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Foreword
In a climate emergency, the UK Government is spending billions of
pounds each year propping up the fossil fuel industry at home and
overseas. This is driving up carbon emissions.
The Covid-19 health and economic crisis could make this situation
even worse as governments decide on whether to spend trillions on
rescue packages for fossil fuel and high-carbon industries as well as
on stimulus packages to re-start their economies. It is essential that
the UK Government takes this opportunity to ‘build back better’ by not
giving any ‘no-strings’ bailouts to fossil fuel and high-carbon industries
and by ensuring that stimulus packages are geared to investing in the
zero-carbon economy.
We demand that the UK Government tells the truth about its fossil fuel
subsidies and shifts taxpayers’ money from fossil fuels and industrialscale bioenergy (from land-use change) into energy efficiency, nonemissive renewable energy, public transport and nature restoration. The
UK Government also needs to show leadership in COP 26 and in other
international meetings to advocate and support urgent international
action to be taken to end fossil fuel subsidies.
What are the UK’s fossil fuel subsidies? How large are they? How
could they be shifted to the zero-carbon economy and what positive
impact would this have? How can we ensure that subsidy shifts don’t
harm workers or communities? We hope that this handbook will
provide you with some answers to these questions, highlight some
of the work that others are doing on these issues and suggest how
you can take action to demand that the UK Government moves your
money from fossil fuels to the zero-carbon economy.
The purpose of this handbook is to provide an accessible, easy-to-read
overview of the subject of fossil fuel subsidy shifts. We do not claim
to be providing detail – though we do want to signpost you to further
reading which does provide detail. We have created a document that
sets out key reading and references for each section and,
in this way, we acknowledge – and salute – our sources.
You can access it using this QR code. Many organisations
are doing critical work on these issues. We signpost you
to some of them in our What you can do and who you can
support section (pg 44-45).
December 2020
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The Climate Emergency and
the international response
We need to shift subsidies from fossil fuels to the zero-carbon economy
because we are in a climate emergency. Carbon dioxide levels are
higher than they have been in 3-5 million years.

Guardian graphic. Source Nasa/GISTEMP
Graphic: NASA Global Climate Change Vital Signs of the Planet

At 1ºC of heating, climate change is already costing the world hundreds
of billions of pounds in damage each year.

With increasing frequency and intensity, we are experiencing recordbreaking temperatures, devastating extreme weather events and other
climate impacts across the world.

“Climate change is
occurring earlier and
more rapidly than
expected. Even at the
current level of 1°C
warming is painful.”
Johan Rockström, co-author of Hothouse Earth report
Guardian graphic. Source: Christian Aid
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Both in commitments and policy, governments are far short of setting
the world on track to limit global heating to 1.5 ºC above pre-industrial
levels, thereby averting runaway climate change.

Carbon emissions need to be halved by 2030. Failure to avert runaway
climate change will lead, in the words of Sir David Attenborough, to,
“the collapse of our civilisations and the extinction of much of the
natural world.”

“[The Special Report: Global
Warming of 1.5 ºC is] a line in the
sand and what it says to our species is
that this is the moment and we must
act now. This is the largest clarion
bell from the science community and
I hope it mobilises people and dents
the mood of complacency.”

Debra Roberts, a co-chair of the Working Group on Impacts,
UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)

Graphic: Climate Action Tracker

“Right now we are facing a man-made
disaster of global scale, our greatest
threat in thousands of years: climate
change. If we don’t take action, the
collapse of our civilisations and the
extinction of much of the natural
world is on the horizon.”

“1.5 ºC gives young people and the
next generation a fighting chance of
getting back to the Holocene or close
to it. That is probably necessary if we
want to keep shorelines where they
are and preserve our coastal cities.”

James Hansen, Former Director of the NASA Goddard
Institute for Space Studies
Sir David Attenborough, speaking at COP 24 Katowice, 3/12/18
4
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The UK’s climate record up to the end of 2019
On 1st January 2020, eleven months before the UK was due to host
the COP 26 summit in Glasgow, the country’s record on climate action
was inadequate. The UK Government had been trumpeting its ‘global
leadership’ on climate change. It claimed that it had cut emissions by
40% since 1990, the fastest rate in the G7 and that the UK was the
fastest country in the G20 to decarbonise their economy since 2000.
These claims – at best – told only part of the story of the UK Government’s
climate record.
The UK has made good progress on reducing emissions from the
energy sector, mainly by replacing coal-fired power generation with
electricity from renewable energy. Coal power has fallen from 40% of
electricity in 2012 to under 2% in 2019. (It should be noted that some of
this ‘renewable’ energy is from industrial-scale biomass. See pg 33-34
for reasons why industrial-scale biomass should have no place in the
energy sector.)
The problem is that only 26% of UK emissions come from the energy
sector and this progress masks major failings in other critical areas
of decarbonisation - especially in buildings, transport and farming.
Emissions from buildings have reduced less than required. Those from
transport and farming have barely fallen.
The Conservative governments since 2015 have, in many ways, put
climate policies in reverse. They removed subsidies for renewable
energy and energy efficiency. This has led to significant falls both in
new green generating capacity and in jobs in renewable energy. It has
also hampered efforts to end fuel poverty and energy waste.
At the same time, these governments promoted a fossil-fuel agenda.
They imposed fracking on communities (pg 14-15), facilitated new gasfired power stations, propped up North Sea Oil (pg 28-30) and froze duty
on fuel – at the same time as overseeing a 40% increase in rail ticket
prices since 2010. The Conservatives also made future governments
legally bound to squeeze every possible drop of fossil fuel out of the
ground. The 2015 Infrastructure Act made “maximising the economic
recovery of petroleum from the UK’s continental shelf” a statutory duty
(pg 13).
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The failure of the Conservative governments was directly linked to its
use of subsidies. While reducing or withdrawing support for renewable
energy and energy efficiency, it created tax breaks for fracking and
for several aspects of North Sea Oil production. These governments
subsidised coal and gas-fired power stations through the Capacity
Market. They provided subsidies for unsustainable industrial-scale
biomass and classed it as ‘renewable’ (pg 33-34).
It is not surprising that the Government’s independent advisors, the
Committee on Climate Change has stated that the Government is likely
to miss its carbon reduction targets in 2025 and 2030.
Furthermore, these targets are based on the 80% target for 2050.
The Government’s 2050 net-zero target – which it introduced in June
2019 - would result in them being even further off-track. The CCC Chief
Executive, Chris Stark said in July 2019, “We are not on track…having
a net-zero target will not magically fix this problem.”
This was the situation on 1st January 2020, just two weeks after Boris
Johnson’s Conservative Party won a landslide victory in the UK General
Election. The following year would, of course, be dominated by the
Covid-19 crisis. This, and the impending COP 26 (pg 41-42), would
provide a sharper focus to demands that the Government creates jobs
and prosperity through a green recovery, one that supports the zerocarbon economy rather than the fossil industries of the past (pg 35-38).

