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Fossil Fueled Fooler y
An I llustrated Primer on the
Top
Manipulation
Tactics of the Fossil Fuel Indus tr y

communities with the tools to resist Fossil Fueled Foolery. Fossil fuel companies target
the NAACP for manipulation and co-optation. We must fortify ourselves. In the words of
Shirley Chisolm, we must be “Unbought, Unbossed, and Unbamboozled.

Before People, Fumes Across the Fenceline, and Lights Out in the Cold: Reforming
Utility Shut Off Policies as if Human Rights Matter, etc. These studies follow in the
footsteps of researchers and activists such as Dr. Robert Bullard, Nia Robinson,
Maureen Taylor, Dr. Manuel Pastor, Peggy Shephard, and so many others. There is
of exploitive fossil fuel company practices and pollution on communities of color and
low-income communities. Too often these impacts have fatal effects. From high rates of
cancer clusters to asthma related deaths, to lung disease, and more, the impacts are
devastating.
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change has put the world on a 12-year
countdown to take urgent and aggressive action on eliminating the greenhouse gas
emissions that drive climate change. We must do so to avert reaching the point of no
return in terms of catastrophic climate change. As such, we must not allow ourselves
to be fooled by those whose only goal is to amass wealth without regard for the planet
or its inhabitants. Already communities of color, low-income communities, and nations
Tragic results include shifts in agricultural yield impacting food access in already food
insecure communities. Impacts also include displacement of communities by sea level
rise. Loss of life, livelihood, and property from widespread disasters are also
devastating results.

to the Paris climate agreement, major oil and gas companies have poured more than
same companies have spent on low-carbon investments, despite lip service toward that
1
Banking on Climate Change 2019,
a report by the Indigenous Environmental Network and partners, reveals that 33 global
banks have provided almost $2 trillion to fossil fuel companies since the adoption of the
the past two years.2

we
are duty bound to confront corporations wielding power to manipulate systems and
oppress communities to the detriment of the sustainability of the environment and the
wellbeing of all life on earth. Even as we work with partners to advance sustainable and
just policies and practices, we are compelled to expose the ways that the fossil fuel
industry invests millions of dollars in undermining our civil rights agenda. They
manipulate academia, politics, media, and our economy. We must break the tethers of
puppetry that suppress democracy and hold sway over these key systems.

Some, but not all, fossil fuel companies and most, but not
all, fossil fuel trade associations, engage in these tactics!
To this end we will equip our communities to recognize, be immune to, and
Towards the
education aim, we have assembled this list of 1) fossil fuel industry tactics for which we
must be vigilant, 2) forces of domination we must actively dismantle, and 3) visionary
methods of claiming energy sovereignty, community wealth, and true democracy. Other
NAACP publications, such as our Power to the People Toolkit, listed
methods introduced in
this paper.

Top Ten Fossil Fuel Industr y Tactics
1. Invest in efforts that undermine democracy.
2. Finance political campaigns and pressure politicians
3.
research studies.

4.

Contend that government regulations hurt the economy, rate
payers, and poor people.

5. Deny or understate the harms polluting facilities cause to
people and the environment.

6.
they pollute.

7. Exaggerate the level of job creation and downplay lack of
quality and safety of jobs.

8. Pacify or co-opt community leaders and organizations and
misrepresent the interests and opinions of communities.

9. Praise false solutions while claiming that real solutions are
impractical or impossible.

10.
economy, and quell energy sovereignty.

I nvest i n Eff or ts a nd I ns ti tu ti ons
th a t U n d er m i n e D em o cr a cy
Fossil fuel companies
including, Peabody Coal,
Duke Energy, ExxonMobil,
and, of course Koch
Industries, have historically
paid substantial membership
dues to groups like the
American Legislative
Exchange Council (ALEC).
ALEC develops model
policies that result in voter
suppression and
manipulation.3 From
supporting voter ID laws to
elections, ALEC has heftily
Suppression of votes from communities most impacted by fossil fuel pollution then
paves the way for damaging policies. Their agenda includes policies against clean air,
By investing in ALEC, members support a broad anti-civil rights policy agenda
that includes school privatization, prison privatization,
defunding unions, underfunding health care, and supporting stand your
was David
Horowitz who provided two speeches, including one that stated, “At the K-12
level, school curricula have been turned over to racist organizations like Black
4
Lives Matter and terrorist

