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October 6, 2014 
 
OECD Member Export Credit Agencies 
OECD Member Finance Ministries 
 
CC: OECD Secretary General Angel Gurría 
 
To the Finance Ministries and Export Credit Agencies: 
 
We write concerning your upcoming discussions around coal financing through export credit agencies. 
We understand that you may be considering proposals to perpetuate coal financing and even extend 
preferential terms to certain coal plant technologies. We urge you to reject this proposal, which would 
pervert the original idea of curbing export credit agency support for coal.  
 
According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), if planetary warming is to be kept 
under 2 degrees Celsius above preindustrial levels (the level deemed “dangerous” by world leaders), the 
majority of proven fossil fuel reserves will have to be left in the ground.1,2 The International Energy 
Agency has stated that to have about a 50% chance of staying within a 2°C global temperature rise, only 
zero-carbon utilities and infrastructure should be developed beyond 2017, since 80% of cumulative 
emissions allowable between 2010 and 2035 are already locked into existing power plants, factories, 
buildings and services (unless existing infrastructure is scrapped before the end of its economic lifespan, 
which is highly unlikely).3 The IPCC has also found that, in order to limit temperature rise to 2°, annual 
investments in conventional fossil fuel power plants over the next two decades (2010 to 2029) have to 
decline by an average US$ 30 billion, and annual investments in extraction of fossil fuels have to decline 
by an average US$ 110 billion.4    
 
Given these stark facts, it is absolutely critical for ECAs to end all coal financing, including for power 
plants, mining and related infrastructure (transport, exports, etc.).  In May 2014 ECA-Watch and 51 
groups from 17 countries called for such an expansion of existing ECA coal financing restrictions.5 
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The call for less coal use is increasingly being heeded: In October 2013 OECD Secretary General Angel 
Gurría asked “every government” to consider curbing domestic and overseas support for coal plants,6 
and at the January 2014 World Economic Forum in Davos, the Secretary called for governments to 
reform fossil fuel subsidies and to address incoherent and inconsistent policies, both of which encourage 
harmful fossil fuel production and consumption.7  Last year, several governments and international 
institutions began to restrict financing for coal plants abroad.  And recently, institutional investors like 
Storebrand8, AP49 and SWIP10 are increasingly divesting from coal. Latest developments show that the 
coal boom is over; it should not be kept on artificial life support through public subsidies. 
 
In light of such developments, it is shocking that some governments would advance irresponsible 
proposals to allow even more preferential financing for certain types of coal, including financing terms 
similar to those provided to renewable energy.  Such terms could decrease the competitiveness of 
renewable alternatives and undermine greenhouse gas mitigation efforts, as the most efficient coal 
plants are twice as polluting as modern gas plants and 15 times more polluting than renewable energies.  
 
Finally, we note that while some coal plants will unfortunately continue to be built, the notion that ECA 
financing is needed to help these plants be more efficient is preposterous.  Supercritical technology is 
already “business as usual” for power plants in India, and China now builds ultra-supercritical plants. 
 
For these reasons we urge ECAs to act in accordance with the growing international consensus on the 
severity of the climate crisis, on the need to keep the vast majority of proven fossil fuel reserves in the 
ground, and—accordingly—to end destructive financing for coal and other fossil fuel projects. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Regine Richter 
Urgewald 
Germany 
 
Lucie Pinson 
Les Amis de la Terre  
France 
 
Morgane Créac'h  
Réseau Action Climat  
CAN France 
 
Pierre Cannet 
Responsable de Programme 
WWF France 
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Hozue HATAE 
Friends of the Earth Japan 
Japan 
 
Yuki Tanabe 
Japan Center for a Sustainable Environment and Society (JACSES) 
Japan 
 
Doug Norlen 
Friends of the Earth US 
United States 
 
Jieon Lee 
Korea Federation for Environmental Movement 
Korea 
 
Sebastien Godinot 
WWF European Policy Office 
 
Wiert Wiertsema 
Both ENDS 
The Netherlands 
 
Antonio Tricarico 
Re: Common 
Italy 
 
Linde Zuidema 
FERN 
Belgium 
 
Nick Hildyard 
The Corner House 
The United Kingdom 
 
Alex Levinson 
Pacific Environment 
United States 
 
 
 

    

 