“In almost every sector we are failing.
That has been covered up by the fact
we have done relatively well on the
decarbonisation of energy, but in
most other areas we are not reaching
anywhere near the levels we have to.
The government is not on track to meet
the fourth and fifth carbon budgets,
both of which of course are statutory
requirements.”
7

Lord Deben,
Chair of the
Committee on
Climate Change

The Scottish Government’s track
record on climate action
“Scotland’s emissions reduction targets are world-leading. So too
is our legislative commitment to a Just Transition – in which the
benefits of decarbonisation are shared and no one is left behind.
We are already taking action to deliver a green recovery which has
fairness at its heart.”
Scottish First Minister, Nicola Sturgeon, 20/9/20

It is fitting that COP 26 is taking place in Glasgow as the SNP Scottish
Government has outperformed the UK Government on climate action.
Its achievements have included a huge increase in renewable energy
from generating enough to meet the equivalent of 13% of total electricity
in 2009 to 90% in 2019. It is possible that it will achieve its target of
100% by the end of 2020.
Scotlands’s renewable energy targets

It stopped fracking in 2015 (with a moratorium, replaced by a firmer ‘no
support’ position in 2019) and went coal-free in 2016, nine years before
the UK’s target.
As Stop Climate Chaos Scotland acknowledges, “Scotland’s climate
targets are among the strongest in the Global North.” It has a NetZero by 2045 target, five years ahead of the UK Government. It has a
target for renewables to meet 50% of total energy demand – not just for
electricity but also including demand from heat and transport - by 2030.
In 2020 it increased its climate reduction target from a 66% reduction
in emissions from 1990 levels to a 75% target. In 2020 they announced
plans to invest £1.6 billion in improving the energy efficiency of housing.
In December 2020, the Scottish Government published its ‘Climate
Change Plan 2018-32 update.’ The plan included:
•
•
•
•

A target for a 20% reduction in kilometres by 2030.
Plans to phase out new petrol and diesel cars by 2030.
A target for 50% of all new heating systems to be zero
emissions models by 2025.
Free bus travel for young people.

The Scottish Government and fossil fuel extraction
“Our primary aim – and I want to underline and emphasise this – our
primary aim is to maximise economic recovery of those (North Sea
Oil) reserves.”
Scottish First Minister, Nicola Sturgeon,Speech to the Oil and Gas UK Conference, 2017

Graphic: The BBC, Source: Scottish energy statistics hub

“Scotland’s climate targets are among the strongest
in the Global North.”
Stop Climate Chaos Scotland
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Notwithstanding its achievements in renewable energy and the
ambition of its climate targets, the Scottish SNP Government has yet
fully to recognise the simple imperative of the climate emergency: that
countries keep fossil fuel reserves in the ground.
Although the UK Government is responsible for the fiscal regime
and regulation of the oil industry (pg 28-30), North Sea Oil has been
important in the arguments of the SNP and in its messaging, such as, “It’s
Scotland’s Oil.” The Scottish Government is focusing its support for North
Sea Oil on decommissioning and research into transition technologies
ike Carbon Capture and Storage and hydrogen technologies, yet it has
9

been rightly criticised by Patrick Harvie of the Scottish Greens for failing
to follow Norway and set a date for the end of North Sea Oil extraction.
This is essential, provided that it is accompanied by a timetable of
specific measures to support workers, employers and communities as
part of a just transition (pg 26-27).
The Scottish Government also promotes fossil fuel use by:
•
•
•

Pro-aviation policies including supporting a Third Runway
at Heathrow. It planned to cut the amount of tax paid by
passengers but had to back down under pressure.
Spending billions on road schemes.
Overseeing continued carbon and greenhouse gas pollution
from Scottish business especially at the SSE gas power
station at Peterhead, the INEOS oil refinery, chemical plant
and infrastructure plant at Grangemouth and the Shell and
ExxonMobil gas plants at Mossmorran.

The Scottish Government’s ‘Climate Change Plan’ of December 2020
has a number of weaknesses:
•
•
•

It relies heavily on ‘negative emissions technologies’ such as
CCS, bio-energy and hydrogen being developed in the 2020s to
achieve climate targets.
There is little on reducing emissions from agriculture and
industry.
It name-checks ‘just transition’ frequently but fails to set out
measures to support the workforce, employers and communities
as part of the shift to the zero-carbon economy – despite the
Just Transition Commission’s express recommendation.

Change is underway in the SNP – including in its leadership - but there’s
further to go. The way is being shown by the SNP’s Common Weal
Group which states that the party and Government need to update its
language and policies:
“Instead of going out and saying, ‘It’s Scotland’s oil’, we
need to go out and say, ‘It’s Scotland’s hydrogen’ or ‘It’s
Scotland’s renewables.’”
Craig Berry, founder of the SNP’s Common Weal group
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Keep it in the ground
Extraction

Combustion

Consumption

“Imagine the extraction and combustion of fossil fuels – and the
carbon footprint of the world’s consumers - as being coupled together
like carriages of a train. You can’t slow one without slowing the others,
and the three push and pull each other along.”
The Burning Question, Mike Berners-Lee & Duncan Clark

The Production Gap
About ten years ago, the world started to see the climate crisis in
a new way. To avert climate breakdown, it was not enough to reduce
demand for fossil fuels (e.g., by providing alternative clean energy). We
had to stop the supply of fossil fuels.
In 2011 the world had a carbon budget of about 565 GT (gigatonnes
of CO2). That was how much more carbon dioxide we could emit and
stay below 2 °C. If we are to achieve 1.5 °C, the budget will need to be
smaller.
The world has emitted approximately 35 GT per year since 2011.
If all the world’s proven coal, oil and gas reserves were burned, 2,795
GT of CO2 would be released.
People realised that any coal, oil or gas that is extracted will be burned
and that fossil fuel companies intend to continue extracting. Campaigns
to divest funds from fossil fuels took off and every new pipeline, oilfield
or gas field, coal mine or export terminal became a frontline in the fight
against climate breakdown.
In fact, in 2019, well after the Paris Climate Agreement, it was clear that
the oil and gas industry was set to spend US$4.9 trillion over the next
ten years on exploration and extraction in new fields.
11

In theory, it is possible that companies or nations may choose to
decommission such infrastructure before the end of its lifespan, but at
the very least, such infrastructure remaining viable will act as a strong
incentive to continue to use it.