In 2018, ExxonMobil opted not to renew its membership with ALEC, which many
attribute to a disagreement regarding climate change policy and moves by others in
present a risk to human health.5

Fi n a n ce Po l i ti ca l C a m p a i g n s
and Pr es s u r e Pol i ti ci a ns
Fossil fuel companies, utilities, coalitions, and trade associations heavily invest in
lobbying, many against environmental regulations and policies supporting energy
politicians actively support destructive energy practices like fracking, pipelines, and
the value and volume of the jobs these practices create.
Since 1998, the utility industry spent $2.4 billion on lobbying while the
oil and gas industry spent $2.1 billion. Southern Company leads the
pack when it comes to utility company lobbying with $12.3m in spending
in 2018. PG&E, Edison Electric, American Electric Power, and Exelon
companies in 2018.6
ExxonMobil and Koch Industries are the highest investors in lobbying
among energy companies. Each spend more than $8 million on lobbying
per year. Other big lobbying spenders include Shell, Chevron, and BP,
each spending between $4 million and $7 million per year.7 For energy
companies, political spending brings an astronomical return on investment, with companies making $119 for every $1 they spend on federal
lobbying and campaign contributions. Taking 2013-2014 as an
example, energy companies spent over $350 million and received nearly
$42 billion in return.8 This only accounts for U.S. subsidies. The
International Monetary Fund estimates that the fossil fuel industry
receives $3.3 trillion in worldwide government subsidies per year,
including direct and indirect subsidies.9

In 2010, the Supreme Court of the U.S. decided in Citizens United v. Federal Election
Commission that limiting the political spending of corporations would violate their
constitutional right to freedom of expression. Many political commentators and legal
scholars point to Citizens United as a landmark case that continues to strengthen undue
10

Fu n d S ci en ti s ts a n d S ci en ti f i c I n s ti tu ti o n s
to Pu b l i s h B i a s ed Res ea r ch S tu d i es
A handful of fossil fuel companies have provided funding to scientists to produce biased
data. This analysis is used to deny or understate the negative impacts of the fossil fuel
industry, discredit the practicality and value of clean and renewable energy systems, or
refute the very existence of climate change and the role of human activity in its
proliferation. As a result, researchers from prestigious universities publicly support
polluting energy production practices or oppose sustainability practices such as energy

According to documents acquired by Greenpeace through the Freedom of Information Act,
over the course of 14 years Dr. Willie Soon, a Smithsonian Staff Researcher at the
Harvard-Smithsonian Centre for Astrophysics, received a total of $1.25m from Exxon
Mobil, Southern Company, the American Petroleum Institute (API) and the
that greenhouse gas emissions do
not cause climate change, but, instead, the sun does.

agreements between universities and major energy companies, where the companies
donated anywhere from $1 million to $500 million toward energy-related research.
Among these, the Center found several cases where universities gave up majority
research partnerships. There were a few cases where universities gave full control over
the governing body to corporations. Examples abound of how this plays out in the
advancement of climate denying research.

Resources is named after alum Ed Warner, who invented fracking and
leveraged his fortune to invest $30 million into the college in 2005. In
Resources to study the impact of natural gas drilling on wildlife in
12

These funding

contaminate groundwater and that emissions from some stages of
fracking is less harmful. In a well-known scandal in 2017, Exxon was
study results revealed a clear connection between human activity and
13

Contend that Gover nment Regu l a ti ons Hu r t
th e E co n o my, R a te p ayer s, a n d Po o r Peo p l e

Too many companies claim they cannot clean up their operations unless they drastically
increase rates or cut thousands of jobs. Meanwhile, the fossil fuel industry makes
compensation packages to their executives.14 The highest 12 annual salaries of oil and
gas CEOs are between $1 million and $13 million, with total annual incomes between
$15 million and $142 million, including their entire compensation packages.15 Coal
company CEO compensation averages $9m which is 289 times the rate of the average
worker, which is $33,840.
Examples of opposition to regulations include
the report, “Fuel Economy Standards Are A
Heritage Foundation, which is heavily funded by
Koch Industries. Additionally, Conoco
Phillips asserts, “Changing, excessive,
overlapping, duplicative and potentially
potential delays and negatively impact
investment decisions, with great cost to
16
In Rhode Island,
multiple groups united around testimony in the
initiatives will hurt the economy, increase costs
for ratepayers and slow job creation. The groups
included fossil fuel companies, trade
associations such as the American Petroleum
Institute, and fossil fuel front groups with local
sounding names like Rhode Islanders for
Affordable Energy.17
nies-pour-money-into-research-universities.
al-warming-science-study.html

