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Ethanol Fuels: Energy Balance, Economics,
and Environmental Impacts are Negative

David Pimentel!

INTRODUCTION
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Several studies suggest that the $1.4 billion in government subsidies are encouraging the
ethanol program without substantial benefits to the U.S. economy. Large ethanol industries
and a few U.S. government agencies, such as the USDA, support the production of ethanol.
Corn-farmers receive minimal profits. In the U.S. ethanol system, considerably more energy,
including high-grade fossil fuel, is required to produce ethanol than is available in the energy-
ethanol output. Specifically about 29% more energy is used to produce a gallon of ethanol
than the energy in a gallon of ethanol. Fossil energy powers corn production and the fermenta-
tion/distillation processes. Increasing subsidized ethanol production will take more feed from
livestock production, and is estimated to currently cost consumers an additional $1 billion per
year. Ethanol production increases environmental degradation. Corn production causes more
total soil erosion than any other crop. Also, corn production uses more insecticides, herbi-
cides, and nitrogen fertilizers than any other crop. All these factors degrade the agricultural
and natural environment and contribute to water pollution and air pollution. Increasing the
cost of food and diverting human food resources to the costly inefficient production of ethanol
fuel raise major ethical questions. These occur at a time when more than half of the world’s
population is malnourished. The ethical priority for corn and other food crops should be for
food and feed. Subsidized ethanol produced from U.S. corn is not a renewable energy source.
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A few government agencies, such as the
USDA (Shapouri, Duffuld, and Wang, 2002), sup-
port ethanol production. Some industries, includ-
ing Archer, Daniels, Midland (EV World, 2002),
are making huge profits from ethanol production,
which is subsidized by federal and state govern-
ments. Some politicians have the mistaken belief that
ethanol production provides large benefits for farm-
ers, whereas in fact the farmer profits are minimal. In
contrast, numerous scientific studies have concluded
that ethanol production does not provide a net en-
ergy balance, is not a renewable energy source, is not
an economical fuel, and its production and use con-
tributes to air pollution and global warming (Sparks
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1997; Pimentel, 1998; NPRA, 2002; Croysdale, 2001;
Pimentel, 2001; Fuel’s Gold, 2002; CalGasoline, 2002;
Lieberman, 2002; Hodge, 2002). Growing the large
amounts of corn necessary for ethanol production
occupies cropland suitable for food production and
causes diverse environmental degradation problems
(Pimentel, 1991; Pimentel and Pimentel, 1996).
Conclusions drawn concerning the benefits of
ethanol production are incomplete or misleading
when only some of the total energy inputs in the
ethanol system are included in the assessment. The
objective of this analysis is to update and assess
all the recognized inputs that operate in the entire
ethanol production system. These inputs include the
direct costs in terms of energy and dollars for pro-
ducing the corn feedstock as well as for the fer-
mentation/distillation process. Additional costs to the
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consumer include federal and state subsidies, plus
costs associated with environmental pollution and/or
degradation that occur during the entire production
system. Ethanol production in the United States does
not benefit the nation’s energy security, its agriculture,
the economy, the environment, as well as government
and consumer expenditures. Also, ethical questions
are related to diverting land and precious food into
fuel and actually adding a net amount of pollution to
the environment.

ENERGY BALANCE

The conversion of corn and other food/feed crops
into ethanol by fermentation is a well-known and es-
tablished technology. The ethanol yield from a large
plant is about 2.5 gallons of ethanol from a bushel of
corn (56 pounds or 25.5 kg) (2.7 kg per liter of ethanol)
(Pimentel, 2001). Thus, a hectare (2.47 acres =1
hectare) of corn yielding 8,590 kg could be converted
into about 842 gallons of ethanol.

The production of corn in the United States
requires a significant energy and dollar investment
(Table 1). For example, to produce 8,590 kg/ha of corn
using average production technology requires the ex-
penditure of about 33.9 million BTU for the large
number of inputs listed in Table 1 (about 293 gallons
of gasoline equivalents/ha or 40,221 BTU/gallon of
ethanol). This costs about $580/ha for the 8,590 kg or
approximately 6.8¢/kg of corn produced. Thus, for a
gallon of ethanol, an energy equivalent of only 66%
per gallon of gasoline, the corn feedstock alone costs
69¢ (Table 2).