World’s proven coal, oil
and gas reserves 2,795
gigatonnes of CO2

Climate action requires no new fossil infrastructure and a managed
phase-out of existing infrastructure. If, from this point, all fossil fuel
infrastructure were replaced by zero-carbon infrastructure at the end
of its useful life, there would be a 64% chance of staying below 1.5°C.

Remaining
carbon budget
565 gigatonnes
of CO2

In December 2020, the UN found that production of coal, oil and gas
must fall by 6% a year until 2030 to keep global heating below 1.5 °C
but nations are planning production increases of 2% per year.
There are several ways to cut off the supply of fossil fuels – but one of
these is to stop fossil fuel production subsidies. Frequently, cutting a
production subsidy is enough to make oil or gas field unprofitable. As
fossil fuel companies and investors are not interested in loss-making
operations, this keeps the fossil fuel in the ground.

The ‘carbon bubble’
The carbon bubble is the trillions of dollars invested in fossil fuels and
fossil fuel infrastructure. It has been estimated at US$1-4 trillion of the
global economy. Like previous investment bubbles, fossil fuels have
seemed like the best investment at the time (in part because fossil
fuels do not have to pay their social and environmental costs). As with
previous investment bubbles, the carbon bubble could burst abruptly
with the tipping point of climate action, or a rapid advance in clean
energy.
There are only two ways to avert the carbon bubble bursting: not taking
climate action or organising a managed decline and disinvestment from
fossil fuels.
Stranded assets
If the ‘carbon bubble’ bursts, fossil fuels and fossil infrastructure will
become ‘stranded assets’. The investments in them will become
worthless - causing economic harm, for example, to people whose
pensions are invested in them.

Graphic: productiongap.org

Carbon lock-in
Fossil fuels are not the only problem. Fossil fuel infrastructure –
which also receives subsidies – can be an even greater challenge.
Infrastructure, like a new power plant, a plane or even a car, ‘locks
in’ fossil fuel use for its life. The lifespan of a power plant might be 40
years, a plane 26 years and a car 15 years.
12

‘Maximising recovery’
In the UK, keeping fossil fuels in the ground is not just about resisting
powerful fossil fuels corporations, though that is a big enough challenge.
The 2015 Infrastructure Act made “maximising the economic recovery
of petroleum from the UK’s continental shelf” a statutory duty. Future
governments are now legally bound to squeeze every possible drop of
fossil fuel out of the ground.

13

e
aussdeyy
CCaCase
d
t
u
t
SSStudy

Fracking - Extreme energy facilitated by subsidies

Fracking is an unpopular, unnecessary and highly polluting form of extreme energy
admitted that it had ‘moved on’ from fracking. The fracking project was de-railed
thought and passion into resisting it. They succeeded in spite of the best efforts
promoted the nascent industry by permitting it by law, by over-turning local
benefits ...and by incentivising it through fossil fuel subsidies.

that threatened the UK for a decade. By 2020, the Johnson Government
by a huge and diverse coalition of ordinary people who put time, energy,
of the Cameron-Osborne, May and Johnson Governments who supported and
decisions to block it, by promoting it through now discredited claims about its

LETS DRILL DOWN....

David Cameron and George Osborne enthusiastically promoted shale gas as part of their ‘dash for gas’ policy. George
Osborne boasted, “I want Britain to be a leader of the shale gas revolution.”
To incentivise fracking, they rolled out a series of tax breaks for fracking companies. “The most generous for shale in the world.”
George Osborne gave tax allowances to fracking companies
spending against tax for a decade. He eventually cut taxes
oil and gas producers. He described this tax regime as “the
of fracking firm Cuadrilla said, “The tax reforms for shale
exploration work.”

for developing gas fields so that they could offset their exploration
on fracking profits to less than half the amount paid by conventional
most generous for shale in the world.” Francis Egan, Chief Executive
gas will greatly incentivise companies undertaking and investing in

Treasury officials estimated that the Government’s support for the industry through enhanced capital allowances could result in
a £25 million give-away from taxpayers to fracking companies up to 2020.
Without these subsidies it’s unlikely that fracking would ever have got off the ground. This is what fossil fuel subsidies do: they
make fossil fuel projects viable that would otherwise not be viable and they facilitate pollution, environmental degradation and
misery.
They also give fossil fuels an artificial advantage over clean energy alternatives. This was exacerbated by the fact the CameronOsborne government withdrew support for renewable energy and numerous low carbon initiatives after 2015.
Finally, these tax give-aways deprived the Exchequer (ie the public) of revenue that could have been used for health, welfare,
education or environment spending at a time of austerity.
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There are lots of different views….

What is a fossil fuel subsidy?

I’d like my government to make homes
warmer and energy efficient but they’re
just cutting the costs of my fuel bills.
We don’t want this oilfield! If it weren’t
for all the grants and loans that
the government is paying to the oil
companies, this oil field would not make a
profit – and it wouldn’t exist.

Here’s what
happens……
Citizens, taxpayers and
businesses pay money in
taxes to a government. Some
of these tax receipts are
channelled into...

Government forgoes
some taxes due on energy
consumption or energy
production, creating…

…subsidies for fossil fuel.
pre-tax

Our government didn’t just allow
fracking. It gave huge tax breaks to
companies to encourage them to frack in
our communities!
Our health service is spending billions
on treating the people whose health has
been harmed by fossil fuels. These costs
aren’t paid by the fossil fuel companies
– and they should be!
Actually, these are all fossil fuel subsidies and they all give an
advantage over clean alternatives by making the costs of fossil fuels
lower than they should be.
Fossil fuels are being subsidised by governments across the world.
Based on the accepted WTO definition of subsidies, fossil fuel
subsidies include fiscal support (direct spending and tax expenditures
foregone) and public finance that confer a benefit on fossil fuel
production or consumption, compared to alternatives.
The 2019 IMF Working Paper distinguishes between two different
notions of fossil fuel subsidies: pre-tax (production and consumption)
subsidies and post-tax subsidies.
16

Consumer
subsidies:

Subsidies that
reduce the price
of energy to
consumers, eg
by controlling the
costs of petrol or
power or lowering
VAT on energy
consumption.