my-standards-are-costly-mistake

D eny or Understate the Ha r ms Pol l u ti ng Fa ci l i ti es
Cause to Peopl e a nd the E nvi r onment
Too many fossil fuel companies and their advocates deny the existence of climate
change. When they admit that climate change exists, they tend to deny that it is a
problem or claim that the use of fossil fuels is not to blame for it. Generally, fossil fuel
the harms.
For example, Alex Epstein, author

Progress, makes several arguments
to romanticize the fossil fuel industry
and vilify advocates for
environmental, climate and energy
justice. Epstein makes the argument
that the rise of fossil fuels has led to better air quality, increased life
expectancy, rising incomes, and better access to clean drinking water.
He claims that we have the fossil fuel industry to thank for these
mate change have failed to make accurate predictions and are therefore
not to be trusted.18

Commission when they were found culpable of falsifying records and
faking inspections at Plant Vogtle in Savannah, Georgia. A statement
from the commission said some 13 workers at the site “did not complete
required rounds to check equipment and plant conditions, but provided
19
Relatedly,
that a former Southern Company
engineer faced “a continuing
after he reported safety concerns

Capture and Sequestration
Project.20

Plant Vogtle, Image Credit: Wall Street Journal

really.

Def l ect Respons i bi l i ty— S hi ft B l a me
to C o m mu n i ti es T h ey Po l l u te
Fossil fuel companies often deny responsibility for the disproportionate impact of
polluting facilities on lower-income communities and communities of color. They claim
around them. However, studies analyzing demographic changes in these areas show
this is not true. In fact, polluting facilities and hazardous waste sites have frequently
been built in transitional neighborhoods, where wealthier white residents were
gradually moving out and lower-income people of color had begun moving in for a
decade or more.
more able to leverage their
greater resources to resist the siting
of polluting facilities near their homes.
Companies tend to take the path of least
resistance and target lower-income communities and communities of color for the
placement of these facilities. Communities in transition are particularly vulnerable due to their relative lack of social
tion reduces the likelihood that well-functioning neighborhood associations and
civic organizations are present in the
community. This makes transitional communities prime targets for the siting of polluting
facilities.21

Ex ag g er a te the Level o f Job Cr ea ti on a nd Downp l ay
La ck of Qua l i ty a n d S a fety of Jobs
Often fossil fuel companies praise themselves for creating jobs and contributing to the
growth of the U.S. economy as well as the economic development of communities.
publicly funded subsidies to support the cost of their polluting development projects.
Some important considerations that energy companies often neglect to acknowledge
the fossil fuel industry pay less than new energy economy jobs and involve high rates
of exposure to toxins.

The Keystone Pipeline, Atlantic Coast Pipeline, Bayou Bridge Pipeline,
and the list goes on, all come with promises of jobs, economic boom for
22
However, they failed to specify that most
of the jobs were very short term, high risk construction jobs that would last
mere months. Similarly, Elouise Brown of Shiprock, NM speaks of how
coal plant companies convinced Navajo leaders to welcome the polluting
were fewer jobs than promised and the handful of associated jobs, were

Additionally, the oil and gas industry is openly acknowledged as one of the
most dangerous work sectors. Fatal injuries increased by 27 percent from
2013 to 2014, with 142 fatal injuries, making the rate nearly 16 deaths
per 100,000 workers.23 According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, since
1968, 76,000 coal miners have died of black lung disease, 24,25 while year
after year, the National Mining Association has fought against stringent
regulations that would have protected workers.26 Interviewing an NAACP
member in rural Indiana, she lamented the loss of her father who died of
lung cancer after working in a coal plant for 15 years. She commented
27
Image Credit: Bellrise.com

