The Alternative Climate Concept
An offer for a sustainable climate policy - holistic, fair and liberal
Bringing man and nature into harmony is probably the greatest task of this century. A change in the
capitalist growth society towards a responsible use of resources is indispensable.
A reduction or limitation of consumption will not be possible without a change in our Western thinking
on prosperity. Because, the luxury of a few, harms many in the world. It is important for us to say that
the issue of climate change should not be about blame. Guilt, in the sense of "your consumption is worse
than my consumption...". I don't want anyone to feel offended. Because we all live within this system
design that enabled the current state of our environment. The focus should rather be on how we as a
society come out of the crisis together. Therefore, people should only be able to behave in such a way
that the rights of third parties are not impaired by suitable regulations. The current policy, however, is
despondent and ineffective. Not even the most obvious measures are implemented. One hides behind
the non-action of other nations.
There is already existing scientific recommendations about the extent to which politicians would have to
reduce emissions to limit global warming. But nothing is happening. There is a lot of criticism in the public
and calls for more to be done, but nobody says what should be done in concrete terms. There are good
approaches, but the only thing lacking is implementation.
This is why the climate protection initiative SaveClimate.Earth was founded,
which developed the "Alternative Climate Concept".
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The idea: an ecological basic income
We need EFFECTIVE climate protection NOW. However, voluntary personal downsizing is not enough for
large-scale change. Taxes only increase prices. They do not guarantee a reduction in harmful gases.
What we need is an entire world community system approach. Imagine every person on Earth has an
identical monthly allowance of ecologically permissible carbon. True to the motto "equal rights for all".
Controlled by the introduction of a resource currency "ECO" (Earth Carbon Obligation). ECO puts a price
on the factual amount of primary fossils fuels (coal, oil and gas) it takes to create a given product or
service, from raw material extraction and production, from transport and marketing, to the consumer.
This is your ecological salary. Therefore, we have developed "The Alternative Climate Concept".

The ALTERNATIVE CLIMATE CONCEPT is conceptually superior to taxation, because it is:









fair, because every citizen is allocated the same emissions budget.
holistically, it includes both the polluter-pays principle and the social system as a whole.
tolerant, because it allows a maximum of personal freedom of choice, but within clearly defined
limits for everyone.
fast, because the industry will react immediately to changes in demand.
comprehensive, taking every step in the supply chain into account.
transparent, because it will make all costs of our ecological footprint visible.
smart, requiring a minimum of federal bureaucracy.
uncomplicated, because it can be easily integrated into market processes.

The basic idea of this climate concept is to quantify a reasonable amount of global climate gas emissions
on a multinational level, based on a scientific expert model, to distribute this quota fairly among all and
to realistically price our consumption by introducing a complementary cashless currency system. The
aim is to record the emission of personal consumption through an individual climate gas account, settle
this emission centralized through the parallel currency system and thus, to limit them fairly and very
effectively.
The damage caused by greenhouse gas emission is currently not priced into products in any way. Climate
protection therefore also means that every consumption must be quantified with its actual resource
price, according to the polluter-pays principle, for which the conventional currency systems in Euro,
Dollar, Yen, ... are unsuitable. A climate trade that has broken down to the smallest unit on the market,
namely the end consumer, lies in its enormously fast control potential. Because the production
processes of the industry become more environmentally friendly due to the adapting purchasing
behavior of the large mass of customers.
The basic principle of this alternative climate concept is the assumption of the finite nature of
ecosystems as sinks of our fossil climate gas emissions and the equal right of every human being to
(exploit) a fairly rationed, ecologically compatible quantity of climate gases. The atmosphere is a
common property. The limitedness of this resource "atmosphere" for carbon absorption (sink) is
represented by an equally limited carbon resource currency "ECO" (Earth Carbon Obligation), which is
consistently linked to the purchase of consumer goods and services. This additional currency "ECO"
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stands for the obligation, through appropriate regulations (rationing), to extract and ultimately burn only
so much carbon in the form of fossil primary energy sources (coal, oil and gas) that global warming is
stopped. The environmental good "atmosphere" thus acquires a material value. Conventional money is
unsuitable for this purpose, as the money supply of the established currencies can be expanded as
required.
The price of this complementary currency depends on the polluter-pays principle, on the intensity of the
consumption of fossil resources coupled with the production of the goods or the provision of services,
and on the related emissions (source).
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Explanation sketch
Rationing:
Every global citizen has an equal right to emit greenhouse gases through his or her consumption. These
emissions must be quantified and rationed, as the atmosphere can only tolerate a certain upper limit.
Accordingly, every citizen receives a certain, equal, environmentally compatible quota of personal
emissions, which is made available for his or her consumption in the form of an ECO Budget.
m-max.:
„m-max.“symbolizes the maximum mass of greenhouse gas emission that ecosystems can cope with
without global system starting to collapse. This mass is determined and defined on a scientific basis.
Climate bank:
The output of fossil primary energy sources is transferred to the supranational climate bank using the
carbon resource currency ECO according to their certified climate gas share.
ECO:
Our conventional money alone is inadequate to account for the strain on ecosystems from our
consumption. That is why we urgently need another quantification system, a complementary carbon
currency - the ECO. There are many products in our modern consumer society that can be manufactured
economically and are therefore sold cheaply, but whose manufacture or operation involves high
ecological costs for the environment.
Climate account (personal):
Since all world citizens have an equal right to use the resource "atmosphere" by emitting greenhouse
gases through their personal consumption, every citizen of full age receives a personal climate account
at the climate bank to record and account for his consumption. This account is topped up monthly in the
form of an agreed ECO amount equal to each person.
Climate exchange:
Private end customers are entitled to trade with their ECO on the Climate Exchange. Even unused ECOs
can be sold for money or additionally required ECOs can be purchased. In contrast to private end
customers, companies are not allowed to trade on the climate exchange in order to prevent distortions
caused by incorrect pricing for the purpose of enrichment.
ECO clearing account (industry):
All entities involved in production, transport and other sub instances within the entire value chain
calculate the consumed ECO (analogous to money) for their subprocess and invoice each of them to the
following entity. For this purpose, companies receive an ECO clearing account.
Certification:
The fossil fuels coal, oil and gas do not contribute to the greenhouse effect to the same extent and
remain in the atmosphere for different periods of time. Therefore, they are assessed and certified with
regard to their specific contribution to emissions.
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Limitation
The production volumes of these fossil energy sources are subject to a market economy limitation due
to the closed cycle system of the carbon resource currency, in which no more may be spent (produced)
than can be paid with the limited currency. Within this cycle, the costs of promoting fossil energy sources
must ultimately be covered by the payment of the end customers.
Compensation:
When suitable measures (e.g. technical or ecological measures) are taken to partially absorb the
greenhouse gases, the total ECO budget can be increased accordingly, or reduced again if the
ecosystems are weakened.

(The reading time for the detailed climate concept is about 25-30 minutes)
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CO2, methane, etc. - we need a limitation

The CO₂-emission has increased by 80% worldwide since the 1970s. Our growth and increasing
consumption are closely linked to fossil energy consumption. We are causing more and more damage
to nature than our economy grows! The life we lead is far too much at the expense of our environment.
We behave towards the earth like a private household that permanently lives beyond its means and is
still surprised that electricity, gas and water are gradually being cut off because its debts continue to
increase. Creating incentives is of course a good thing, but it doesn't do enough. Because sensible
restrictions are far more effective, even if they are unpopular.

The damage caused by greenhouse gas emission is currently not priced into products in any way,
because our consumption and its pricing merely follow the market economy laws of supply and demand.
However, climate protection means that every consumption must be quantified with its actual price,
according to the polluter-pays principle. This should include not only the cost of human production
conditions and fair remuneration, but also the realistic price for the ecological production of things. The
common good, before selfish particular interests, is the motto. We must make climate protection a
priority. Again, maximum justice as the ultimate goal, right behind that of averting climate collapse.