Direct producer
subsidies:

Subsidies that
make it less costly
for producers to
produce fossil
fuel resources.
This could
include direct
payments, loans,
loan guarantees,
grants or
investment by
state-owned
banks plus tax
breaks to forgo
payment that is
due.

G20 governments: US$584 billion anually
(2017–2019 average)

Post-tax
subsidies: These

are “hidden”
subsidies that
keep the price
of fossil fuels
artificially low.
Fossil fuels
cause health and
environmental
costs. If fossil
fuels aren’t being
priced to ensure
that they pay
for those costs,
they are being
subsidised.
US$5.2 trillion
in 2017 globally
(IMF)

(International Institute for Sustainable Development,
Overseas Development Institute & Oil Change
International)

These subsidies dwarf the subsidies given to clean energy.
The UK Government provides consumer, producer and
post-tax fossil fuel subsidies (pg 22-23).
17

How far has the international community got
with fossil fuel subsidy reform?
In September 2009, the G20 committed to “phase out and rationalize
over the medium term inefficient fossil fuel subsidies”. They have yet to
commit to a deadline.
In May 2016, the G7 committed to a 2025 deadline.
Here’s how the last eleven years have played out…
New Zealand Coordinates Action on
Fossil Fuel Subsidy Reform

New Economics
Foundation 9.7.16

Beehive 16.12.10

The Looking-glass World of Fossil Fuel
Subsidies: The G7 pledge to phase out fossil
fuel subsidies isn’t as clear as it seems

Vulnerable nations call on G20 to
end fossil fuel subsidies by 2020

Climate Change News 24.4.17

Talk is Cheap: How G20 Governments
are Financing Climate Disaster

Oil Change International 5.7.17

One Step Forward, Two Steps Back:
Fossil fuel subsidies and reform on the
rise

End fossil fuel subsidies and
stop using taxpayers’ money
to destroy the world: Guterres
UN News 28.5.19

International Institute for Sustainable
Development 27.5.19

G20 Backtracks on Fossil Fuel Funding Phase-Out
in COVID-19 Recovery:

G20 governments still spending more than half a trillion USD
International Institute for Sustainable Development
18
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Funding overseas fossil fuel projects:
Undermining UK climate leadership

APRIL 2016
UK Government signs Paris Agreement.
JULY 2020
At least £4.75 billion and counting....
UK Government funding for overseas fossil fuel
projects since April 2016
Foreign, Commonwealth &
Development Office

Department for
International Trade

(formerly Department for International Development
and Foreign and Commonwealth Office)

£568 million
including a
$39 million loan for
heavy fuel oil
power station in Guinea

UK Export Finance
£4.2 billion
including
$1.15 billion in loans and
loan guarantees
for a gas drilling project
in Mozambique

The UK underpins these fossil fuel projects, drawing in other investors,
enabling these projects in a climate emergency.
Developing countries are either left locked into high-carbon
development or with “stranded” assets in a decarbonising world.
The UK can say it is a
leader or it can fund fossil
fuels overseas
– it can’t do both.

12.12.20: Responding to
growing pressure, the UK
Government announced
an end to support for fossil
fuel projects overseas “as
soon as possible”. But will it
deliver, without delay, a ban
on all funding for all overseas
fossil fuel projects?

?

Global Witness
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Fossil fuel subsidies: lose-lose-lose
Fossil fuel subsidies are a lose-lose-lose policy.
The trillions of dollars spent annually on fossil fuel subsidies globally do not just harm the
environment and undermine climate action. They also damage economies and societies.
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Fossil fuel subsidies:
z

Encourage wasteful consumption

z

Depress investment in energy
efficiency

z

Disadvantage renewable energy

z

Increase the costs of climate impacts

z

Artificially sustain fossil fuels and infrastructure that will eventually become
‘stranded assets’

ENVIRONME

NT

Fossil fuel subsidies:







Enable extraction of fossil
fuels that would otherwise
be kept in the ground
Assist construction of fossil fuel
infrastructure that risks locking
us into a high-carbon future
Undermine the transition
to renewable energy

Fossil fuel subsidies:

z Drain scarce public resources
which would be better spent
on achieving Sustainable
Development Goals
z Are socially regressive. They
disproportionately benefit middle and upper-middle income
households
z Increase health risks- which
puts pressure on individuals
and workplaces, health and
welfare systems

It does not have to be this way! See pages 24-25 for the ways in which shifting
subsidies from fossil fuels to the zero-carbon economy would be a win-win-win
policy.
20
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The UK Government’s fossil fuel smokescreen
The Government says, “The UK does not give subsidies to fossil fuels.”
Take a look behind their smokescreen.

Subsidies for
North Sea oil
and gas

Freeze on
fuel duty

Tax breaks
for fracking
companies
Subsidies for fossil fuel
infrastructure overseas through
aid and export finance to
support trade

Ministerial Limo
es

UK fossil fuel subsidi

Subsidies to
power
generators
through the
Capacity Market

As well as fossil fuel
subsidies, the UK
Government is
subsidising industrial
-scale biomass.
Go to pages 33-34 to
read about the social
and environmental
impacts of this subsidy.

Failure to price fossil
fuels to reflect their
social and
environmental costs

Investments
by majority
state-owned
banks (Royal
Bank of
Scotland)

5% VAT on
domestic fuel
and power

ion per year
.5 billion - US$ 28 bill

£10

The UK spends most on subsidising fossil fuels in

the EU according to the European Commission.

The UK is ranked as the least transparent of G7
to improve transparency
22

nations. It has not co-operated with G20 efforts
on fossil fuel subsidies.
23

Shifting subsidies: Win-win-win
Shifting subsidies as part of a just transition is a win-win-win policy in which the economy, society and environment win.
In fact, it would trigger multiple virtuous cycles…

ECONOMY

More investment
in/support for the
zero-carbon
economy.

>

SOCIETY/HEALTH

Reduced local air
pollution. Homes
become more
energy efficient.

>

Ending fossil fuel
subsidies could reduce
global CO2 emissions by
one quarter...

...and reduce the
number of deaths from
air pollution by a half.

>

>

>

Increased tax
receipts from
incomes and
spending by
workers. Reduced
welfare spending.