msha20140669

Pa ci f y or Co-opt Commu ni ty Lea d er s a nd O r g a ni z a ti ons a n d
Mi sre present the Inter es ts a nd O pi ni ons o f Commu ni ties
Often, companies in the fossil fuel industry use this tactic to neutralize or weaken

attend meetings and sometimes gain seniority in the membership of local groups, and

the approach most commonly used with NAACP units
The St. Louis, Missouri NAACP Branch enjoyed a longstanding
relationship
of the branch to support an agenda.
However, one year, when the annual
president reached out
to the company. They replied with an explanation

of the great work of the NAACP St. Louis Branch.
More directly, there have been instances where community leaders and organizations
private investors may offer communities money or gifts in exchange for their support or
Recently, when lobbying to build a gas compressor station in a historically
black community in Union Hill in Buckingham County Virginia, Dominion
committed $5m to expand emergency services and build a new community
least they could do under the circumstances, their letter was then
compressor station. The VA NAACP was then compelled to strongly
reassert their unequivocal position as being opposed to the compressor
stated:
“We have followed this permitting process closely and we remain deeply
troubled by what appears to be a deliberate effort by the applicant, Dominion
Energy, to erase the historic African American community of Union Hill from
the record of consideration. “This oversized compressor station will be an
industrial emitter in a nonindustrial area and will forever change the character
of the community from a scenic and historic setting to industrial. There
aesthetics, nor
pro-active mitigation efforts to prevent substantial degradation to air and
water qualities. We ask the Air Pollution Control Board to vote No.”28

establishment of shell organizations with faces and voices of communities of color, to
campaigns intended to misinform and manipulate voters.

When solar power advocates in Florida launched the Floridians for Solar
Choice ballot initiative to allow citizens of the state to purchase electricity
from third-party solar companies without paying any upfront installation costs,
energy companies launched a counter-campaign called “Consumers for
misleading and dangerous to customers with lower incomes. They directly
parroted the false narrative of the fossil fuel industry. They claim that solar
is bad for poor people because the way net metering policies are structured,
29

Consumers for Smart Solar was funded primarily by major energy companies
in the area, including Duke Energy, Florida Power and Light Company, Gulf
Power Company, and Tampa Electric Company. They donated a combined
$6.8 million to the campaign to protect their control over the electric utility
market in Florida.30
ceived nearly $26 million dollars from utilities.
There are other examples of fossil fuel companies leveraging their wealth to create a
false appearance of community support for the fossil fuel industry, or an appearance of
community dismay for clean and renewable energy. Some political organizations that
claim to represent the interests of people of color are funded by energy companies
behind the scenes and their positions mirror the agenda of those companies.
The National Black Chamber of
Commerce (NBCC) indicates on
its website that members who contribute at least $35,000 may join
Council, which works to formulate
positions on policies of
various categories, including energy and environmental protection.31
The NBCC, which has accepted
over $800,000 from ExxonMobil
since 1998, has been outspoken
against climate change mitigation agreements and policies, such as the Kyoclaiming they are harmful to families with lower incomes, families of color, and
small business owners of color. The organization has come under criticism for
allegedly funneling money from the fossil fuel industry to political campaigns
through its Free Trade Initiative, which had its 501(c)(4) status revoked by
lobbying expenditures.32
cle113449438.html

solar industry to support their argument that consumers are better protected when they
get their electricity from major utility companies. Meanwhile, energy companies that
use fossil fuels are always harmful to consumers, as their business model is rooted in
keeping their customers dependent on them, limiting consumer choice, preserving their
and the health and well-being of our families and communities.

Praise Fal se S o l u ti ons W hi l e Cl a i mi ng tha t Rea l
S ol uti ons are I mpr a cti ca l , I mpos s i bl e, or
Har mful for Po or Peopl e or B l a ck Peopl e.
Deceptive fossil fuel companies present themselves as eco-friendly by making
promote the misperception that these companies are doing everything they can to reor relinquishing any of their control over the industry.