Climate-damaging behavior must become more expensive. Why are we able to fly through Europe for
10,- € and how can it be that money is earned with it? If you consider that we already pay 30, - € and
more per day for parking at the airport, it seems that in view of the advanced world climate problem in
this calculation something is going thoroughly wrong.
At present, four factors are largely undisputed:





human made greenhouse gas emission are at least partly responsible for global warming.
greenhouse gas emissions must be reduced immediately and sustainably in order to halt
climate change.
every (world) citizen has an equal right to reduce a certain amount of greenhouse gas that is
still compatible with the environment.
it will not be possible to stop climate change in a cost-neutral way.
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There are hardly any viable alternatives for limiting or rationing our emission. Appeals to citizens to limit
themselves do not work. The actual potential for saving emissions through new innovative technical
solutions, in the areas of energy generation and resources, for the protection of the environment, is very
quickly cancelled out by constant growth and the associated increase in global consumption and energy
consumption. Air travel and other climate-damaging consumption make it more expensive, no matter
what, and none of this will bring about any significant change in consumer behavior. When cigarettes
gradually became more expensive over the years, hardly anyone gave up smoking because of this.
Raising the price of air travel or the tax on SUVs a little bit, making rail travel a little cheaper - in other
words, punishing climate-damaging behavior and rewarding climate-friendly behavior - all sounds good.
But realistically speaking, the effect of such minimally invasive measures is limited, unfortunately only
to a few minor symbolic effects. Moreover, simply levying a tax on emission would by no means
automatically and reliably limit the amount of greenhouse gas emissions. After all, if you make
something more expensive, it does not necessarily reduce consumption. It simply means that
consumption costs more money. It would remain completely unclear whether the required reduction
could be implemented in this way. The steering effect would therefore be rather incalculable and limited.
What we need in view of the impending dangers of climate change is rapid, decisive and, above all,
effective action.
A major movement must finally get underway. The world faces a task of the century. But we have by far
no 100 years to do it. Now you might remark that climate protection measures would hardly be effective
only at European level. Correct! Climate change is a global problem and does not stop at national
borders. Nevertheless, we should put our own house in order first. The EU should lead the way in a strong
alliance, allied with as many other countries as possible, and try to involve other countries through
diplomatic channels. Because the bigger the starting alliance, the greater the pressure on those who are
still blocking it to act. Moreover, economically strong industrial nations such as Germany should send
out a strong signal and take the lead internationally to show how an energy turnaround can be achieved.
It is far too easy to be an environmental pig - even for relatively small purses. Our conventional money
alone is not enough to reflect the strain on ecosystems caused by our consumption. That is why we
urgently need another quantification system, a complementary carbon currency - the ECO, for example.
Because there are many products in our modern consumer society that can be produced economically
very cheaply and are therefore sold cheaply, but whose production or operation involves high ecological
costs for the environment. Cruises and air travel, some of which go halfway around the globe, have
become irresponsibly cheap and energy-insane and climate-damaging. And the "cheap" steak from
factory farming combines two don'ts at once: On the one hand, the worldwide mass production of meat
is responsible for a considerable part of the methane emissions, and on the other hand, our demand for
more and more and cheaper meat is no less reprehensible. For in this way we as consumers contribute
decisively to the disastrous conditions under which our so-called "farm animals" are kept.
Now, of course, one could stand up and say that politics should first force industry to become more
environmentally friendly. But there is one thing we should not forget: The actual polluters of greenhouse
gas are not the Dyckerhoff company or RWE, from whose chimneys the emissions come, but Mr. Meier
and Mrs. Schmidt. Hardly any industry produces for its own ends, but rather according to the needs of all
of us. A power plant operator simply satisfies our need for cheap (coal) electricity. And we just want to
go on holiday as cheaply as possible. We also like to order the delicious beef from Argentina and the
South African Cabernet Sauvignon in the restaurant. We prefer to do without the expensive but sensible
energetic building renovation, if it is not financially worthwhile for us personally. When a cruise ship
leaves, it is not because the shipping company enjoys it, but only because 2.500 people have bought a
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ticket for this trip before. And the ship is operated with the cheapest heavy oil available, because we
book the trip with the provider who offers us the week Canary Islands for 800 euros. Also, Samsung does
not produce this myriad of electronic devices out of boredom, but because we buy them.
The total CO₂ output of each production process and each service can be traced back to all our
consumption and broken down per capita. The advantage of climate trade, which is broken down to the
smallest unit on the market, i.e. the end consumer, lies in the enormously fast control potential for the
environmental compatibility of the industry's production processes, due to the adapting purchasing
behavior of the large mass of customers.
This is not nearly as effective and efficient as urgently needed in the currently established climate trade,
which takes place exclusively between countries and large industrial sectors. The limitation of various
climate-damaging consumer habits would only have to continue until new innovative technologies have
replaced the old emission-intensive ones. And that would happen very quickly because of the immense
pressure from consumers.
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The individual climate quota

We are interested in solutions, not words. Governance also has something to do with reacting. But it is
not only climate activists who are disappointed by our politicians' rigidity. Many citizens also find their
statements on the subject of saving the climate discouraging, unimaginative, ineffective and
predominantly aimed at maintaining strategic power. It is rhetorically skillfully formulated and argued,
talked and talked down. Only one thing is not done – effective action.
Politics has failed, let science take the helm. For there are obvious solutions:
Since our total global emission is too high, it can be concluded that there must be an upper limit to the
amount of man-made climate gas that our atmosphere can barely absorb without damage. A maximum
level at which our climate would remain just about constant without global processes beginning to tip
over.
The total amount of climate gas emission of all nations, or for the beginning only of Europe in the
pioneering role, will be determined for a defined period on the basis of serious climate protection
calculations, and should never increase during this period.
The aim is therefore to review this maximum cyclically, at reasonable intervals, on the basis of an
international scientific expert model and to redefine it again continuously in order to distribute the right
to its consumption, or the (exploitation of) this quota, fairly among all. For one thing is undisputed EVERYONE has an equal right to issue. We should try to distribute this emission maximum according to
a clever key, as fairly as possible among all. There are various approaches to dealing with the emission
budget to which each of us is equally entitled.
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One conceivable approach is, for example, an individual greenhouse gas quota for emission trading:
Each citizen allocates a certain environmentally compatible quota of personal emission by a committee,
based on current scientific simulations and recommendations, for a specified period of time.
This climate-friendly budget can
 be used free of charge by themselves
 be sold proportionally to someone who wants to consume more than the quota of greenhouse gas
to which he is entitled or must
 be increased if necessary, by purchasing from someone who does not need all of his or her quota.
Now, you might say that emissions trading between rich and poor is unfair and that everyone should
therefore only consume the quota to which they are entitled. Of course, the environmental crisis cannot
be viewed in isolation from social aspects. After all, this question describes two very complex issues that
undoubtedly play into each other: the justice problem and the climate problem. Of course, it sounds at
first like injustice if some wealthy people can buy more emissions with their money than they are
personally entitled to according to the distribution algorithm. Nevertheless, the ECO helps to reduce the
wealth gap between rich and poor, because the rich now pay for their increased emissions, which they
do not have to do today. By selling his unneeded quota, the poor have a new source of income, which
they do not have today. The ECO therefore not only has a very positive effect of the reduction of
emissions, but also a desirable positive side effect, namely greater social justice. It should also be borne
in mind that the poorer people do not have the financial means at all to engage in emissions-intensive
consumption.
Now it is also a matter of making meaningful use of this emission trading in such a way that the global
economy is affected as little as possible. Because, while we want to achieve the ambitious goal of
preserving a habitable planet, we do not want to fall back into an economic stone age. Limiting our
emission will be like sand in the gears of the global economy, at least initially. Therefore, we will
determine the value, at which nature can just regenerate, without causing lasting damage to the global
climate. A compromise, between the use of the planet's natural resources by humans and a functioning
ecosystem.
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ECO (Earth Carbon Obligation)

emission trading through a complementary currency system
We have found that an individual climate gas quota is needed for each of us and that this can be traded.
Now a currency is needed for this newly created market. In the medium term, of course at global level,
but for the time being also at European level, we should start by introducing a complementary monetary
system for greenhouse gas emission - the "ECO" (Earth Carbon Obligation). From a fixed date, each item
will be paid for in two different but complementary currencies - the euro, dollar, yen ... and the purely
cashless carbon resource currency ECO. This additional currency ECO stands for the obligation, through
appropriate regulations (rationing), to extract and ultimately burn only so much carbon in the form of
fossil primary energy sources (coal, oil and gas) that global warming is stopped. The sole aim of this
complementary pricing of goods and services is to limit greenhouse gases through rationing. Every
month the same amount of the new monetary unit ECO will be credited to a personal climate gas clearing
account.

How does this work in detail?
1. Introduction of the ECO as CO2-equivalent
First of all, an agreement is needed, as multinational as possible, to introduce this complementary
resource currency, called the parallel currency "ECO", which represents the CO2 equivalent of our
consumption. This is needed because our normal money is not able to reflect our actual carbon footprint.
Because everything has two prices, one economic and one ecological. These two values do not
necessarily have to correlate. An item can be produced economically for a very low price, but it can be
very damaging to the environment.
2. Establishment of personal climate accounts
Since all world citizens have an equal right to use the resource "atmosphere" by emitting greenhouse
gases through their personal consumption, every citizen of full age receives a personal climate account
at the climate bank to record and account for his consumption. This account is topped up monthly in the
form of an agreed ECO amount equal to each person. Just as with our conventional account, we also
have to ensure that it does not run out through unreasonable consumption.
3. Establishment of ECO clearing accounts for industry
The commercial enterprises receive an ECO clearing account to be able to pay for fossil energies with
the corresponding amount of the parallel currency in addition to their price in normal money:
 the raw material producing industry pays to the climate bank
 fossil energy-consuming companies pay to the raw materials industry
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all entities involved in production, transport and other sub-processes along the entire value
chain, calculate the amount of ECO consumed for their sub-process and invoice this amount to
the next entity.