Zero-carbon
technologies
become more
efficient and
costs fall further.
25

>

24

Investor
confidence
increases. The rollout of zero-carbon
technologies
creates economies
of scale.

>

Less demand for
health services.
More finance for
the Exchequer and
in the local/ national
economy

Improvement
in health (less
illness from air
pollution / cold
homes)

>

>

>

Jobs created in
the zero-carbon
economy.

>

More investment
in and expansion
of zero-carbon
technologies.

More finance
available for
investment in
the zero-carbon
economy.

>
>

>

Zero-carbon
technology more
competitive.
Fossil fuel
alternatives less
competitive.

>

>

ENVIRONMENT

The Just Transition Bridge
The zero-carbon transition – including the ending of fossil fuel subsidies - could be a disaster for many, harming workers, consumers, communities and regions.
It must happen only as part of a ‘Just transition’. So what is ‘just transition’?
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International Labor
Organization (2015)

“Just Transition is a principle,
a process and a practice.”
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“Managed well, transitions to
environmentally and socially
sustainable economies can
become a strong driver of
job creation, job upgrading,
social justice and poverty
eradication.”

Just Transition Alliance
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Imagine
‘just transition’
as a bridge that
allows you to cross
a river, a busy street
or a chasm safely.
If one piece of
the bridge falls,
we are unable to
cross.

THE
ZERO
CARBON
ECONOMY
27

e
aussdeyy
CCaCase
t
tud
SSStudy

North Sea Oil and Gas:
Our choice of its future

“We are in a crazy spiral of catastrophe where public subsidies are
funding mega-rich companies to extract every last drop of oil.”
		

The environmental costs
6 Britain’s oil and gas rigs are the
most polluting in the North Sea.

₤ Enormous profits by
multinationals are being
subsidised by UK taxpayers.
In 2015-16 and 2016-17 the
Treasury gave more money to oil
companies than it took from them.

6 5.7 billion barrels (oil equivalent)
of oil and gas in alreadyoperating UK oil and gas fields:
will exceed our share of the Paris
Climate Agreement goals.
6 Government and industry aim
to extract 20 billion barrels of
oil equivalent – more than three
times our share.
6 CO2 emissions from burning of oil
and gas have fallen by just 3%
since 1990.
6 Recent subsidies for oil and gas
extraction will add twice as much
carbon to the atmosphere as the
phase-out of coal power saves.

₤ There are three types of subsidy
for UK oil and gas:
1)Tax allowances - tax breaks on
investment in all fields.
2) Reduced tax rates - George
Osborne reduced Petroleum
Revenue Tax to 0%. The Office
for Budget Responsibility forecast
(2016-2022) that petroleum
revenue tax will result in a net
loss to the Exchequer of £500
million per year.
3) Decommissioning tax
breaks - the UK taxpayer will
pay almost half of the cost of
decommissioning offshore oil rigs
at the end of their life.

Dr Richard Dixon, Friends of the Earth Scotland

The UK cannot achieve its Paris Climate Agreement goals while
maintaining its planned production of North Sea oil and gas, yet the
entire industry is being propped up by huge fossil fuel subsidies.
So how can we change direction, remove these subsidies, phase out
North Sea oil and gas production without harming the industry’s 30,000
workers or damaging the UK’s energy security?
North Sea Oil and Gas – now
UK and Scottish Government policy is to enable the greatest possible
volume of oil and gas to be extracted. In 2018, the North Sea oil
industry reported daily production of 1.7 million barrels of oil
equivalent (the volume of oil plus the volume of gas converted to its
energy equivalent in oil).
However, even before the Covid-19 economic crisis, the future for the
industry was looking precarious. Global gas prices halved during 2019
due to higher US shale gas activities. Production revenues were almost
50% lower than they were two years earlier.

In 2018, the North Sea oil industry reported
daily production of 1.7 million barrels of oil
equivalent.
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Economic costs of fossil fuel
subsidies

North Sea Oil and Gas - the future
If the present for North Sea Oil is a ‘perfect storm’ of lockdown, low
prices and climate change - what is the future? Even many Aberdeenbased energy analysts see a new future for the region – one based on
the offshore wind boom, hydrogen production and carbon capture and
storage.
We have a choice. Continue our current path which will lead to the UK
failing to meet its climate goals or the collapse of the industry. Or take
a new path that shifts subsidies from North Sea oil and gas to fund a
Just Transition (pg 26-27) to a zero-carbon economy.
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Our choice: UK North Sea Oil and Gas
Continue on our current path…
accepting future
risks - automation,
cost savings by
companies, failures
of energy transition
policy

expecting continued
price volatility due
to the international
oil and gas market

A radical new path:
Managed transition to the
zero-carbon economy

Remove all subsidies and
redirect them to fund a Just
Transition
Cancel Decommissioning
Relief Deeds. Companies
pay decommissioning
costs. Plans provide a Just
Transition for workers.

“Business
as usual”,
extracting up to
20 billion barrels
of oil equivalent
(more than three
times the UK’s
share of the Paris
Climate targets)

We fail to meet
our
climate target

The (deferred)
collapse of the
industry when the
reality of climate
crisis hits home
and forces the
Government’s hand

Missed
opportunities
to create jobs,
energy security
and economic
benefits from
investing in the
zero-carbon
economy
30

New approaches to
economic development,
industrial policy and
ownership guided by
local manufacturing and
workforce participation.
Trade union rights for
energy workers affected by
energy transitions.

Clean industries create
more than three jobs
for every North Sea Oil
job at risk, enabling an
“equivalent job guarantee”
for every oil worker.

Energy security and
economic security
achieved for the
region

Carbon pricing: The basics
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Just over 1% of global emissions are priced at
a level consistent with the Paris Agreement
(August 2020). Under-pricing of fossil fuels
combines with generous fossil fuel
subsidies to pull economies away
from the zero-carbon
transition and
“lock in” the
fossil fuel
economy.
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Meshed together with fossil fuel subsidy withdrawal, effective,
comprehensive carbon pricing can tip the balance in favour of
non-emissive renewable energy.
A rising
carbon price
(through
emissions
trading or a
carbon tax)

Fossil fuel
subsidies
withdrawn

Certainty of rising
costs for fossil fuel
energy

Clear signal to
incentivise business
investment in lowcarbon technology &
practices
The World
Bank
estimates
$50-$100 per
tonne of CO2
by 2030 to
be consistent
with the Paris
Agreement

+

Shift consumer
behaviour towards
these relatively cheaper
lower-carbon goods
and services
31



towards
a zerocarbon
economy

An independent carbon tax with dividends
Won’t ordinary
people protest
against a new
tax?