Full irrigation (when there is little or no rainfall)
requires about 100 cm of water per growing season.
Only approximately 15% of U.S. corn production cur-
rently is irrigated (USDA, 1997). Of course not all of
this requires full irrigation, so a mean value was used.
The mean irrigation for all land growing corn grain is
8.1 cm per ha during the growing season. As a mean
value, water is pumped from a depth of 100 m (USDA,
1997b). On this basis, the mean energy input associ-
ated with irrigation is 3.8 million BTU per hectare
(Table 1).

The average costs in terms of energy and dollars
for a large (65 to 75 million gallons/year), modern
ethanol plant are listed in Table 2. Note the largest
energy inputs are for corn feedstock and for the fuel
energy used in the fermentation/distillation process.
The total energy input to produce a gallon of ethanol
is 99,119 BTU (Table 2). However, a gallon of ethanol
has an energy value of only 77,000 BTU. Thus, there is
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Table 1. Energy Inputs and Costs of Corn Production Per Hectare
in the United States

Inputs Quantity BTU x 1000 Costs
Labor 6.2 hrs 1,000/ $62.00"
Machinery 55 kg* 5,656" 103.21"
Diesel 90 L? 3,600¢ 23.40"
Gasoline 56 L° 2.212¢ 14.60¢
Nitrogen 148 kg¢ 10,952 81.40¢
Phosphorus 53 kg¢ 8768 12721
Potassium 57 kg* 7448 17.67
Lime 699 kg 880°¢ 14.00"
Seeds 21 kg* 2,080¢ 74.00¢
Irrigation 8.1 cm* 3,764" 81.00%
Herbicides 2.1 kg 840° 21.007
Insecticides 0.15 kg 60¢ 6.00!
Electricity 13.2 kWh? 136°¢ 2.38F
Transportation 222 kg 1,072¢ 66.60°
TOTAL 33,872 $579.98
8,590 kg yield” 123,696

BTU input: output =1:3.65

“Pimentel and Pimentel (1996).

bUSDA (1991).

¢USDA (1997a).

4Goods transported include machinery, fuels, and seeds that were
shipped an estimated 1,000 km.

¢Pimentel (1980).

1t is assumed that a person works 2,000 hrs per year and utilizes
an average of 8,100 liters of oil equivalents per year.

8FAO (1999).

1t is assumed that farm labor is paid $10 per hour.

iSoil Fertility Guide (2002).

ITt is assumed that herbicide prices are $10 per kg.

kPrice of electricity is 7¢ per kWh (USBC, 2001).

ITt is assumed that insecticide prices are $40 per kg.

"Hoffman, Warnock, and Hinman (1994).

" Assumed to be 2 ¢ per kg (Clary and Haby, 2002).

“Transport was estimated to cost 30¢ per kg.

PUSDA (2001).

INASS (1999).

"Batty and Keller (1980).

*USDA (1997b).

"Diesel and gasoline assumed to cost 26.5 ¢ per liter.

“Irrigation for 100 cm of water per hectare costs $1,000 (Larsen,
Thompson, and Harn, 2002).

v An average of energy inputs for production, packaging, and ship-
ping per kilogram of nitrogen fertilizer from FAO (1999), Dufty
(2001), and Fertilizer (2002).

"Hulsbergen and others (2001).

anet energy loss of 22, 119 BTU per gallon of ethanol
produced. Put another way, about 29% more energy
isrequired to produce a gallon of ethanol than the en-
ergy that actually is in the gallon of ethanol produced
(Table 2). Not included in this analysis was the distri-
bution energy to transport the ethanol. DOE (2002)
estimates this to be 8¢/gallon or approximately more
than 5,000 BTU/gallon of ethanol.
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Table 2. Inputs Per Gallon of 95% Ethanol Produced from Corn*

Inputs kg BTU Dollars
Corn 10.2° 40221°  $0.69°
Transport of corn 10.2° 4,727¢ 0.224
Water 601¢ 1,353" 0.08¢
Stainless steel 0.023¢ 1,348¢ 0.044
Steel 0.045¢ 2,106° 0.044
Cement 0.12¢ 909°  0.04¢
Coal 1.40/ 39,076/ 0.088
Electricity 091 kWh/ 9379/ 0.068
Pollution control costs — — 0.234
TOTAL 99,119  $1.48

“Outputs: 1 gallon of ethanol =77,000 BTU

bTable 1.