4. Establishment of a climate bank
Personal climate accounts or commercial clearing accounts are managed by the climate bank. This bank
transfers exclusively to natural persons a monthly equal amount of the parallel currency ECO. This
climate-compatible budget can:
 be consumed free of charge itself
 sold proportionately to someone who wants to or has to consume more than the quota of
greenhouse gas to which he is entitled
 if necessary, topped up by purchasing from someone who does not (or does not need to) use
his or her entire quota.
5. establishment of a climate exchange
Since private end customers are entitled to trade their ECO, a climate exchange will be established for
this purpose. Even ECO that are not used can be sold for money or additionally required ECO can be
purchased. In contrast to private end customers, companies are not allowed to trade on the climate
exchange in order to prevent distortions through incorrect pricing for the purpose of enrichment. The
resource currency ECO should not degenerate into an investment or speculative object, but should
reflect the real ecological value of our consumption. This removes the incentive for industry to charge
higher ECO amounts than those actually spent. On the contrary: this ban gives companies an incentive
to buy raw materials and products from preliminary stages for as little ECO as possible and to optimize
the energy efficiency of their own processes in order to pass on as little ECO as possible and thus be able
to place their own products on the market more attractively. The operator of the climate bank and
climate exchange could be the United Nations (UN), for example.
6. certification of fossil primary energy sources
The fossil fuels coal, oil and gas do not contribute to the greenhouse effect to the same extent and
remain in the atmosphere for varying lengths of time. In order to be able to compare them nevertheless,
the term CO2-equivalent (CO2e) was defined. It describes a unit of measurement for standardizing the
climate impact of the various greenhouse gases in relation to CO2. The different CO2-equivalents also
result in different ECO costs. From now on, the ECO amount of the subsidized amount of fossil energy
sources must be transferred to the supranational climate bank. The amount of fossil fuels extracted is
subject to a market economy limitation due to the closed loop system of the resource currency, in which
no more may be spent (extracted) than can be paid with the limited currency. Within this cycle, the costs
for the extraction of fossil fuels must ultimately be covered by the payment of the end customers. The
resource currency circulates in a closed system, between the climate bank, the climate accounts of the
consumers, across all instances of value creation, up to the extraction of the fossil primary energy
sources. A limitation of emissions, from now on, results automatically, through the reduction of climatedamaging consumption, due to the rationed parallel currency ECO.
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What are the advantages?











The ECO price of the products or services is determined automatically and simply by market
economy mechanisms.
For this reason, the concept manages with a minimum of administrative measures by the
state, because it very effectively tackles the bottleneck of the entire value chain, namely the
promotion of fossil fuels.
The parallel currency creates a desirable transparency, which means that people can now also
assign a price to the CO2-equivalent of their consumption. In this way, they value what they
have in a language they understand.
The speed of the regulatory mechanism, results from the immediate impact of changes in
demand, on the production processes of the industry and consequently on emissions.
The alternative climate concept is very detailed, because really all instances of value creation,
down to the smallest screw, are included.
It is exemplary fair, because every citizen is allocated the same emissions budget, in the form
of the parallel currency. There is also a social justice aspect in the fact that it can be traded.
There is a balance between poorer and richer people, which helps to narrow the prosperity
gap.
And it allows a maximum of personal freedom of choice, but within clearly defined limits for
everyone. After all, every citizen decides for himself for which consumption his personal
budget will be used.
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The personal climate account

Nobody would seriously question the fact that you can't buy anything anymore when the money in your
account is gone. Or that it makes more sense to travel less often but still have money left over to buy
groceries and heat your home in winter. Because when the money is almost spent, it is otherwise not
enough for the most necessary things. Sounds logical, it is. For this reason, we use prices to find out
what we can afford and for what consumption our money is still sufficient. As with money, so it is with
our climate gas "consumption". Realistically speaking, this is just as finite as our money on the bank
account. Unfortunately, at the moment this budget is not directly linked to our consumption and
environmental behavior. Because the price of something in euros, dollars, yen... does not reflect or is not
able to reflect the price to the environment.
The consumption of climate gas must be quantified, personalized and limited. Every citizen of the world
has an equal right to use the resource "atmosphere". This emission quota will be allocated for individual
use, in the form of the parallel currency ECO. To record and account the consumption, a personal climate
gas clearing account is required. This account is topped up by the climate bank on a monthly basis in the
form of an amount agreed upon for each equal one, similar to a normal salary current account. Only
private end customers of full age (natural persons) receive a climate account. Coming of age is therefore
a prerequisite in order to avoid creating a false incentive to obtain additional income through more
descendants.
Such a personalized emission trading scheme is enormously efficient and unrivalled in its fairness in
relation to other concepts under discussion for saving our climate. It allows a maximum of personal
freedom of choice, but within clearly defined limits for all. For example, anyone who does not want to
give up the idea of continuing to make three long-distance journeys a year can of course do so, but has
to limit themselves elsewhere. Just as with money. If someone overdraws his climate account, the card
refuses the checkout at the supermarket. The customer has to get a climate quota at the market or
simply postpone the purchase until later. A certain disposition framework, similar to a current account,
is also conceivable. For larger purchases, such as a house or a car, for which a citizen's annual climate
budget is insufficient, it is conceivable, similar to the capital market, to take out a climate loan from the
Climate Bank and pay off this "loan" over a longer period of time or to buy the required quota on the free
climate market. The market automatically regulates the price for traded individual emissions. In order to
create a suitable trading platform, it makes sense to introduce a supranational climate gas emission
exchange in order to trade climate quotas that are not needed or that are additionally required.
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Unlike the unbridled money market, however, the available climate gas budget is fixed and cannot be
expanded in an inflationary manner. There must be no increase in the total quota issued by the Climate
Bank for a period, as is the case with the variable money supply of a country or our monetary union. The
complementary currency ECO is also not subject to the interest effect. The relationship between ECO
and the emission quota always remains closely linked. It is true that ECO, which is currently not fully
used, can either be hoarded in personal accounts for later use or traded. However, trading with ECO, i.e.
acquiring the right to emit more than the climate gas quota to which a person is personally entitled by
purchasing additional ECO or selling ECO that is currently not needed, must always remain a zero-sum
game. Under no circumstances the ECOs issued by the climate bank may be more than generated. In this
way, a healthy circulation system is created that is self-contained. Any additional ECOs purchased must
come from the closed system, from someone's climate account. The total amount of ECOs that have
been transferred to the climate bank through consumption are repaid from the overall system, as they
are consumed and thus compensated by the corresponding equivalent amount of greenhouse gas
emission. A coherent system that functions in a stable and transparent manner with the appropriate fine
tuning and effective control mechanisms.
The designated climate gas quota associated with the purchase of an item or service is charged to the
personal climate account during the normal payment process, simultaneously with the debiting of the
current account. The industry is only an emission-diverter, towards the end consumer.
Now you could of course be critical of the fact that even today not everyone pays everything cashless,
or has an EC card and therefore their climate account is not automatically credited when they make a
purchase. In such cases, a separate personal climate bank-cheque card can be issued so that the due
climate quota can be debited.
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"Check, please!" - all products and services must have an
emission price tag attached

Of course, a functioning company must calculate a realistic price for every item in order to cover its costs
and not be in the red. But also, our environment must not make a mess of our consumption in order to
be preserved. We have to start by considering what price the climate pays for our consumption. Because
we should also calculate a reasonable value for this. Pricing creates a healthy transparency. The
consumer gets a tangible idea of the climate impact associated with his or her personal consumption.
Because everything has two prices, one economic and one ecological. These two values do not
necessarily have to correlate. An item may be economically producible for a very low price, but it may be
very damaging to the environment.
Each product and service have a separate emission price tag on it, in addition to the normal price. This
always takes into account the total greenhouse gas emission generated during the entire production
process, right up to the finished article on the retailer's shelf. Starting with the CO₂ emission associated
with the primary energy input for material extraction, through all production steps to packaging,
storage, cooling and the entire transport chain
Unlike our unnecessarily complicated and opaque tax system, you should try to keep the carbon billing
system as lean and simple as possible. True to the motto "keep it short and simple". The climate gas
share is broken down to each individual item. Since the pollution of the atmosphere with greenhouse
gases is closely linked to the consumption of fossil primary energy sources, these are assessed and
certified in terms of their specific contribution to emission. The output of these fossil energy sources is
subject to a market economy limitation by the closed loop system of the carbon resource currency, in
which no more may be spent (extracted) than can be paid with the limited currency. Within this cycle, the
costs for the promotion of fossil energy sources must ultimately be covered by the payment of the end
customers. The carbon resource currency circulates in a closed loop system between the climate bank,
the climate accounts of the consumers, across all value creation instances, up to the extraction of the
fossil primary energy sources.
All parties involved in production, transport and other sub-processes along the entire value chain
calculate the amount of ECO consumed (in the same way as money) for their sub-process and charge
this amount to the next party. For this purpose, companies receive an ECO clearing account.
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The CO2-emission that occurs during production is shown on the article via the greenhouse gas price tag.
The emission share, that is created by the operation of a product, such as a car or an electric lawnmower,
is settled via the greenhouse gas price of the fuel or via the electricity price.
The consistent recording and posting of the resource currency ECO is effective, detailed and simple.
Whatever the industry, aircraft, cruise ships or factory farming currently blow up in the air, the market
will regulate it in no time at all. We end consumer will no longer consume all the climate-damaging
products and services in order to protect our personal climate account balance. As demand is now
predominantly for climate-friendly products, industry will react very quickly and switch to
environmentally friendly products and production methods. It will suddenly become worthwhile to push
forward technologies such as Power to Gas, for example, in order to drive our industry and airplanes in
a more climate-neutral way and thus make them more ECO-affordable for the consumer. Green
electricity, for example, will be much more in demand than cheaper coal-fired electricity, and regional
products will experience an enormous upswing, compared to exotic products from far away.
As a side note, an enormously positive side effect of a climate prize is the improvement of the living
conditions of farm animals. Climate-friendly and at the same time regional, healthy fruit and vegetables
are more popular. Holidays in the surrounding area become more attractive again. Domestic industry,
with its shorter transport routes, experience an unexpected upswing. And all this without trade
protectionism and populist nationalist sabre-rattling.
A good system is always also extremely simple. The whole issue of climate gas is shifted exclusively to
the end product and the associated complete value chain, and thus to the consumer. A very lean,
because universal, enormously effective, because easy to implement, unbeatably effective, because
(climate) needs-based and last but not least also very fair principle for our entire society.
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Implementation in detail

