAME AND COMPANY AFFILIATION]