It’s important to stress that a carbon tax
is different to VAT or fuel duty. It would
be paid by the companies that sell fossil
fuels.

But won’t their higher costs
be passed onto consumers
directly as higher energy
costs or indirectly through
higher prices for goods and
services?

How do
we know
it will
really
work?

Any ifs or
buts?

That’s true. And that’s where
the dividends come in.
An equal dividend is paid
directly back to every citizen.
Low and middle income
households would benefit
financially by receiving more
in carbon tax dividends than
they pay in increased energy
prices and consumer prices.

An American study projected that after 20 years
of such a policy the US would benefit from a
52% cut in CO emissions, 2.8 million green
jobs, improved air quality saving 227,000 lives
and significant GDP increases.

A UK policy would need to be framed carefully
to avoid the unintended consequence of
promoting industrial-scale bioenergy (pg 33-34).
It would also need to include import and export
adjustments to give British businesses a level
playing field.
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Biomass: the “carbon con”

More than one-fifth of what the UK Government treats as renewable
energy comes from forest biomass, mainly burned as wood pellets at
power stations. Government policy channelled nearly £1.5 billion from
all our electricity bills into biomass subsidies in 2019.
But biomass is far from a lower-carbon – let alone zero-carbon –
source of energy. Biomass is a “carbon con” that not only threatens
climate safety, but also pollutes communities and destroys biodiversity:
1. UK Government
The “carbon con” begins with a policy based on a
flawed carbon-counting method. The CO2 from burning
the pellets (produced in seconds) is ‘written off’ in the
assumption that it will be absorbed over the coming
decades by newly-planted trees
2. UK generators import most of the wood pellets
from suppliers in the southeastern US. Carbon-rich
biodiverse forests are clear cut and converted to
monoculture pine plantations…

3. The wood is then processed into pellets at US woodmills. Communities suffer pollution from wood dust,
smoke and noise.

4. The pellets are shipped to the UK.

5. The pellets are burnt at Drax and Lynemouth (Teeside
under construction). Per unit of energy, CO2 emissions
from burning are at least 3% more than coal.
Communities suffer air pollution.
33

Spotlight on Drax
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Where next for biomass subsidies?
2019
£789.5 million (£28.60
per UK household)
in renewable energy
subsidies
Meeting just 0.81% of UK’s
energy demand
Nearly 6.6 million tonnes
of wood pellets
At least 14.1 million tonnes
of wood
(Equivalent to 127%
of the UK’s total wood
production)
The UK Government has
committed to planting
30,000 hectares of trees a
year across the UK by 2025.
Yet, just in the Southern
U.S. in 2018 alone, over
43,000 hectares of forests
were destroyed to feed
Drax’s demand.

The answer is messy…
The UK Government still only counts
emissions from harvesting, processing
and shipping. However in 2018, the
Government’s revised standards
effectively ruled out new subsidies for
large-scale biomass dependent on
imported wood.
By spring 2020 it wasn’t clear if these
new standards would still be explicitly
extended for future contracts.
This still leaves the existing subsidies.
£380 million in subsidies are
effectively locked in due to the
contractual terms of the Contract for
Difference programme.
However, with political will, the
Government could legally claw back
£1.1 billion in subsidies awarded
under the Renewables Obligation
programme.

Rita Frost, Dogwood Alliance
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Covid and Climate, Bailouts and Build Back Better:
The Johnson Government’s record in 2020
The coronavirus crisis of 2020 reduced emissions – and restricted the
fossil fuel industry - at a terrible cost in job losses, loss of prosperity
and human suffering. It soon became apparent that the world was at a
‘fork the road.’ Governments would need to spend trillions of dollars in
stimulus packages to ‘re-start’ their economies and to protect jobs and
livelihoods.
While fossil fuel companies and high-carbon industries were lobbying
hard for bailouts, it became clear that, at this moment in history, it was
essential that stimulus packages be directed towards the zero-carbon
economy.
Any bailouts of high-carbon industries should have ‘strings attached’
relating to ownership, working practices and environmental performance.
To fail to do this would create a worse situation than we faced in 2019: it
would be a doubling-down on and locking-in of the fossil fuel economy
barely a year after the IPCC had stated that the world needed to halve
emissions by 2030 (pg 5).
This – and the impending COP 26, hosted by the UK, as well as the
UK’s failure on climate in previous years (pg 6-7) - was the context
for Boris Johnson’s performance on climate action during 2020. The
UK Government didn’t dispute the need for a green recovery from the
Covid crisis. At the Petersburg Climate Dialogue in April, Alok Sharma,
the UK Climate Secretary and president of COP26 said, “The world
must work together, as it has to deal with the coronavirus pandemic, to
support a green and resilient recovery, which leaves no one behind.”
But rhetoric is one thing: what action did the Government take in 2020 and how effective was it? Here is a list of pros and cons:
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Positives

Negatives

Progress on keeping fossil fuels in the ground
After imposing a moratorium on fracking in 2019, Minister Kwasi Kwarteng
acknowledges in June 2020 that ‘fracking is over.’

Lack of progress in keeping fossil fuels in the ground
*In March, the Government commits to its £27 billion road-building plans which
will increase emissions.
*In April, the Government commits to construction of HS2 – a project likely
to increase emissions, certain to lead to wildlife destruction and which will
definitely not be the best use of £56 billion (with costs likely to increase) to
reduce emissions from transport.

Green bailouts
Analysis in November of recovery packages by Vivid Economics shows that
the UK’s Covid recovery package has more of a positive than negative climate
impact and is ranked above many countries including Canada, Italy, Russia
and China.

Fossil bailouts
In April, the Treasury and the Bank of England create the Covid Corporate
Financing Facility (CCFF) to provide billions of ‘under the radar’ finance for big
business – including £600 million for Easyjet.
Analysis in November of recovery packages by Vivid Economics ranks the
UK’s Covid recovery package as less green than the packages of US (Biden),
the EU, France and Spain.

The ‘ten-point plan’ (November)
*Will create 250,000 jobs.
*Will end the sale of petrol and diesel cars by 2030.
*Will quadruple the amount of offshore wind capacity in 10 years.