Having a good idea is one thing. But to realize it is a much more difficult one. Before we describe what
the implementation of the idea of an individual climate account for everyone could look like, we would
first like to mention something that we read recently:
"There are two reasons for climate change: human activity and human inactivity."
Consequently, the question is not whether we should do something, but rather how long we have left to
change something. Certainly, there are critical objections that the implementation of this concept would
be far too complex and therefore far too expensive. This will certainly not be a small matter. But it is also
clear that once the issue of climate has fallen on our feet, we won't need to worry about the economy
any more, because nature will probably solve it much more brutally than the processes that humanity
itself can set in motion. The younger ones will be confronted with the unpaid ecological bills of the older
ones. It is also possible that human rights will not survive global warming.
Incidentally, the introduction of the EURO is an example of how it is quite possible to initially master the
establishment of a volume-limited currency, at least throughout Europe:
Not too long ago we also had to cope with a gigantic big bang. As of January 1, 2002, the common
currency EURO was introduced in 12 countries simultaneously (as of 2020, the Euro is the official
currency in 19 countries). Since that moment, 320 million people had the same money in their wallets
overnight. All current contracts also had to be converted to the new euro currency in a legal big bang - a
mammoth organizational task. But it worked. Because the benefits of a stable common currency made
the enormous effort worthwhile. No less important is the current challenge for the task of the century fair emissions management.
Iterative multinational large-scale projects have also been successfully managed in the past. Just think
of the successful implementation of the ban on CFCs at the turn of the millennium. As a reminder:
Already in the recent past, the emission of a man-made greenhouse gas led to a climate crisis - the hole
in the ozone layer. In 1990, the world demonstrated remarkable unity once again. The politicians of all
countries reacted with exemplary unity to the man-made threat to the climate. In order to protect the
ozone layer, a worldwide ban on climate killer gas within 10 years was agreed upon in an overwhelming
alliance of the community of states. Subsequently, all 197 UN states signed the agreement. And what is
even more important, it was also implemented! Since the year 2000, the industry - except for small
quantities for medicines - no longer uses CFC gases.
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The implementation exemplary for private and commercial
trade, as well as the manufacturing industry
Manufacturing industry
Goods producing companies pass on the climate fee associated with their products, as well as all
preliminary stages, to the end customer via wholesale and retail trade. Producers and service providers
are merely pass-throughs, similar with our sales tax law and the input tax deduction procedure. Input
tax here is the value added tax that an entrepreneur shows on invoices to his business partners. Here,
too, the value-added tax is only a transitory item. Intermediaries can also simply pass on the VAT of an
item to the retail trade by showing it on the invoice without having to pay it separately to the tax office.
In this case, too, only the end consumer is ultimately obliged to pay the VAT.
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Commercial retail trade
Each trader must pay his supplier not only the requested amount of money from his business account,
but also the stated ECO amount from his commercial ECO clearing account. He bills the end customer
for the amount of money calculated for his expenses, including the desired profit margin, as well as the
calculated amount of the climate currency ECO. Let us take the sale of a new car as an example. The
buyer has to pay 25,000 euros plus 30,000 ECO (for the climate impact associated with the material,
production, transport and distribution).
Private trade
But what happens if this car is to be resold privately after a while of use? Well, analogous to the selling
price in Euros, which is also negotiated individually between the private seller and the new owner
according to the laws of supply and demand, an agreed amount can also be transferred to ECO from the
buyer's account to the seller's account at the climate bank. The currency ECO can be traded freely, as
described above, just like goods. Just as the payment of a Euro amount from private to private is not
subject to any official control with regard to the amount of the amount, the payment to ECO is also
excluded with regard to the compensation amount negotiated between the two private parties. Only the
transfer of the ECO to be paid to the private seller, i.e. the transfer of the amount between the two
accounts, does not take place peer to peer, but must be made through the climate bank. However, this
is done in a similarly uncomplicated way as a normal bank transfer or a transfer to a PayPal account.
Energy companies
Energy supply companies in the form of mineral oil companies, electricity and gas suppliers, are classic
pass-throughs of the CO₂-prices associated with their products. The customary units for fuels, heating
oil, electricity and gas, is certified in ECO according to the amount associated with their emissions and
collected together with the usual annual consumption bill and transferred to the climate bank. As with
all other trades, only the end customer pays. Even if there is a manufacturing industry in the chain
between the energy supplier and the end consumer, the CO₂-price of the complete chain is passed on,
similar to the wholesale and retail trade.
Transport sector
The transport sector, is dealt via the fuel bill at the filling station. Just as with the energy supply
companies described above, payment takes place in a similar form. By the way, this also makes a vehicle
tax superfluous and replace it. Because the current vehicle tax model does not take into account the
polluter-pays principle in any way. Only the ownership of a vehicle of a certain pollutant class is taxed,
not the actual emission volume. By adding the complementary currency ECO to the petrol bill, an
effective limitation of pollutant emission is implemented and a real incentive to reduce emission created.
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The implementation exemplary for some service industries
In principle, the following applies: from the point of view of the energy supplier, a service company is to
be treated like a private household. According to the motto (only) one must pay, the owner is charged
the energy costs associated with his business (in Euro and ECO). This fetches the laid-out expenses by
suitable calculation of its services, from the final customer back. It is quite possible that a surplus or even
a loss of ECO is generated. As is the case with the private sale of an item and the price in Euro and ECO
freely negotiated between the trading partners.
Hairdresser
The hairdressing industry is a good example of how the climate currency ECO is used in practice. Since a
hairdressing salon is both a product trader and a service provider, both aspects must be taken into
account. The simpler part is product trading. As in the example of commercial retail trade, the hairdresser
will collect the associated amount of ECO for a bottle of hairspray from the customer and pass it on to
his supplier.
For the hair washing and cutting service, for example, the owner will, as described above, act as a private
trader. The salon will estimate the pro rata expenses associated with its service, e.g. for energy and
water consumption, the operation of the business premises (heating and electricity) and the
consumption of the care products used, and will estimate a sum in ECO for this. Similarly, the labour,
consumption and commissioning costs associated with the work involved must be calculated and priced
in Euros in order to cover costs.
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The fact that it is allowed to calculate and price the ECO in the service sector, similar to private trade,
does not contradict the effectiveness of the system of individual emissions trading. The service provider
acts like a private trader. In this case, the amount in ECO for energy consumed, analogous to the price in
Euro, is first calculated and debited to the service provider himself, just like an end consumer. The service
provider then allocates the two complementary costs (Euro and ECO) to the service provided and thus
to the actual end consumer, according to its independent calculation. The collected ECOs remain on the
ECO clearing account of the owner of the service provider, where they balance the payment already
made to the utility companies.
Construction industry
Parallel to the usual mass calculation, in which all materials used are listed for the preparation of an
offer or for invoicing, the climate price of the individual material items to be processed is also shown by
calculation and invoiced in the form of an ECO amount, similar to the previous example "hairdressing
salon".
Aeronautical industry
Here, too, the airline initially calculates the cost of the energy requirement. The subsequent calculation
and pricing of a flight ticket is done by dividing the calculated kerosene consumption of the entire flight
route by the number of passengers. In order to take into account, the above-average, energy-insane
space requirements of business and first-class passengers, the calculation algorithm should also include
the booked seat class. Similarly, the calculation of useful freight will be implemented, whereby the
weight and volume of the goods to be transported are included in the total. But here, too, as with all
other service companies, the calculation and pricing of services is the sole responsibility of the
entrepreneurial freedom in accordance with the principle of self-financing. Since companies, in contrast
to private end customers, are not allowed to trade on climate markets, distortions due to incorrect
pricing for the purpose of enrichment are excluded. The industry has been deprived of the incentive to
charge higher ECO amounts than those actually spent. On the contrary: companies have an incentive to
purchase raw materials and products from preliminary stages for as little ECO as possible and to
optimize the energy efficiency of their own processes in order to pass on as little ECO as possible and
thus be able to place their own products more attractively on the market. The laws of the market
economy also work with the carbon resource currency ECO.

