How Green IsMy Prius?

by Peter C Glover

So just how greers that eco-friendly driving choice of the Hollywood deleulture,
the Toyota Prius? The short answer is: a lot lessngitearieonardo diCapripSusan
Sarandon and the eco-glitterati were told when they latigh

In fact, according to recent research, Messrs diCamdoSarandon would have been
doing the planet a bigger favor had they invested in 6&Sb Miami’'sfamous SUV
Hummers rather than a Prius —amy hybrid currently on the market. How so? Well
uncovering therue — i.e.hiddeneconomic and environmentaioductioncost — of
green cars and other green ‘alternatives’, holds astewrises.

Let's start with the industry’s leading green car, tgdta Prius. Powered by two
engines — a standard 76 hp, 1.5-litre petrol engine and aybptwered engine, the
Toyota Synergy System that propels the car and itschghgines, is an eco-dream
combination. Or so it seemed under e Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
standard tests. Acknowledging that these tests were shiceidle US government has
established new EPA tests that will affect perforreaigures for all 2008 models.
Under the old EPA regime the Prius could claim an impre€ miles per gallon in
the city and 51 outside the city, under the new the avamagey drops to 45 mpg.
This puts it within spitting distance of other non-hglsrimany of which cost half as
much to build. But that is only part of the story.

Building a hybrid like the Prius causes far more envirantalelamage than
producing a Hummer SUV, for instance. The Hummer’s rdaddt 300K miles) is
around three-times longer than hybrid vehicles includaegRrius’, according to the
annualDust to Dust’ Automotive Energy Cost Stuttgm CNW Research published
in December 2006. The study reviews of the ‘dust to dustélifergy — not just
running - costs for all cars sold in the USA. Pickingtigh the vast 458-page report
the reason for the shorter lifespan of hybrids app=arplex. But ‘greener’ currently
translates as ‘specialist’ meaning it is built usingléitest technology with fewer
buyers buying fewer replacement parts. Factor in ever-dipgraew technology and
hybrids are costly to maintain. In short, the pregemeration of hybrids aret built

to last.

In addition, the Prius is partly driven by a batteryt t@ntains nickel smelted by a
factory in Sudbury, Ontario. The Sudbury plant has long biee subject obollution
reports So bad has years of sulphur dioxide-induced acid raindveend the plant
that, as the BritisMail On Sundayewspaper reports, NASA even used it for filming
purposes. But it doesn’t end there.



http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/business/4015831.stm
http://cnwmr.com/nss-folder/automotiveenergy/
http://www.pollutionprobe.org/Publications/Smelter+Report.pdf
http://www.mailonsunday.co.uk/pages/live/articles/news/news.html?in_article_id=417227&in_page_id=1770

As the saméail On Sundayarticle reports, the nickel produced at Sudbury is sent
via large container ships to the world’s largest nic&hery —in Swansea, Wales
Next it travels to China where ‘nickel foam’ is proddcé then moves on to Japan
where the batteries are actually made and then sdotthe USA where it ends its
globetrotting life in a Prius car.

According to CNW’sDust to Dustreport, only the Toyota Prius, at $2.87 per mile,
among all hybrids provides better lifetime efficienbgnt the auto average of £2.94
per mile, hence its status as the ‘prince of hybritlsé report states that “lifetime
efficiency” relates to the “approximate mileage fotra time it is removed from the
streets as a daily-use vehicle and sent for disposal..thiBytandard the Hummer
H3 SUV, for example, runs out at just $2.07 per mile ovdifetime, with the Ford
Five Hundred all-wheel-drive sedan at £2.22 per mile. Intstiwe flagship green car
of energy-saving zealots everywhere requires, as Du3tiso reports,almost fifty
per cent more enerdgy build and drive than the SUV Hummer and other non-
hybrids.

Neither does the problem of hidden cost just affect igrears. It affects the green
biofuels that run some ‘eco-friendly’ vehicles and ottemewables too, as far apart as
lightbulb and wind turbine production.

The problem with biofuels is the growing conflict beemdinding enough land to
grow the constituent ingredients for food or for biofualsEnergy Tribunéhas
reported. Palm oil, is the key ingredient of biodies®l,ristance, while corn, the

key ingredient in ethanol. Over eighty-five percent difpail comes from just two
countries — Indonesia and Malaysia — and is used in the gi@ado¢ all kinds of
foodstuffs and other consumables. But such is the cureertty for palm oilthat the
rainforests of Southeast Asia have come under seweratt Rainforests are being
logged and burned to make way for new plantations. Thisepsdtas produced thick
smog that covers parts of Southeast Asia. Peat swaaapdt be drained to expand
the plantations and, as the peat dries, tons of calibaitle are released into the
environment. Indonesia is already the third-largest preddotcarbon dioxide, behind
the USA and China. According to a report in January f@edit Suisse, existing
biodiesel plants and those in development will eastaksup” all of the palm oil
currently available.

The EU has recently banned incandescent light bullasaur of low-energy
alternatives from 2009 and thiS is considering a similar bahe fact is, however,
that low energy bulbs are up to 20 times more expensd/@senten times more
energy to produce than standard bulbs as a recent exgbseBntishDaily Mail has
revealed. The new bulbs need much more ventilationgtzardard bulbs and cannot
be used in any enclosed light fittings. In the UK #gs¢imated that it will cost the
nation around £3 billion to change fittings to cope. But émergy light bulbs also use
toxic materials in the production process. Perverselg,of those toxic materials is
mercury vapour — a substance the EU recently bannedtgdandfill sites. This will
mean costly recycling problems in European countriesatab if the US goes down
the same unenlightened path, there too.

None of this is intended to suggest that new technolegesotpart of the answer to
our future energy needs and environment demands. They @legnlBut the current
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rush for the ‘green vote’, driven by an alarmist ectvam fuelled by a raft of well-
meaning but often uninformed individuals and groups making siugtistic ‘moral
choices’, is obfuscating serious economic, environal@mid moral issues.

Ultimately, it will be the world’s poor, not the pio&sius-affording Western elites,
who will pay the highest price if we rush headlong intekimg the wrong choices.