The ‘ten-point plan’ (November)
*Several of the points are ‘reheated’ pledges.
* The £12 billion (really £4 billion of new funding) is inadequate. An additional
£22.7 billion is needed to tackle the crisis.
*The plan is overly dependent on techno-fixes.
* The plan will only create a 59% cut by 2030.

68% by 2030 CO2 cut (November)
This increases the UK’s ambition.

68% by 2030 CO2 cut (November)
This target is less than the 75% cut urged by a coalition of groups and
individuals and the 72% cut the LSE said was feasible.
The target is no substitute for a ‘policy package’ to deliver the target. Current
government plans add up to less than a quarter of the emissions cuts needed
to achieve its 2030 climate goal.

Mr Johnson’s target is
ambitious – but we need action to back it up, right now….
The actions of the chancellor don't measure up. Every single
department has to wear climate change glasses when they think
of new policies, and the Treasury clearly hasn’t got
that message.
Professor Sir Brian Hoskins, one of the UK’s leading climate scientists
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The government
hasn't put its own house in order yet or
done enough to put the UK on course
to meet older, easier targets. It's time to
lead by example and shift its efforts up
a gear.
Chris Stark, Chief Executive of
Committee on Climate Change
37

Meg Hillier, Chairwoman of the
Public Accounts Committee

For us to be
a good chair of these discussions,
a good president, I think we need
to have a strong set of domestic
plans for cutting emissions here
in the UK.

Greeness of stimulus index

Graphic: The Guardian, Source: Vivid Economics
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Aviation: Most polluting form of transport
fuelled by kerosene and subsidies

Fossil fuel subsidies – and the way in which they are fuelling the climate
crisis- can be seen clearly in the aviation sector. Emissions from aviation
are growing faster than in any other mode of transport. If unmitigated,
emissions from aviation are expected to double or triple by 2050 and
could represent one quarter of the global carbon budget under a 1.5 °C
scenario. Aviation is not included in the UK’s carbon budgets or in its
2050 net-zero target. (Though it looks likely to be added in 2023). Nor is
there any explicit reference to aviation in the Paris Climate Agreement.
Aviation is being artificially boosted through the further subsidies it
receives. It is said that jet fuel (kerosene) is the only fossil fuel that is
banned from being taxed by a 1948 international treaty. According to A
Free Ride, the annual value of this tax subsidy in the UK is £11.4 billion.
This subsidy for aviation artificially inflates demand for aviation. It also
provides no incentive for the industry to improve fuel efficiency of its
flights. According to a European Commission study, taxing aviation
kerosene in Europe would cut aviation emissions by 11% and would
have no net impact on jobs or the economy while raising almost 27
billion Euros in revenues each year.
Transport & Environment don’t accept that governments are prevented
from taxing jet fuel by international treaty, saying: “No new laws are
needed to tax aviation fuel in Europe. What has lacked so far is
governments’ willingness to abolish fossil fuel subsidies for Europe’s
fastest growing polluter.”
In addition to the kerosene tax break, the aviation sector receives
numerous direct subsidies for operation and infrastructure developments.
The biggest airline emitter from flights in Europe is Ryanair, yet almost
one quarter of the EU airports it serves are likely to be loss-making and
propped up by taxpayers. This is fuelling its rapidly growing emissions.
During the Covid-19 crisis, airlines have received further subsidies.
British Airways, Easyjet, Wizz Air and Ryanair are among the
beneficiaries of the Bank of England’s Covid Corporate Financing
Facility. Fiona Nicholls from Greenpeace said, “Airlines have been
given exactly what the chancellor, the prime minister, economists
and the public said they should not be given- billions in cheap and
easy loans to keep them polluting, without any commitments to
39

reduce their emissions or even keep their workers on the payroll.”
UK air passengers do have to pay tax - through the Air Passenger
Duty (APD). We support the view that Air Passenger Duty (APD)
should be replaced by a Frequent Flyer Levy. This would reduce
the tax paid by someone for their first flight but would increase
progressively with every additional flight. This would shift tax onto
wealthy frequent fliers, make aviation pay its fair share of tax and help
to level the playing field between flying and greener forms of travel.

Graphic: A Free Ride
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COP 26
Glasgow, November 1-12 2021
COP 26 - or the 26th UN Climate Change conference - will take place
in Glasgow under the Presidency of the UK, with assistance from the
Scottish Government. Alok Sharma, Secretary of State for B.E.I.S will
be President.
COP 26 will be especially important. This is why:
The Paris Climate Agreement at COP 21 in 2015 was a significant step
forward. However, the commitments made at the time were insufficient.
It was agreed that nations would present revised and more ambitious
commitments (through Nationally Determined Contributions, or ‘NDCs’)
by 2020. COP 26 is the deadline for countries to do this.
If COP 26 is a failure, it will be impossible to limit the average rise in
temperatures to below 2 °C, even less to 1.5 °C.
The Emissions Gap
Nations will be trying to ‘close the emissions gap.’ This is the gap between
the emissions levels that result from nations’ current commitments and
the emissions levels necessary to prevent dangerous global heating.
The UNEP ‘Emissions Gap Report’ (2018) stated that greenhouse
gas emissions should not exceed 40 gigatonnes of CO2 equivalent by
2030. To achieve 1.5 °C, emissions should not exceed 24 gigatonnes
by 2030. Fully meeting the commitments made at COP 21 would only
reduce emissions from 59 gigatonnes to 53 gigatonnes.
Targets need to be three times more ambitious to limit global heating to
2 °C and six times more ambitious to limit it to 1.5 °C.
Shifting subsidies and COP 26
The importance of ending fossil fuel subsidies – and re-directing funds
to the zero-carbon economy – is not the most prominent of priorities for
COP 26. These priorities are about NDCs, getting countries on board to
reduce emissions to zero by 2050, developing programmes to increase
resilience to climate impacts and mobilise climate finance.
Nevertheless, the UN Secretary General, Antonio Guterres is requesting
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countries to “redirect all financial flows in line with the objectives of the
Paris Agreement” just as he said, at the Petersberg Climate Dialogue
in April 2020, that “Public funds should invest in the future by flowing
to sustainable sectors and projects that help the environment and
climate. Fossil fuel subsidies must end, and carbon must have a price
so polluters will pay for their pollution.”
Additionally, shifting subsidies is an important tool in achieving the other
aims such as delivering more ambitious NDCs and achieving a zerocarbon society.
Challenging the UK Government
It’s no surprise that shifting subsidies does not feature in the UK
Government’s priorities for COP 26: it denies having fossil fuel subsidies.
During its presidency, it will be presenting itself as a climate leaderdespite being on-course to miss its own climate targets, despite its use
of public money to support fossil fuels and despite the inadequacy of its
‘Ten Point Plan’ for a green recovery (pg 35-38).
It will be the role of all of us to highlight the UK Government’s less-thanperfect record on climate action and to point out that ambitious goals
for the 2050s are no substitute for concrete actions over the next crucial
decade.
The COP26 Coalition will be co-ordinating this.