Now you might ask what exactly happens if, for example, the new currency ECO is introduced on 1
January next year. Can I still afford the daily commute to work? Will I still have a job at all when a lot of
jobs are lost due to the extensive upheavals? All justified questions. Jobs will certainly be lost within
those industries whose products are less in demand due to the limitation of emission. But new jobs will
be created elsewhere in the economy as a whole. There will be a shift towards innovative, green
industries. This is because the transition to a sustainable age will require abundant specialists to
implement the new technologies. So if we set a sensible course today and train enough specialists for
these new climate-friendly industries, we can not only compensate for the job losses in obsolete
industries, but even benefit from a win-win situation: Climate change will be halted, there will be less
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environmental damage in the near future that will require expensive repairs, and new jobs will be created
in increasingly sustainable industries.
Smart climate protection creates economic growth. Ecology and economy can certainly go hand in hand.
So, if we now launch an education offensive and quickly drive forward innovative strategies, even the
much-criticized industry can emerge from such a transformation stronger and in greener garb. Climate
change may take jobs away on the one hand, but at the same time it creates new ones elsewhere.
We will change our consumption habits in order to save emissions and save the ECO Budget, because
this is precisely the desired goal of the new monetary system. The use of public transport will become
more interesting. Or even the change to e-mobility, possibly in connection with decentralized selfgenerated electricity from your own solar roof. Because saving our climate will not be possible for free,
and certainly not according to the motto "Keep it up! Things will finally get their appropriate (climate)
price.
It cannot work without the pressure of scarcity and rationing of our current emission habits. But
consumption and daily life can also become more resource-efficient again, as soon as the ECO changes
our buying behavior and industry switches to more resource-efficient production.
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Imports & Exports in the Resource Currency Union (RCU)

Imports and exports determine our global economic system - both of goods and energy. Changing the
system design within a resource currency union towards sustainability is one thing. But the interfaces
with the rest of the world must also be described in order to be able to continue to maintain trade
relations with one another. No less important is to ensure the reliable functioning of the emissionslimiting mode of operation for the resource currency ECO.

Import of fossil sources into the RCU
Now you could note that Russia, for example, as supplier of natural gas to the EU, is not interested in,
that the production of fossil energy sources must be paid with a limited carbon resource currency, within
the RCU. Correct! The import and export of fossil fuels and the trade in goods must also be covered by a
climate concept suitable for everyday use:

Scenario:
The EU imports gas from Russia that is not part of the Resource Currency Union (RCU). The gas source
operator therefore does not pay ECO to the Climate Bank. On behalf of the gas source operator, the first
processing company in the EU must pay the specific ECO amount associated with the gas to the Climate
Bank. If the end product was sold within the RWU, the cycle remains strictly closed.
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If fossil fuels were imported into the RCU, this additional quota of greenhouse gas emissions must be
consistently adapted to the carbon resource currency system ECO. As a reminder: If fossil energy sources
from the RCU were used, all companies involved in the value chain must pay their consumption with the
corresponding amount of the carbon resource currency ECO to the extraction companies, which in turn
must pay their share to the Climate Bank in accordance to the amount extracted.
Instead of the RCU's internal production companies, imported fossil primary energy is now used. In this
case, the companies involved in the value creation must now pay the resource currency directly to the
Climate Bank. This closes the loop of the resource currency system and ensures that only as much
climate-damaging consumption can be made as is in circulation in the resource currency. The limitation
of the use of fossil energies within the RCU remains guaranteed by the rationing of consumption, by the
limited availability of resource currency for consumers. The system remains strictly closed in itself.
This also creates economic trade pressure for countries that are not yet participants.
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Export of fossil sources from the RCU
The production companies within the RCU must pay ECOs to the Climate Bank for the subsidized
quantities of fossil sources - also for exports. However, since there is no ECO revenue from production
and consumption within the RCU, the exported fossil energy sources must be adapted to the carbon
resource currency system. Exports are subject to a duty, corresponding to their ECO equivalent in
money. In order for the quantity of the resource currency ECO to remain constant, a sufficient quota
must be available on the Climate Exchange, which is for sale.
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Import of goods into the RCU
The RCU is a closed system in which ECOs are exchanged for fossil consumption in order to ensure that
consumers within the Union cannot consume more climate-damaging goods and services than their
rationed quota.

Goods coming onto our market from outside the RCU, must be adapted to our system when imported.
For this purpose, the goods must be evaluated and certified according to their climate-gas content
during material extraction, production and transport. The article is subject to a duty, according to its ECO
equivalent in money. To ensure that the quantity of the carbon resource currency ECO remains constant,
a sufficient contingent must be available at the Climate Exchange, which is for sale. Just as tariffs are
used to protect national economic interests, the ECO equivalent is levied to ensure the functioning of the
resource currency.

28

Export of goods from the RCU

Goods produced and settled within the RCU and then being exported to a country outside the RCU must
require custom clearance in order to adapt the importing non-EMU country to the limited carbon
resource currency ECO system.
Goods produced within the RCU using limited fossil energy sources have been priced and invoiced via the
ECO. The circulation of the resource currency must not be interrupted by the export of these goods. If
these goods were sold within the RCU, the final customer will close the circulation of the resource
currency by paying for the final consumption goods. For this reason, the importer of the goods must pay
the ECO equivalent in local currency, according to the current exchange rate, at the Climate Exchange as
a customs duty or carbon 39resource surcharge.
The mechanism of limiting the consumption of fossil sources within the RCU thus also functions reliably
for exports. The importer of goods must obtain the required quota of ECO from the Climate Exchange at
the daily exchange rate in order to be able to trade. Here too, the system remains strictly closed in itself.
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Consumption Resource Chains Import/Export
Within the RCU, no more greenhouse gas emissions from imports and exports may be permitted than
the scientifically determined quotient. The trading interfaces with other countries must be designed in
such a way that the total volume permitted within the member states is not undermined. Therefore,
import and export transactions must be adapted to the resource currency ECO. The aim is that citizens
within the RCU cannot overconsume their CO2 budget, regardless of where the products were
manufactured or where in the world fossil fuels were extracted.
Import:

Export:
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Energy sales business model

What If the business model consists of converting vast amounts of fossil energy?
There are industrial sectors, such as the aviation industry or the cement industry, whose business model
is based to a large extent on using or implementing vast quantities of fossil fuels at an unreasonably low
price.
If, for example, flight tickets become less attractive because of an additional climate price charged for
them in ECO, the demand for such offers would drop significantly. After all, hardly anyone would want
to afford high spending in the parallel currency. Suppliers would (have to) switch to climate-friendly fuels
automatically to meet the changed demand. This is precisely the positive effect of a resource currency.
Using environmentally friendly, alternative energy sources will become more attractive and thus finally
competitive in contrast to the much too cheap use of fossil fuels today. Nor will jobs be destroyed in the
process. Instead, there will be restructuring. A constant transformation from the jobs that are still
connected with the excessive use of fossil fuels today to more jobs in the green sector. Because the
industrial landscape is changing.
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Not to see the wood for the trees

... and sometimes easy to implement solutions are already obvious.
Scientists have shown that afforestation of trees could slow down climate change or even stop it if the
additional forest area is large enough. So why not distribute the effort that would be involved in creating
this sensible additional forest area fairly among as many people as possible? We have a principle in mind
similar to the one used to set up the additional charging infrastructure needed to make e-cars more
attractive. In order to promote electric mobility, we can accelerate the expansion of the inadequate
charging infrastructure, through government regulation. In order to solve the chicken-and-egg problem
(because there are too few charging points, hardly anyone buys an e-car. And because hardly any e-cars
are bought, only a few new charging points are installed), cities and municipalities can be obliged to
maintain a defined number of charging points depending on size and number of inhabitants. In Norway,
charging infrastructure is no longer a problem. Not surprisingly, the proportion of newly registered ecars has risen significantly there - an example worth emulating of sensible state control.

Similarly, we can oblige states and municipalities to afforest an area of forest proportional to their size
in order to bind a part of the CO₂ contained in the air. Even private home builders can be included in this
calculation. A compulsory tree in every garden does not hurt anyone, but in total it contributes a
considerable amount to the total demand. We also wonder why, with our current massive level of
suffering, the building regulations do not stipulate that new buildings must have a surface area of
installed photovoltaic or solar thermal energy commensurate with the living space. Similar to the fact
that there have been regulations for a long time that oblige house builders to install a rainwater cistern
if a wastewater separation system exists in the construction area. It's all about the mass. This will spread
the effort over many people and an enormous area of additional forest can be created very quickly and
effectively, or the energy requirements of private households can be significantly reduced.
The non-profit organization and Google Alternative ECOSIA is setting an example for all of us. The search
engine operator uses the revenue generated by advertising to reforest millions upon millions of trees
worldwide. With every new search term, users automatically participate in the various reforestation
projects. A great benefit for the climate and against the threat of global warming.
We can also, for example, increase our personal climate budget by voluntarily participating in offsetting
measures. It will be conceivable to replenish the individual climate gas account extraordinarily through
various compensation options by using processes that withdraw CO₂ from the atmosphere or are
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"tapped" by green energy without creating CO₂. For example, by setting up private plants for the use of
renewable energies, such as feeding in self-generated solar or wind power, or similar.