¢Estimated (90 mile roundtrip).

4Pimentel and others (1988).

¢Slesser and Lewis (1979).

fLarry Johnson (personal communication, Delta-T, 2001).
8USBC (2001).

"Pimentel and others (1997).

In the fermentation/distillation process, the corn
is finely ground and approximately 13 gallons of wa-
ter are added per 10.2 kg of ground corn. After fer-
mentation, to obtain a gallon of 95% pure ethanol
from the 8% ethanol and 92% water mixture, the
ethanol must come from the approximately 13 gal-
lon ethanol/water mixture. A total of about 12 gal-
lons of waste water must be removed per gallon of
ethanol produced. Although ethanol boils at about
78°C in contrast to water at 100°C, the ethanol is not
extracted from the water in one distillation process.
Instead, about 3 distillations are required to obtain the
95% pure ethanol (Wereko-Brobby and Hagan, 1996;
S. Lamberson, pers. comm., Cornell University, 2000).
To be mixed with gasoline, the 95% ethanol must be
processed further and more water removed requir-
ing additional fossil energy inputs to achieve 99.8%
pure ethanol. The entire distillation accounts for the
large quantities of fossil energy that are required in
the fermentation/distillation process (Table 2). Note,
in this analysis all the added energy inputs for fermen-
tation/distillation process are totalled, including the
apportioned energy costs of the stainless steel tanks
and other industrial materials (Table 2).

About 50% of the cost of producing ethanol
($1.48/gallon) in a large-production plant is for the
corn feedstock itself (69¢/gallon) (Table 2). The next
largest input is for transportation of the corn feed-
stock (Table 2).

Based on current ethanol production technol-
ogy and recent oil prices, ethanol costs substantially

more to produce in dollars than it is worth on the
market. Clearly, without the more than $1.4 billion
of government subsidy each year, U.S. ethanol pro-
duction would be reduced or cease, confirming the
basic fact that ethanol production is uneconomical
(National Center for Policy Analysis, 2002). Federal
subsidies average about 60¢/gallon and state subsi-
dies average 20¢/gallon (Pimentel, 1998). Because the
relatively low energy content of ethanol, 1.5 gallon
of ethanol have the energy equivalent of 1 gallon of
gasoline. Thus, the cost of producing an equivalent
amount of ethanol to equal a gallon of gasoline is
$2.24, whereas the current cost of producing gasoline
is about 63¢/gallon (USBC, 2001).

Federal and state subsidies for ethanol produc-
tion total more than $1.4 billion/year and are paid
mainly to large corporations (EV World, 2002). To
date, a conservative calculation suggests that corn
farmers are receiving optimistically only an added
2¢ per bushel for their corn or about $2.80 per
acre because of the corn ethanol production sys-
tem (Pimentel, unpubl. data). Some politicians have
the mistaken belief that ethanol production provides
large benefits for farmers, while in fact the farmer
profits are minimal. However, several industries, such
as Archer, Daniels, Midland, are making huge profits
from ethanol production (EV World, 2002). The costs
to the consumer are greater than the $1.4 billion/year
used to subsidize ethanol production because produc-
ing the required corn feedstock increases corn prices.
One estimate is that ethanol production is adding
more than $1 billion to the cost of beef production
(National Center for Policy Analysis, 2002). Because
about 70% of the corn grain is fed to U.S. livestock
(USDA, 2001), doubling or tripling ethanol produc-
tion can be expected to increase corn prices further for
beef production and ultimately increase costs for the
consumer. Therefore, in addition to paying tax dollars
for ethanol subsidies, consumers are expected to pay
significantly higher food prices in the market place.