Graphic: cop26coalition.org
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Our five demands to the UK Government
Sign our petition:
support our five demands
to the UK Government
1. Tell the truth about the UK Government’s fossil fuel subsidies at
home and overseas.
2. Publish specific, measurable and timed plans for an urgent phase-out
of fossil fuel subsidies (and subsidies for industrial-scale bioenergy)
and transfers of finance to subsidies for the zero-carbon economy.
3. Introduce an independent carbon tax with dividends in the UK. This
carbon tax with dividends must be framed to prevent the climate and
environmental impacts of bioenergy, too.
4. Protect workers, communities and consumers by ensuring that the
UK Government’s reform of fossil fuel finance takes place only as
part of a just transition. This fossil fuel finance reform must take place
in tandem with the urgent roll-out of the zero-carbon economy. To
deliver this zero-carbon economy, energy efficiency, non-emissive
renewable energy, public transport and nature restoration must be
financed from a range of sources including subsidy shifts.
5. Show leadership in international meetings and negotiations with
other countries to promote transparency and advocate and support
the urgent introduction of subsidy shifts and a carbon tax with
dividends (framed to prevent the climate and environmental impacts
of bioenergy) in other countries as part of a just transition.
Visit our FAQs webpage for further information on the
Climate SOS: Shift our Subsidies petition, declaration
and campaign
Visit our website for a list of organisations who support
the Climate SOS: Shift our Subsidies Declaration and
the five demands to the UK Government
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What you can do and who you can support
There are a number of different campaigning groups, think-tanks and
charities working on aspects of the UK’s fossil fuel (and industrial-scale
biomass) subsidies and the Just Transition to a zero-carbon economy.
You can support them by reading the information and analysis they
produce, donating to them and getting involved in their campaigns.

Friends of the Earth Scotland works for socially just solutions to
environmental problems. It supports a just transition to shift Scotland’s
economy away from fossil fuels. foe.scot
Global Justice Now mobilises for social justice and solidarity with
the Global South. It campaigns for the UK to stop funding fossil fuels
oversewws. globaljustice.org.uk

Biofuelwatch provides information and campaigning in relation to
the climate, environmental, human rights and public health impacts of
large-scale industrial bioenergy. biofuelwatch.org.uk

Global Witness challenges abuses of power to protect human rights
and secure the future of our planet. It is challenging the promotion of
‘fossil gas’ as a climate solution. globalwitness.org

Campaign Against Climate Change Trade Union Group are the trade
unionists behind the ‘One Million Climate Jobs’ report and campaign,
supported by eight trade unions. cacctu.org.uk

Green Alliance is an independent think tank focused on ambitious
leadership for the environment. In 2020 it analysed the UK Government’s
recent climate plans. green-alliance.org.uk

Carbon Brief is a UK-based website covering the latest developments
in climate science, climate policy and energy policy - including subsidies.
carbonbrief.org

Green New Deal UK (including Build Back Better UK) promotes
a Green New Deal as a plan for health, jobs and climate action.
greennewdealuk.org

Centre for Alternative Technology offers practical solutions, including
its ‘Zero Carbon Britain’ reports, and hands-on learning to help create a
zero-carbon world. cat.org.uk

International Institute for Sustainable Development (IISD) is an
independent think tank providing valuable information about people and
planet, including international fossil fuel subsidies. iisd.org.

Citizens Climate Lobby UK is a non-profit, advocacy organisation
promoting Carbon Fee and Dividend as a solution to the climate crisis.
citizensclimatelobby.uk

New Economics Foundation provides rigorous research to help
change the rules of society and build an economy for people and planet.
It promotes the Green New Deal. neweconomics.org

ClientEarth is an environmental law group. It has defeated the UK
Government over its air pollution policy and taken legal action to
challenge the ‘Capacity Market’ subsidy. clientearth.org

Overseas Development Institute is an independent global think-tank
working for a sustainable and peaceful world. They monitor fossil fuel
subsidies in the UK and internationally. odi.org

Common Wealth promotes public ownership as a solution to social
and environmental crises. In 2020 it suggested conditions for Covid-19
bailouts of airlines. common-wealth.co.uk

Platform London campaigns on the social, economic and environmental
impacts of the global oil industry. These include the impacts of fossil fuel
subsidies. platformlondon.org

COP26 Coalition is a network for groups and individuals to use COP
26 as a moment to strengthen the climate justice movement and build
power for system change. cop26coalition.org

Scot.E3 (Employment, Energy and Environment) is a group of
Scottish trade unionists and climate activists campaigning for climate
jobs and a just transition. scote3.net

Friends of the Earth (England, Wales and Northern Ireland)
is campaigning for an end to UK subsidies for overseas gas and oil
projects and for a green and fair recovery. friendsoftheearth.uk

Zero Carbon Campaign campaigns for carbon pricing across the UK
economy as a strategy to achieve net zero by 2050 and to help fund a
green and just recovery. zeroc.org.uk
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“We need to tax pollution, not people, and to end subsidies for fossil
fuels... What we are doing is using taxpayers’ money - which means
our money - to boost hurricanes, to spread droughts, to melt glaciers,
to bleach corals. In one word - to destroy the world. As taxpayers, I
believe we would like to see our money back rather than to see our
money used to destroy the world.”
UN Secretary-General Antonio Guterres, May 2019

“The solution isn’t complicated, it’s not rocket science. Emissions
aren’t going to go down if the cost of fossil fuels isn’t honest.
Economists are very clear on this. We need a steadily increasing fee
that is then distributed to the public.”
Professor James Hansen of Climate Science, Awareness and Solutions at Columbia
University, Former Director of the NASA Goddard Institute for Space Studies
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SHIFT OUR SUBSIDIES

Email shiftoursubsidies@gmail.com Twitter @our_shift
Website www.shiftoursubsidies.org
Sign our petition:
support our five
demands to the UK
Government

Read the
Climate SOS:
Shift Our Subsidies
Declaration
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