
Tomorrow’s global economy will be powered 
by green collar jobs in clean energy industries  
and energy efficiency:  
Both the public and private sectors across the globe will aim 
to realize the cost savings in improved energy efficiency and 
lower carbon footprints, and the consumer appeal of greener 
product lines. If America is to lead in the evolving global 
green economy, Congress will need to pass a bold, science-
based climate and energy legislation soon.

It will create millions of jobs both now and 
in years to come:  
Numerous non-partisan analyses suggest that bold, science-
based clean energy legislation will create millions of new 
green-collar jobs—in manufacturing, construction, engi-
neering, research, and more—through the building of wind 
farms, solar panels, and hybrid cars, and development and 
installation of energy-saving technology for our homes, busi-
nesses, and export markets abroad.

A September 2008 joint study by the Center for American 
Progress and the University of Massachusetts-Amherst 
Political Economy Research Institute predicted a $100 billion 
public investment program will create 2 million green jobs in 
two years alone. The study also found that a comprehensive 
bill will also create nearly four times more jobs than spending 
the same amount of money within the oil industry. 

Either we lead the world in the transition to the 
new green economy or get left behind com-
petitors like Japan and the European Union:  
U.S. expenditures in clean energy research and development 
are a fraction of other countries’.  According to the non-
partisan Pew Charitable Trusts, the U.S. energy research and 
development budget has hovered between two percent and 
three percent of U.S. GDP since 2000. Although this invest-
ment is a little higher than that of the European Union, it 
pales in comparison to other countries like Japan. The U.S. 
has spent less than 0.1 percent on renewable energy R&D, 
just one-quarter of what Japan spends.

Why do we need bold, 
science-based climate 
and energy legislation 
in 2009?

Energy R&D expenditures as percent of GDP 
(minus fossil fuels R&D)
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Congress must act on green 
energy legislation because it’s:
a) good for the ECONOMY

b) important for our NATIONAL SECURITY

c) vital for a HEALTHY PLANET

d) all of the above
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Our long-term national security depends on it:  
Inaction will mean increased vulnerabilities to droughts, 
floods, and other natural disruptions to food and water sup-
plies and living conditions in many volatile regions of the 
world.  These disruptions could have grave consequences to 
U.S. national security. According to the non-partisan Cen-
ter for Naval Analysis, climate change “can act as a threat 
multiplier for instability in some of the most volatile regions 
of the world, and it presents significant national security 
challenges for the United States.” Bold congressional action 
will enhance national security as well as lead the way towards 
reducing America’s dangerous dependence on foreign oil.

Can we afford green energy  
legislation while in the middle  
of the economic crisis?.

Inaction will cost much more and harm 
the economy:  
Climate change left unchecked will bring far higher costs 
from future disruption, just like an unattended leaky roof on 
your home leads to more expensive structural repairs than if 
you had paid for a patch in the first place. Hurricane Katrina, 
wildfires and droughts in the southeastern U.S. and Califor-
nia are just a few examples of climate-related disruption and 
the damaging financial ripples we can expect to see more of 
if pollution isn’t reduced and temperatures continue rising.

Weather-related losses globally in 2008 were over $200 bil-
lion, the third-highest amount on record, with $40 billion 
in losses from Hurricanes Ike and Gustav in the U.S. alone. 
If current trends continue, the total cost of climate change 
in the United States could be as high as 3.6 percent of GDP 
by 2100 (Tufts University, 2008). Sir Nicholas Stern, who 
analyzed the economics of climate change for the British 
Treasury, estimates that the cost of inaction would be the 
equivalent of between five and 20 percent of global GDP each 
year by next century.

Americans are counting on  
Congress to demonstrate  
leadership on clean energy

According to an October 2008 poll commissioned by the 
non-partisan Pew Environmental Group, 81 percent of 
Americans believe global climate change is either happen-
ing now or will happen. The vast majority (86 percent) 
think it is important for the U.S. to take action now on 
tackling climate change. Even among those who believe 
global warming will not happen, a narrow majority want ac-
tion (51 percent important, 46 percent not important). The 
survey had a margin of error of 2.5 percent.

In addition, 71 percent of voters on this survey indicated 
that federal investments in renewable energy and energy 
efficiency will create millions of jobs. Significantly, even 64 
percent of Republican voters agreed.

Source: Insurance Information Institute, ISO/PCS

The Top 10 Most Costly Hurricanes in History
Recent scientific studies suggests that climate change can 
lead to more frequent or severe hurricanes
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