We can also take part in projects that are far too big for personal implementation. One example of many
is the Power to Gas technology (P2G). With this technology, the problem of storing temporary,
renewable electricity surpluses in excess of demand can be alleviated as long as the power lines needed
to transport the wind power generated on the coasts to the conurbations in the south are still missing.
Methane or hydrogen is used as "green" storage gas.

Also, with a participation in concepts for the realization of "negative emissions" - thus the withdrawal of
CO₂ from the atmosphere, we can improve the personal climate budget. One example is the so-called
Carbon Capture and Storage Technology (CCS), which is currently in the test phase. With this method,
CO₂ is extracted from the air or is already directly separated during the combustion process in power
plants using fossil fuels in order to store it geologically. However, this process is far less economical than
the direct use of renewable energy sources, as it is associated with a large loss of efficiency.

The primary goal of all these concepts should be to reward climate-friendly behavior!

For a supermarket operator, for example, it will suddenly prove profitable to invest in the production of
solar power on its own roof in order to supply the store's energy and climate control system and, if
necessary, the charging points for the customers' electric vehicles. Since storage and the operation of
the cold chain are also reflected in the climate price of the products, this type of CO₂ reduction will lower
the climate price of the items and thus save the customer's available budget. Such climate-friendly
measures will also be reflected in the sales figures of the supermarket. Everyone will win. Customers
will benefit from lower ECO prices of the products offered in such a store. The operator will benefit from
increased traffic and thus higher sales. And not to forget, the atmosphere will be less burdened with
harmful greenhouse gas. If this is not a win-win-win situation!
The same can be applied to the transport sector. The freight forwarder who transports the goods with
the greenest possible fleet will have to offer a significantly lower ECO price than conventional fleet
operators. This means that his service will be devalued in terms of greenhouse gas emission compared
to his competitors and will be upgraded in terms of demand. The aviation industry can also jump on this
bandwagon and, for example, operate the fleet using synthetic kerosene produced from green electricity
and electrolysis.
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The greenhouse gas compensation model
When suitable measures (e.g. technical or ecological measures) are taken to partially absorb the
greenhouse gases, the total ECO budget can be increased accordingly, or reduced again if the
ecosystems are weakened. Large-scale deforestation means a lower climate gas absorption capacity.
Therefore, a reduction in global forest areas leads to a quantitative devaluation of the resource currency.
Less ECO is spent to reduce consumption-related greenhouse gas emissions. Similarly, afforestation
measures, for example, will require a quantitative expansion of ECO. Just as m-max. cyclically
determines the absorption capacity of ecosystems, a global forest area determination is regularly
carried out to assess this compensation component. Within the member states of the ECO Monetary
Union, there will be an obligation for sustainable timber management.
Another interesting idea in the right direction was already realized in 2005 by the non-profit organization
ATMOSFAIR. The aim of this company is to offset greenhouse gas emission from, for example, air travel,
cruises, coach trips or events by carrying out climate protection projects all over the world in return, as
long as CO₂ avoidance is not yet sufficiently possible. After all, 10 percent of the greenhouse gases
worldwide are caused by tourism. On the website of Atmosfair you can calculate how much carbon
dioxide is released in connection with the trip. In return, one buys compensation certificates, with the
help of which the same amount is bound elsewhere through climate protection projects CO₂. The aim is
to offset your own emissions through this CO₂ compensation. In addition to protecting the climate, these
projects also contribute to poverty reduction in economically weak countries. A very cool idea. What else
you should know; environmental donations are tax deductible!

34

About us
The climate protection initiative advocates a fair climate policy and has developed the "Alternative
Climate Concept" for this purpose: fair per capita budgeting of the emission quota that people can still
afford, instead of homeopathic individual renunciation and eco-taxes. True to the motto "equal rights
for all". We believe that current policies will not succeed in preventing the consequences of climate
change unless serious changes are initiated immediately. We also fear that the state is not daring to
impose new regulations on the economy to reduce the proportion of CO2-emissions in sufficient
measure. With our concept, industry will automatically switch to more climate-friendly processes due to
the enormous consumer pressure. The newly created transparency of CO2-consumption will lead to
more demand for products and services that leave a smaller ecological footprint.
No one knows whether there will soon be better political concepts or even technical solutions than
described in this alternative climate concept. However, we are convinced that it will be far more difficult
to manage the consequences of climate change if we do not act promptly and impactfully. After all,
meeting the climate target is a gigantic community project that cannot be achieved by individuals, but
only as part of a grand, coherent concept. It is our concern to put this alternative climate concept up for
discussion and to understand it as a suggestion to improve it or to develop other alternatives.

Because success can be described with only 2 letters: D O

Jens Hanson
(chairman)

Only through a critical mass of supporters is a relevant
system change possible!