Companies may call attention to technological updates in their facilities that bring relatively modest
improvements in air quality. Pollution control devices, for example, are limited in that they are usually
designed to reduce only one of many pollutants, which contributes to higher costs as multiple pollutants
are mitigated.34 Furthermore, pollution control devices often cause increased carbon dioxide emissions,
consume additional water, and lead to thermal discharge and ash disposal problems.35

Similar to President Donald Trump who famously said, “I just left Montana, and I looked
the fossil fuel industry also
promote the myth that coal can be a source of clean energy,
become more environmentally sustainable.
33. Matthew Campbell, Tara Patel and Alex Morales, Threatened By Renewable Energy, Fossil Fuel Companies Highlight Their Role in Alleviating Poverty. Bloomberg, 2014.

tingthroughthefog-aceeesummerstudy-2014-aug.pdf.
36. Matthew Campbell, Tara Patel and Alex Morales, Threatened By Renewable Energy, Fossil Fuel Companies Highlight Their Role in Alleviating Poverty. Bloomberg, 2014.

“The best way to reduce carbon and further human development
Chris Curran, a Peabody spokesman, said in an e- mail.36

Fossil fuel companies often spread misconceptions about clean and renewable energy
systems and their viability, such as the idea that solar power cannot meet our energy
production needs because of cloud cover, nightfall, and geographic variances in
sunlight intensity. Or they will say that wind power cannot meet our needs because
certain locations are not windy enough and long-distance energy transmission is
unaffordable. And, as stated, the messages are often that poor people or African
Americans will be harmed, economically, in the transition to a clean energy economy.
A North Carolina minister and an environmental watchdog sent a letter to Duke Energy
President and CEO Lynn Good, criticizing the utility giant for targeting African-American
pastor of the predominantly African-American Faith Community Church and executive
director of the Beloved Community Center, both in Greensboro, co-wrote the letter with
37

“As pastor of a predominantly African-American church in Greensboro, I

rooftop solar power
systems -- because the non-solar customers are left to
coordinated by Duke and its cohorts in the
corporate electric power industry and used in many states recently. Fortunately, the
scheme has been rejected
the Congressional Black Caucus, among others. Nevertheless,
Duke Energy is vigorously pursuing this same deception in North Carolina. This
cynical corporate activity is an affront to the people of this state, and it is your personal responsibility to stop it.
We also have learned that your lobbyists are spreading the same “solar hurts
legislators, you are
altering the message to say that rooftop solar harms businesses. Both presentations
serve the purpose of confusing the public

ergy-called-out-for-targeting-black-communi.html

‘Embrace’ Renewa bl es, S eek to Contr ol the New
Energ y Economy, a nd Qu el l E ner g y S over ei g nty
While utility companies are beginning to accept the inevitable market shift towards
renewable, obey renewable portfolio standards, and pivot towards increasing use of clean
energy, too many are also turning the same domination and control tactics towards
maintaining their reign over the new energy economy.

sole option when it comes to using solar power.38
much larger solar investments that We Energies has blocked at every turn.39

consumers choices over where to get their energy.
heating up over a 2020 Ballot
Initiative, “Right to Competitive
Energy Market for Customers of
Investor-Owned Utilities; Allowing
are being encouraged to oppose
the legislation with now age-old dire
warnings that rates will go up if such
a measure is imposed. Once again,
utility companies are using an equity
frame to pressure groups into
championing their continued
monopoly of the energy sector.
Utility companies are also pushing for exorbitant surcharges for anyone who is not

of the polluting fossil fuel infrastructure.
while making any independent generation of energy by anyone other than
utility companies as restrictive as possible.40 Groups like Edison Electric
Institute have approached the National Black Caucus of State Legislators
(NBCSL), the National Policy Institute (NPI), UNIDOS, and the
Congressional Black Caucus about supporting resolutions with the ALEC
generated language and they were even successful in getting NPI and
NBCSL to pass resolutions that were based on many of the same assertions
as the ALEC model resolution.41

T he Real Facts A b o u t the Imperative To
Transition to a New Energ y Economy
Fo s s i l F u el E m is s i o n s Kill—Esp ecially C o m m un ities o f Color ,
In d i g en o u s C o mmun ities, an d L o w-In co m e C o m m un iti es
Coal is the heaviest polluting and most lethal energy source, providing 40% of the
of coal kills
thousands and the burning of coal kills several thousands more.42 The
alone causes
approximately 1,530 preventable deaths each year, and results in $62 billion in total damages
per year, including the cost of healthcare for people exposed to the toxins emitted by the
extraction and use of coal.43 As our Coal Blooded report
American children are 2-3 times likely to die of
an asthma attack while African American men are more likely to die from lung disease and less
likely to smoke. Estimates of the total number of Americans killed each year by all energy
industry air pollution reach about 63,000, with $600 billion in annual damages projected by
2050.44 As energy companies are very rarely held legally accountable for these damages, these
costs are passed on to medical patients, their families, and taxpayers generally.

