Alle oplossingen om emissies omlaag te brengen zijn er! IPCC heeft eerder een overzicht gegeven van de kosten van iedere
oplossing in verhouding met hoeveel het oplevert. Zie bijlage.

Het klimaatplan zet flink in op koolstofverwijdering. Ik zie in dat we (inmiddels) niet meer zonder deze aanpak kunnen.
Echter, IPCC laat zien dat het een van de allerduurste oplossingen is, met relatief weinig impact. Daarnaast wordt de
koolstofverwijdering betaald aan de fossiele industrie in de vorm van subsidies, waarvan we juist onafhankelijk willen
worden! Laten we dus veel meer inzetten op:

1. koolstofvermindering (dan hoeft het ook niet verwijderd te worden): meer plantaardig voedsel, meer OV, meer biobased
bouwen, etcetera.

2. oplossingen die ons per euro meer opleveren (zie bijlage IPCC)

3. visionaire, toekomstgerichte en -bestendige bedrijven als het gaat om subsidies en financiele overheidssteun

Many options available now in all sectors are estimated to offer substantial potential to reduce
net emissions by 2030. Relative potentials and costs will vary across countries and in the longer
term compared to 2030.

Potential contribution to net emission reduction (2030) GtCO;-eq yr'
Mitigation options 0 ) 4 6

[ Wind energy
Solar energy
Bioelectricity
Hydropower
Geothermal energy
Nuclear energy

Energy

Carbon capture and storage {(CCS)

Bioelectricity with CCS

Reduce CH. emission from coal mining
L Reduce CH. emission from oil and gas

Carbon sequestration in agriculture

Reduce CH: and N0 emission in agriculture
Reduced conversion of forests and other ecosystems
Ecosystem restoration, afforestation, reforestation
Improved sustainable forest management

Reduce food loss and food waste

Shift to balanced, sustainable healthy diets

AFOLU

[ Avoid demand for energy services

Efficient lighting, appliances and equipment
New buildings with high energy performance
Onsite renewable production and use
Improvement of existing building stock
Enhanced use of wood products

Buildings

[ Fuel efficient light duty vehicles
Electric light duty vehicles
Shift to public transportation
Shift to bikes and e-bikes
Fuel efficient heavy duty vehidles
Electric heavy duty vehicles, incl. buses.
Shipping — efficiency and optimization
Aviation — energy efficiency

L Biofuels

Transport

Net lifetime cost of options:

I Costs are lower than the reference
0-20 (USD tC0O,-eq")

I 20-50 (USD tCOeq")

I 50-100 (USD tCO-eq)

I 100-200 (USD tCO-eq")

o

Energy efficiency

Material efficiency

Enhanced recycling

Fuel switching (electr, nat. gas, bio-energy, Hz)

Industry

Feedstock decarbonisation, process change
Carbon capture with utilisation (CCU) and CCS
Cementitious material substitution

Reduction of non-CO, emissions

[ Reduce emission of fluorinated gas
Reduce CH: emissions from solid waste

Other

_ Reduce CH. emissions from wastewater

Bron: https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg3/figures/summary-for-policymakers/figure-spm-7/
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Cost not allocated due to high
variability or lack of data

——— Uncertainty range applies to
the total potential contribution
to emission reduction. The
individual cost ranges are also
associated with uncertainty



https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg3/figures/summary-for-policymakers/figure-spm-7/

