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The vast majority of CCS deployment will be driven by a carbon tax or some other explicit
disincentive for the venting of CO, to the atmosphere.

While CCS technologies are likely to deploy first in non-power markets first, if CCS is to
make a large contribution to addressing climate change it must be effectively integrated
with large coal-fired electricity and H, production.

Deep saline formations will be the CO, storage workhorse for the USA and many other
countries.

CCS could the reduce the cost of stabilization by hundreds of billions to trillions of dollars.

Simply knowing whether a given region has more theoretical CO, storage capacity or
more “value-added” CO, storage potential is not a significant predictor of the extent to
which CCS technologies will be deployed as a central means of reducing CO, emissions.

Different CO, storage solutions will be appropriate for different countries, at different
points in time, and have different stakeholder issues. Again there’s no silver bullet.

There are many strategies for managing the risks posed by climate change. It is
collectively up to us to put the best possible strategy on the table.
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