C o mmu n i ti es o f Co lo r C ar r y th e B u r d en o f Fo ssil
Fu el Po l l u ti o n , B u t Few E co n o m ic B en ef its
A recent study in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences found that African
Americans and Latinx persons are most likely to breathe toxic air and less likely to produce it.45
Though studies show that the facilities are most likely to be located in
Energy(AABE) conclude that we are
less likely to access energy jobs or resources from the energy sector. Our relationship with the
fossil fuel sector is much more that of the
AABE, out of this $6 trillion annual industry, African Americans
contribute $41 billion but only hold 1.1% of energy jobs and we gain less than 1% of the revenue
from the energy sector.

C l ea n E n e rg y C an Po wer Our N atio n
Over 95% of the energy needed in the U.S. can be produced with solar and wind technology,
with the remaining 5% produced with geothermal, wave, tidal, and hydroelectric systems. The
energy produced with these clean and renewable systems would be more affordable than fossil
fuel energy for a few reasons: 1) Energy produced by the fossil fuel industry becomes more
expensive over time, as costs increase for mining, transporting, and processing fuels, not even
including the social, health and other costs. 2) Clean and renewable energy systems have zero
fuel costs; 3) The cost of operating clean and renewable systems would decrease over time as
technological improvements are made, and as manufacturing and project deployment becomes
less expensive due to increased economies of scale or production.46

Clea n E n er g y H a s H ea l th, Eco n o m ic, an d Env ir o n m en tal Ben efits
Converting the U.S. to 100% clean energy
by 2050 would: 1) Prevent the deaths of
approximately 63,000 Americans who are
killed by air pollution each year and
prevent $600 billion per year in related
production of greenhouse gases, which is
projected to cause $3.3 trillion per year in
damage associated with climate change
by 2050; 3) Create a total of 6 million jobs
lasting 40 years, which is greater than
the 4 million jobs currently created by the
fossil fuel industry; Create a savings of
$10,060 per year for each person in the
U.S., with $260 saved on energy costs,
$1,500 saved on healthcare, and $8,300
saved on climate change adaptation costs
annually.47

T he New Energ y Economy Creates Good,
S a f e Jo b s with L ess Investm en t
The truth is that we can create safe, permanent jobs that pay well and do not harm
people and the environment. We can do this by reversing the grip the fossil fuel
industry has on the power grid and evolving toward locally owned clean and renewable
data, clean energy jobs totaled more than 3.26 million at the end of 2018. These jobs
outnumber fossil fuels jobs nearly three to one (3.26 million to 1.17 million).48
Clean energy jobs also pay more on average than the national median and are located
across the country from the coasts to rural communities and in the Rust Belt.49 Median
salaries for clean energy jobs are $7,727 higher than median wages across the broader
energy economy. Furthermore, green jobs have proven to be more stable during
economic recessions.
From 2008 to 2010, while the average growth of the U.S. economy was 4.2%, the clean
energy economy grew nearly twice as fast, by a rate of 8.3%. Creating green jobs is
also more affordable to our federal government, which provides grant funds for the
construction of energy producing facilities. For every one million of our federal tax
dollars spent on green energy projects, about 17 jobs are created. Meanwhile, only
about 5 jobs are created for every 1 million dollars in federal taxes spent on fossil fuel
industry projects. In other words, over 3 times as many jobs can be created in a green
energy economy than in the fossil fuel industry at the same cost.50 Spending federal
funds on creating only green energy jobs could lower the unemployment rate or make a
substantial portion of our tax dollars available for other government expenditures, such

Transitioning to a New Energ y Economy is T he Only Real Solution
be a more viable air quality improvement strategy. The basic concept is that

only be optimized through a full-scale conversion to locally owned clean and renewable
energy systems. Anything short of this conversion is a false solution that likely serves
the interests of energy companies.