Copyright:
We expressly AGREE that the contents, also in extracts, can be used or distributed. The copyright lies solely with us.
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Q&A
Why is the already existing emissions trading with certificates not sufficient?
Unfortunately, not all instances of the value chain have been included in accordance with the polluterpays principle. In Germany, only operators of large combustion plants (with a thermal capacity of more
than 20 megawatts) and energy-intensive industries such as steelworks, refineries, aviation and cement
works are currently participating in emissions trading. According to the German Federal Environment
Agency, since 2008 there have been more certificates traded than actually required. The surplus of
emission rights has therefore led to dumping prices, making investment in more environmentally
friendly technologies simply uneconomical for companies.
Emissions trading could only make an efficient contribution to reducing emissions if fewer certificates
were issued than emissions were generated. Moreover, emissions trading at such a superordinate level
does not take into account the smallest unit in the market, the consumer, with its enormous steering
effect. This is not the case with ECO, because the feedback from changes in demand allows the industry
to re-educate very quickly and efficiently.
What about the CO2-tax?
Experience shows that taxing emissions is not an effective means of combating climate change. Taxation
only makes our consumption more expensive. But it does not necessarily limit it. Things just cost a little
more, but there is no reliable reduction in emissions.
Why don't politicians first appeal to industry?
The primary interest of industry is to make profits and not to become more environmentally friendly in
order to save the globe. This sounds sober, but unfortunately it is so. One should not overlook the fact
that legal frameworks are being exhausted, but are generally being adhered to. The system should be
designed in such a way as to put a sensible stop to the selfish pursuit of ever more growth and profit at
the expense of the environment. Doesn't change begin at a small scale and shouldn't everyone start with
themselves first? In principle of course yes! However, experience shows that appeal or even a few
voluntary self-limitations do not bring about the necessary power of change by far. Many people
recognize the pressure to act, but are not prepared to draw personal consequences from it. This is simply
because, in contrast to the Corona Pandemic, no immediate threat or feedback is apparent. If we really
were to focus exclusively on this, valuable time will pass in order to implement effective
countermeasures.
Doesn't change begin in the small things and shouldn't everyone start with themselves first?
In principle of course yes! However, experience shows that appeal or even a few voluntary selflimitations do not bring about the necessary power of change by far. Many people recognize the pressure
to act, but are not prepared to draw personal consequences from it. This is simply because, in contrast
to the Corona Pandemic, no immediate threat or feedback is apparent. If we really were to focus
exclusively on this, valuable time will pass in order to implement effective countermeasures. Also, many
people think, "What can I do to make a big difference?" Resignation spreads and we hide behind the
inaction of so many others. Selfishness is also an important factor: Even if many people have certainly
recognized the dangers of global climate change, in addition to the systemic understanding of the
pressure to act, selfish interests usually gain the upper hand "... but I won't miss out on the cheap offer
for the cruise ...". It is important that the issue of climate change should not be about blame. Guilt, in the
sense of "...your consumption is worse than my consumption...". No one should feel offended. Because
we all live within this system design that enabled the current state of our environment. The focus should
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rather be on how we as a society come out of the crisis together. And this in the fairest possible way,
without losing anyone along the way. The human being should therefore be able to behave in a way that
does not affect the rights of third parties.
Why is the concept of a resource currency better than political solutions?
The alternative climate concept is conceptually superior to taxation. The approach is not to describe what
everyone can personally contribute in their everyday life to save the climate. Rather, the concept is based
on a systemic solution that is as broad as possible for society as a whole. It describes the limitation of
emissions to a scientifically defined maximum, as well as the pricing and fair rationing of personal
climate-damaging consumption. To this end, the draft pursues a well-thought-out system of a
complementary resource currency, which corresponds to the CO2 equivalent, the fossil fuels used to
create value. It can be easily integrated into our existing economic system and reliably limits the
consumption-based consumption of fossil fuels through fair rationing. Market economy laws function in
harmony with ecological sustainability and the polluter-pays principle applies to the smallest unit of the
market, the consumer. The special feature of the Alternative Climate Concept also takes into account
the case that the system of a complementary resource currency is not immediately accepted and
implemented by all countries. It also describes the initially required interfaces to the "rest of the world".
If this alternative climate concept were actually implemented globally, then the rich could simply carry
on as before?
Of course, the environmental crisis cannot be viewed in isolation from social aspects. After all, this
question describes two very complex issues that undoubtedly play into each other: the justice problem
and the climate problem. Of course, it sounds at first like injustice if some wealthy people can buy more
emissions with their money than they are personally entitled to according to the distribution algorithm.
Nevertheless, the ECO helps to reduce the wealth gap between rich and poor, because the rich now pay
for their increased emissions, which they do not have to do today. By selling their unneeded quota, the
poor have a new source of income, which they do not have today. The ECO therefore not only has a very
positive effect of the reduction of emissions, but also a desirable positive side effect, namely greater
social justice. It should also be borne in mind that the poorer people do not have the financial means at
all to engage in emissions-intensive consumption.
This is all much too difficult to implement. How is this supposed to work?
It will certainly not be possible to do this in a cost-neutral way. However, there is also a great deal at
stake for all of us to ensure that such an effort is worthwhile. Because there are two reasons for climate
change: human activity and human inactivity. Back in the 1990s, the world already showed a remarkable
unity - namely when it came to the dramatic expansion of the hole in the ozone layer and the urgent
renunciation of CFCs. ALL countries of the world agreed to renounce the use of CFCs within 10 years and
to replace them with (more expensive) substitutes. Why did this work back then? Because it was
indispensable! Today the world is no less endangered and there is an equally urgent need for action.
Nature will probably solve this much more brutally than the processes that humanity itself can set in
motion. Should we fail in our efforts, it will be much more difficult to manage the consequences of global
climate change than it is today to implement this alternative climate concept (or any other) at the most
multinational level possible. It is our decision how - by design or by disaster. Because the world is facing
a task of the century. But we do not have by far 100 years more time for it.
How can I still afford to commute to work?
What will happen when ECO becomes mandatory in the near future? Could I then still afford the daily
commute to work, for example? Yes, because politics and industry will make green fuels available by
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then. The possibilities for this have been around for a long time. However, up to now they have not been
financially competitive with fossil fuels, as only economic aspects have been taken into account. The
ecological view of the accompanying environmental destruction was wrongly ignored. In order to soften
the introduction phase of the resource currency, we could discuss an expansion (overshooting) of the
ECO budget for a certain transitional period. However, this additional emission would have to be
consistently reduced again at a later date (overshooting to the target level). For one thing is clear, nature
or physics does not negotiate. The remaining volume of emissions is absolute. Therefore, the strict
implementation of the limited resource currency ECO on an agreed date is preferable. It would also be
conceivable to use the instrument of state subsidies to industry in a targeted manner in order to alleviate
the initial financial burden of investing in green technologies. Furthermore, a reform of the commuter
allowance would make sense. The state already contributes to the cost of commuting to work by making
daily commuting tax deductible. With the introduction of the parallel currency, this commuter allowance
could be extended for a certain transitional phase, gradually melting away, to cushion the initial
additional personal burden. However, an initial additional burden is unavoidable. This is the only way to
create the necessary pressure for change.
But the other countries produce much more emissions than we do. Let them start to change things first!
Surely you could point the finger at others and say that climate protection measures would hardly be
effective only at European level. Correct! Nevertheless, we should put our own house in order first,
instead of hiding behind the inaction of other countries. Economically strong industrial nations such as
Germany should send out a strong signal and take the lead internationally to show how an energy
turnaround can take place. Climate change is a global problem and does not stop at national borders.
But the German government has already adopted a climate package. Why do we need another one?
The German government's climate package is based on taxation. However, if only one tax is levied on
something, only consumption will initially become more expensive. Because if you make something
more expensive, this does not necessarily reduce consumption. It simply means that consumption costs
more money. It would remain completely unclear whether the necessary reduction could be
implemented in this way.
Why is there an urgent need for a complementary currency, the ECO?
A price increase through the introduction of a tax would not be able to curb consumption or reduce the
emission of harmful greenhouse gases. The introduction of the ECO ensures that every citizen of the
world receives the same quota of this currency, which is not, however, available limitlessly, but is strictly
limited and recalculated every year. This is the only way to achieve a reduction in the purchase of goods
that cause harmful gases and a fair distribution within the population.
The alternative climate concept simply means for me a new restriction in my personal freedom!
Yes and no!
Saving our climate will not be possible for free, and certainly not according to the motto "Keep it up!
Things finally need their rightful price. However, personalized emissions trading is enormously efficient
and unrivalled in its fairness in relation to other concepts under discussion for saving our climate. It
allows a maximum of personal freedom of choice, but within clearly defined limits for everyone. For
example, people who does not want to give up the idea of continuing to make three long-distance
journeys a year can of course do so, but have to limit themselves elsewhere. Just like with conventional
money.
Why should mankind save emissions today when it is not yet clear whether climate change has natural
causes?
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No one can seriously claim with absolute certainty whether global warming is actually caused by
anthropogenic climate change or whether it is exclusively due to natural causes. We can only trust one
or the other source of information. If these sources are indeed wrong, or if we have all been taken in by
mass hysteria, or perhaps even fallen victim to a gigantic conspiracy - well, too bad. But it wouldn't have
cost more than a nuisance and some unnecessary efforts to protect the climate. Not really bad in itself.
What would be really bad, however, if all these scientific sources were right and we were to find out in a
few years' time that everything would happen exactly as predicted today. If the processes on earth begin
to tip over with irreversible consequences. Then we would have wasted valuable time in order to take
effective countermeasures in time.
According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) it is a fact that man-made emissions
of greenhouse gases are at least partly responsible for global warming. We should differentiate between
measures that we can influence (man-made greenhouse gases) and things that we cannot influence
(volcanic eruptions, solar intervals etc.). And the things we can influence, we should also influence.
Because the other factors come on top anyway.
Why not simply push ahead with technical solutions to counteract global warming?
Work is currently underway to bring climate-neutral energy sources to market maturity. However, such
processes are still complex, expensive or have a poor efficiency. The problem is simply that time is
running out and we urgently need to start now to strictly limit greenhouse gas emissions.
As a Central European, what do I care about global climate change? After all, we’ll be probably in the
comfortable situation of having a moderate climate here for a long time to come!
Yes, it is possible that regions near the equator will become uninhabitable and agriculturally
unproductive much faster due to rising temperatures. What will happen when the livelihoods of the
people living there are dwindling? There will be streams of refugees, against the scale of which the
current "refugee crisis", for reasons of war and persecution, will seem insignificant. Fortress Europe will
not be able to protect itself against the millions of climate refugees that will come, even with even higher
walls and Frontex.
Moreover: only one of the many sensitive tipping points is the Gulf Stream. If the polar caps continue to
melt and "dilute" the salty seawater, there is a danger that this gigantic heat pump will dry up, which
would endanger the comfortable Central European climate.
How are general/public costs handled, such as the purchase or operation of a patrol car?
All economic costs related to general tasks of the state, such as the maintenance of government
buildings or official flights of politicians, are of course distributed to the citizens by means of taxes.
Similarly, ecological costs will be collected from citizens' climate accounts according to a distribution key.
Does not the formula apply: fewer people = fewer climate problems?
That's only partly true. The fact is that it is precisely the relatively few people in the industrialized nations
who cause by far the largest proportion of the world's climate gases. However, the effects, in the form
of droughts, floods and extreme weather, are currently being borne primarily by the emerging and
developing countries, which have contributed least to climate change.
Private trade: What happens if a used article, e.g. a car, is resold privately after a while of use?
Since the complete ECO price was paid by the first owner when buying a new item, the latter will naturally
want to get part of the amount back from the later buyer - similar to the purchase price in conventional
money. This happens individually between the private seller and the new owner according to the laws of
supply and demand. Even in private trade, the transfer of an agreed ECO amount can take place from
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the buyer's account to the seller's account at the world climate bank. The currency ECO can be freely
traded, just like physical goods or a service. The transfer of the negotiated amount is handled by the
climate bank. This is as uncomplicated as an ordinary bank transfer or a transfer to a PayPal account.
Import/export: For example, what would Russia, as a supplier of natural gas, care if the EU introduced
the ECO as a Resource Currency Union (RCU)?
Imports and exports determine our global economic system - both goods and energy. When fossil fuels
are imported into the RCU, this additional quota of greenhouse gas emissions must be consistently
adapted to the system of the carbon resource currency ECO. If fossil energy sources from the RCU itself
were used, all companies involved in the value chain must pay their consumption with the corresponding
amount of the parallel currency ECO to the extraction companies, which in turn must pay their share to
the climate bank according to the amount extracted. Regardless of where the fossil carbon was originally
extracted from the ground. Citizens of the RCU pay the ECO price for the products manufactured with it.
Scenario: The EU imports gas from Russia, which is not part of the Resource Currency Union (RCU) The
gas source operator therefore does not pay ECO to the climate bank. The first processing company in
the EU must pay the specific ECO amount associated with the gas to the climate bank. If the end product
obtained from this is sold within the RCU, the cycle remains strictly closed. Further scenarios on the
subject of import/export: https://www.saveclimate.earth/klimakonzept/importe-exporte/

