
Dear Sir,


It is ironic that, in the same year as the Copenhagen climate change conference, the Bahamian government is building four Bunker C-fueled power plants.  Most of the world has already abandoned this dirty, toxic fuel and moved on to cleaner, greener alternatives.  It is time the Bahamas followed suit.


This is especially true in light of recent commitments the Bahamian government has made to rid our fossil fuel dependency in 15 years time. Ten years ago, the Bahamian government ratified the Kyoto Protocol.  In 2008, at the WIREC conference, they signed a pledge to reduce fossil fuel dependency and greenhouse gas emissions.  But these islands are nearly 100 percent dependent on fossil fuels, 68 percent of which is Bunker C that lack important emissions controls to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  These low-lying islands will be among the first to sink beneath the waves if global warming continues to cause sea level rise.  How can the government possibly continue to justify the use of fossil fuels, especially Bunker C?

 
BEC claims that Bunker C is “cheaper”.  This is an extremely short-sighted point of view.  The ultimate cost – to the tourist industry, the fisheries, the farmlands, and the health and welfare of the communities near these power plants, not to mention the extra cost to staff and maintain a more complex Bunker C plant (compared to Diesel or LNG) – will far outweigh the savings in actual fuel cost.  

These power plants can be run on either Bunker C or diesel, and actually need diesel fuel to start up and shut down.  Surely BEC can at least be persuaded to use the cleaner diesel alternative while they work on their urgently needed renewable energy program.

Sincerely,