W h a t D o We D o ? S ta n d U p ! F i gh t B a c k !
10 Wa y s Fr on tl i ne Co m m unitie s Can Advanc e
th e S h i f t to E n e r g y D e m o c r a c y
1.

Stand United: Resist Co-Optation - Use this list to be vigilant to the ploys of fossil
fuel companies to manipulate our communities. Be creative in seeking resources
for your work as there are more options out there than one may think. Finally, if you

a cover or legitimization for their deeds.
2.

Shift the Narrative - Speak your truth,

subjected to one of the 10 manipulation
have begun to pave the way to a new

3. Community Based Participatory Research Collaborate with groups such as OpenSecrets,
Center for Responsive Politics, Center for Public
Integrity, Energy and Policy Institute, Center for
Media and Democracy, and others to investigate,
monitor, and expose these tactics, as well as
engaging in applied research to show how a
new energy economy based on principles of

Ensure that everyone you
know is educated about the negative impact of fossil fuels, that everyone is
inoculated against the manipulation of fossil fuel companies, and that communities

5.

Build the New - Advance just and equitable policies, practices, and systems,
portfolio standards, consumer choice, community solar, fair chance hiring, and more
and begin to be the change you want to see in the world by practicing energy

6.

Participate in the Process Commission Meetings, City Council Meetings, State Legislative Hearings, or make
calls, or write letters. Do whatever you can to lift your voice, tell your truth, and
make demands in spaces where decisions are being made.

7.

Direct Engagement - Negotiate with your utility and put forth your demands as a
ratepayer that supports their operations or as an owner if you are a part of a co-op
or as an organization representing consumer intersts. Demand a shift from polluting
clean energy, as well as insisting that they do not block policies such as consumer
choice, net metering, etc, that allow for shared ownership of our energy

8.

Litigation/Legal Action - If you are in a community suffering from pollution from
a fossil fuel facility, seek legal counsel and determine if some form of legal action is
in place for any new development in our communities to ensure that community
interests are upheld to the greatest extent possible.

9.

Reverse Citizen United - Given that corporate power is enforced and supported in

!!VOTE!!
candidates take the pledge to not accept fossil fuel money, and ensure that elected

Not Only Is an Energy Democracy Transition Possible,

1. Stand United—Resist Co-Optation
When Peabody Coal showed its colors by ending support of the St. Louis Branch
of the NAACP when the NAACP advocated for stronger clean air regulations, the
branch understood the invisible threads of conditionality that were imposed on
their relationship. Sparked by the civil rights implications of such practices, the
union workers when their rights were being violated by Peabody Coal, as well as
standing with Washington University student activists seeking to end the undue
CEO from the Board of Directors.
2. Community Based Participatory Research
NAACP partner on the Coal Blooded Report, the Little Village Environmental
study which found that 40 asthma related deaths 550 ER visits and 2800
asthma attacks per year were attributed to the Fisk and Crawford Coal Fired
organization which ultimately resulted in the closure of these two plants.

At the height of the well-funded attacks against distributed generation of
included the NAACP, which collectively developed a Net Metering Toolkit to
demystify this policy which ensures that people with solar installations who
generate more energy than they use can be compensated for their contributions to
the grid. This toolkit served as a primer for consumers and advocates, who, in turn,
our transition to a clean energy economy.
In 2015 Indiana House Bill 1320, which sought to charge a fee for ratepayers with
distributed energy generation through sources like rooftop solar, gained traction
with the support of a coalition of corporate interests including utility companies
and ALEC. By coopting the equity frame championed by energy justice advocates
in earnest and twisting facts to spread misinformation, anti-solar interests also
garnered support from National Blacks in Energy and the Congressional Black
relations machine and defeat HB 1320, the Indiana NAACP changed the narrative
surrounding distributed generation and rooftop solar, educated its membership

4. Build the New Energy Economy—Advance Just and Equitable Policies,
Practices, and Systems
A critical component of the new energy economy is policymaking that supports
collectivism and cooperative economics. In Maryland, a coalition of groups,
including the Maryland State Conference of the NAACP educated themselves, the
in success in the approval of the Community Solar Pilot Program, by the Maryland
Public Service Commission.
In Minnesota, Interfaith Power and Light, Cooperative Energy Futures, Minneapolis
NAACP, and others are working together to bring solar resources to communities.
Minneapolis atop Shiloh Temple church, which provides enough electricity to power
the church, neighboring Masjid An-Nur Mosque and 26 neighborhood households.