What happens to my saved ECO when I have passed away?
Since the transferred personal ECO budget is closely linked to the permitted issue volume, this "credit"
of the resource currency can be inherited in the same way as conventional money.
How does the introduction of a resource currency affect our handling of packaging waste?
One-way packaging, e.g. made of plastic, or packaging waste in general, is significantly reduced by the
parallel currency ECO. The throw-away mentality, with all its associated disadvantages, such as the
littering of the oceans with plastic waste, is due to the fact that disposable packaging is produced very
cheaply and therefore has little economic value. The consequential costs, such as those of disposal or
the damage to marine life, are overlooked. The ECO finally gives this resource its real value, making
material-saving handling and recycling systems much more attractive.
What's it all gonna cost?!
That's a fair question. Critics fear that meeting the climate targets will hamper economic development.
Analyses put the economic costs of climate protection at 0.5 to 2% of the total global gross national
product. Surprisingly, hardly anyone asks what the effects of the global climate crisis will cost if we do
nothing. The massive restructuring of our fossil-fuelled infrastructure will provide a powerful economic
stimulus. And perhaps, by the way, bring about a climate policy economic miracle. This could certainly
be a pleasant side effect. After all, ambitious climate protection triggers investments and creates
numerous jobs.
Once on a cruise ship, do you sit cold all winter long?
The concept of the limiting resource currency is not about permanently restricting people or putting
them into existential hardship, but rather about a change in the way we deal with the limited resource
atmosphere, which will otherwise get us into hot water very quickly if we fail to make the switch to green
energies. A cruise ship leaves with the cheapest heavy fuel oil that can be bought, because we book the
trip with the provider who offers us the week Canary Islands for 800 euros or cheaper. The alternatives
to coal, oil and gas have existed for a long time. But until now, they were not financially competitive
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compared to fossil fuels, as only economical aspects were considered. The ecological aspect of the
accompanying environmental destruction has been wrongly ignored. That is why we now need this CO2
currency, so that economic production processes become more climate-friendly as a result of consumer
pressure, because ECO-friendly consumer goods and services are now in demand.
How will I be able to afford larger, long-term purchases such as a house or a car with the ECO?
With the ECO it is very similar to the salary account. Most people will not be able to pay directly for a car
and certainly not for real estate with their average monthly salary. There are credit institutions for this.
They will grant a loan with mostly monthly repayments + interest, provided that the creditworthiness
and feasibility are checked. Similarly, citizens can also apply for an ECO loan from the climate bank for
larger purchases. However, there is one decisive advantage: a loan from the climate bank is never
charged with interest. The special feature of the ECO resource currency system is, that in contrast to the
variable money supply of a country, that there must be no increase in the total quota issued by the
climate bank for a period. The ratio of ECO to the emission quota always remains tightly coupled. An
interest effect would destroy this basic principle.
Are there parallels to the Corona Pandemic in the global climate crisis?
In contrast to Corona, the issue of climate crises supposedly lacks direct feedback - a serious fallacy!
If people feel directly threatened - e.g. to be infected with SARS-CoV-2 tomorrow - then they are even
prepared to give up their flights, for example. But when something seems to be so far away - and the
poles just don't melt in our front gardens - then it is much easier to suppress it. That is exactly the point.
That's why we need a systemic approach to solve the problem that affects society as a whole. The
Corona crisis in particular has shown which epoch-making decisions we as a society are capable of. Let
us use this ability to overcome the global climate crisis. This pandemic teaches us that there is enough
money when we need to react quickly and consistently to serious crises. Even noticeable restrictions in
social life are suddenly feasible. This presents a unique opportunity to focus crisis and economic aid on
climate protection. However, if parts of the economic aid are used to promote "business as usual" in the
coal, oil and gas industries, we will not achieve the Paris climate targets. In a few years' time, we will then
see how the uncontrollable heatwave will affect human civilization more than the corona virus could
ever manage.
Is it possible to cheat on the ECO pricing? Who checks how much CO2 is produced?
The alternative climate concept works completely without expensive and bureaucratic test institutes and
is therefore very simple and unrivalled effective. The only regulation is at the bottleneck of the entire
consumption chain, namely the amount of ECO paid out to the private climate accounts of citizens. This
amount corresponds to the current remaining emissions budget and must therefore be reviewed on a
cyclical basis. It is important for understanding the concept that any "mining" of fossil primary energy
sources must be paid to the climate bank quantitatively with its ECO equivalent. The only state
monitoring takes place with regard to the quantities of coal, oil and gas produced. Their quantity is thus
dependent on only one factor, namely the amount of ECO paid by industry to the extraction companies,
which in turn has previously been collected from consumers. From now on, the individual players within
the value-added chain will calculate the ECO associated with their process as a CO2-equivalent,
completely autonomously.
There is no possibility of cheating on the pricing of the ECO due to the system and thus no possibility of
gaining a price advantage over the competition. The system of the resource currency ECO is explicitly
designed in such a way that misuse is virtually impossible.
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It is by no means possible for companies to make a profit with it. In order to rule out distortions of
competition, companies are not allowed to keep a climate account (as private individuals do). Companies
only have an ECO clearing account with the climate bank. Each link in the value-added chain must pay
the invoiced ECO to the previous instance and, in connection with the calculated expenses for its own
processes, pass these costs on to the downstream instance(s) in order to avoid making a loss. It works
very similar to the calculation of the sales price in Euro. Only the generation of an ECO profit is excluded,
because each instance would like to pass on the lowest possible attractive ECO costs to remain
competitive on the market. This, by the way, spurs the rapid conversion of production processes towards
"green" and thus reduces the use of fossil fuels.
Therefore, it makes no sense for a company to fraudulently set ECO artificially too high for its own
processes because this plus cannot be capitalized, just as private individuals can do by selling their
surplus ECO on the climate exchange. In addition, this would make their products less attractive on the
market than competing ECO products with lower prices.
Furthermore, it is also completely uninteresting, even impossible for companies to fraudulently
underprice ECO for their own processes. This is because every company must (be able to) pay the
upstream instances (receipt of raw materials, transport, ...) by means of the ECO it has collected itself.
The ECO is therefore not at all suitable for pocketing money. The charming thing about it is that the ECO
prices are calculated completely automatically within this cycle between consumers, trade, transport,
production, material extraction and mining through system-inherent self-interest free calculation. The
industry visualizes the realistic ECO prices as CO2-equivalent of our consumption. A distortion of the
prices upwards is counterproductive and therefore senseless. On the other hand, a downward distortion
is not possible at all, because although one wants to position oneself favorably on the market, all
expenditure must be covered 1:1 by income at the same time.
The most important objective, namely to reduce CO2-emissions below a permitted level, is therefore
absolutely fulfilled. And this very lean, fair and effective.
Methane: What about the steady increase in meat mass production. Isn't that where the particularly
climate-damaging methane is produced?
Correct! Large quantities of methane are released during meat production in particular. Very similar to
the billing of the consumption of fossil energy sources, the release of methane could be integrated
consistently into the system of the parallel currency ECO in a next step in the near future.
Deforestation/afforestation of forest areas:
It would also be conceivable to adapt resource consumption by the timber industry to the ECO. This is
because non-sustainable deforestation means that these forest areas are no longer available for CO2
absorption and the atmosphere is thus additionally polluted. Consequently, measures that are
accompanied by additional compensation requirements for the atmosphere should also be taken into
account. Just as with the consumption of fossil resources, the ECO price would be passed on through the
wood industry along the entire value chain to the end consumer. Conversely, the reforestation of
additional forest areas, for example, would relieve the atmosphere. Thus, ECO can be "earned" by such
measures that remove CO2 from the atmosphere and lead to a quantitative expansion of the resource
currency. Conversely, ECO could be "earned" and lead to a quantitative expansion of the resource
currency. This is because additionally afforested forest areas withdraw CO2 from the atmosphere and
thus reduce the burden on the atmosphere.
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Is the concept of a resource currency protected against fraud or manipulation by a parallel economy?
A very legitimate question! The parallel currency ECO is extremely safe from manipulation. In contrast
to offences such as tax evasion or illegal employment, the great advantage of this resource currency is
that it circulates within a closed loop system. If someone wanted to purchase a product or service
without paying the associated ECO, the cycle would be broken. The consequence would be that the
retailer or any other upstream entity would not collect any ECO, but would need it to pay for its own CO2
costs. In this respect, all links in the value chain, except the end consumer, have an interest in the CO2
currency circulation. Because, unlike us consumers, they only have a clearing account and are not
allowed to trade ECO. Which means that they can neither buy nor sell them. Without the ECO they take,
they would have a deficit in their clearing account. Every link in the chain has to pay the CO2 costs of the
previous instances from its own clearing account. These costs can only be covered by the payment of
the (end) customers, who in turn receive the parallel currency monthly from the Climate Bank. (see figure
Consumption Resource Chain).
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But the ECO thing, that's not possible at all!
I would like to quote an author I do not know:
"Everyone said that it is not possible at all.
… someone came along who didn't know that and just did it."
Amazing that hardly anyone asks what the consequences of not acting would be!

tbc
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