their streetlights due to nonpayment due to the impoverished state of the township,

and solar powered street lights and now they are back in the light again. They are
leading by example and have created a fantastic video that is shown time and time
again, to spread the vision of what can be done through the power of the people.

deposits began to mount to such an extent that paying it all off was prohibitive. So
she decided to save up the money she would have been paying to Arizona Public
Service and over the course of two years, she bought solar panel after solar panel
until she had enough to put together an array that would power her house, Then,

6. Participate—Zoning Boards, Public Service Commissions, etc.
In 2013, when Georgia Power set low ambitions for it expansion into solar, the
Georgia Public Service Commission demanded that it boost its commitment to 525
MW of installed solar capacity by 2016. Such is the power of the public service
commissions (PSC) and the importance of frontline community groups engaging in
the meetings of the PSCs (also called public utility commissions in some states).
After Mississippi fell to the very bottom of the American Council for an Energythe MS Public Service Commission unanimously adopted statewide energy

expected to save consumers more than $2.3 billion over the next 20 years and
create 9,500 new jobs. Again, this is the power of consumer engagement in the
decision-making process.
7. Direct Engagement

have shut off electricity from impoverished customers in Detroit. Meanwhile, at the
local level, the Detroit Metro Branch of the NAACP built a relationship which
resulted in the branch being in a position to successfully advocate for customers in
need who are facing shut offs, as well as ensuring that improved programming is in
underrepresented students in STEM.
Ameren sought the support of the St. Louis Branch of the NAACP in pushing
nterest of
ratepayers on whom they were planning to shift costs he NAACP St. Louis
Branch President, Adolphus Pruitt, replied that in polling their membership, one
grandmother on their board stated that if she had to pay more per month to keep
her asthmatic grandbaby out of the emergency room, she would gladly do pay

In addition to strategies from passing local ordinances to community based
engaged in both strategic communications and direct action in their community and
drilling through the Shell No

Campaign .

8. Litigation/Legal Action
The NAACP Gulfport, MS Branch of the NAACP stood with the MS Chapter of the
Sierra Club as they ended a 6 year legal battle with the Mississippi Power
clean energy investments to the state, sets the stage for homeowners to install
solar power by ensuring that MPC would not continue lobbying against net
metering, and requires power plants in Gulfport, Mississippi and Greene County,
Alabama to stop burning coal over the next 20 months.

9. Reverse Citizen United

10. Campaign Finance Reform
NAACP is a member of the Democracy Initiative, and the President and CEO serves on its
Board of Directors. Thanks to the leadership and support Democracy Initiative, concrete steps
like the 2015 measure for clean, accountable elections in Maine and democracy vouchers in
Seattle, promote fair and just standards that eliminate barriers for
a real impact on the lives of
communities of color, young people, people with disabilities,
paid sick leave for most employees. The
passage of that law followed closely on the adoption of a law to fund campaigns with small
contributions only. According to the
all work together, we can shift the balance of our democracy back
to the people and show

!! OTE!!
engagement and voter mobilization!
• In Portland, education and engagement of the public resulted in the passage of the Portland
Clean Energy Ballot Measure to advance economic and environmental justice.

•

elect
young, female, Latina leadership of Alexandra Ocasio Cortez whose visionary governance has
already resulted in an aspirational conversation around a “Green New
• In Mississippi and Texas, voter mobilization resulted in historic victories for a record number of
black female judges thereby opening new possibilities for fairness in our judicial system.
And the list goes on….

List of Technical Resources
I.

NAACP Environmental and Climate Justice Program Resources
a. Coal Blooded Report
b. Coal Blooded Action Toolkit
c.
d.
e. Lights Out in the Coal Report
f.

II.

Organizations Exposing Fossil Fuel Machinations and Democracy
a. Center for Media and Democracy
b. Center for Public Integrity
c.
d. Democracy Initiative
e. Energy and Policy Institute

III.

Organizational Resources on Building the New Energy Economy
a. Center for Social Inclusion
b.
c. Institute for Local Self Reliance
d. Movement Generation
e. Movement Strategy Center
f. New Economy Coalition