Currently about 1.7 billion gallons of ethanol
(1.1 billion gallons of gasoline equivalents) are being
produced in the United States each year (Shapouri,
Duffuld, and Wang, 2002). This amount of ethanol
provides only about 0.9% of the gasoline utilized by
U.S. automobiles each year. To produce the 1.7 bil-
lion gallons of gasoline equivalents (only 0.8 % of total
gasoline) using ethanol we must use about 2.2 million
ha of land; if we produced 10% of U.S. gasoline, the
land requirement would be 22 million ha. Moreover,
significant quantities of energy are needed to sow, fer-
tilize, and harvest the corn feedstock.
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In part, the energy and dollar costs of producing
ethanol can be offset partially by the by-products pro-
duced, such as the dry distillers grains (DDG) made
from dry-milling. From about 10 kg of corn feedstock,
about 3.3 kg of DDG can be harvested that has 27%
protein (Stanton, 1999). This DDG has value for feed-
ing cattle that are ruminants, but has only limited
value for feeding hogs and chickens. The DDG gen-
erally is used as a substitute for soybean feed that
has 49% protein (Stanton, 1999). Soybean produc-
tion for livestock production is more energy efficient
than corn production because little or no nitrogen
fertilizer is needed for the production of this legume
(Pimentel and others, 2002). Only 2.1 kg of 49% soy-
bean protein is required to provide the equivalent of
3.3 kg of DDG. Thus, the credit fossil energy per gal-
lon of ethanol produced is about 6,728 BTU (Pimentel
and others, 2002). Factoring this credit in the produc-
tion of ethanol reduces the negative energy balance
for ethanol production from 29% to 20% (Table 2).
Note, the resulting energy output/input comparison
remains negative even with the credits for the DDG
by-product.

Although the by-products provide a few bene-
fits, when considering the advisability of producing
ethanol for automobiles, the amount of cropland re-
quired to grow sufficient corn to fuel each automobile
should be understood. To make ethanol production
seem positive, I use the Shapouri, Duffield, and Wang
(2002) suggestion that all natural gas and electricity
inputs be ignored and only gasoline and diesel fuel in-
puts be assessed. Then, using Shapouri, Duffield, and
Wang’s input/output data, this results in an output of
775 gallons of ethanol per hectare. The lower energy
content of ethanol means that this has the same energy
as 512 gallons of gasoline. An average U.S. automo-
bile travels about 20,000 miles/yr and uses about 1,000
gallons of gasoline per year (USBC, 2001). To replace
only a third of this with ethanol, 0.6 ha of corn must
be grown—0.6 ha of cropland currently is required
to feed each American. Therefore to feed one auto-
mobile with ethanol, using Shapouri, Duffield, and
Wang’s optimistic data, in order to substitute for a
third of the gasoline used per automobile, Americans
would require as much cropland as they need to feed
themselves!

Until recently, Brazil had been the largest pro-
ducer of ethanol in the world. Brazil used sugarcane
to produce ethanol and sugarcane is a more efficient
feedstock for ethanol than corn grain (Pimentel and
Pimentel, 1996). However, the energy balance was
negative and the Brazilian government subsidized the
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ethanol industry. There the government was selling
ethanol to the public for 83¢ per gallon that was
costing them $1.25 per gallon to produce for sale
(Pimentel and others, 1988). Because of serious eco-
nomic problems in Brazil, the government has aban-
doned subsidizing ethanol (Spirits Low, 1999; Coelho
and others, 2002), and without the subsidy, ethanol
production is no longer economically feasible for the
producers.

ENVIRONMMENTAL IMPACTS

Some of the economic and energy contributions
of the by-products mentioned earlier are negated
by the environmental pollution costs associated with
ethanol production. These are estimated to be more
than 23¢ per gallon (Table 2). U.S. corn production
causes more total soil erosion that any other U.S. crop
(Pimentel and others, 1995; Pimentel, 2002). In addi-
tion, corn production uses more herbicides and in-
secticides than any other crop produced in the U.S.
thereby causing more water pollution than any other
crop (Pimentel and others, 1993). Further, corn pro-
duction uses more nitrogen fertilizer than any crop
produced and therefore is a major contributor to
ground water and river water pollution (NAS, 2002).
In some Western irrigated corn acreage, ground water
is being mined 25% faster than the natural recharge
of its aquifer (Pimentel and others, 1997).

All these factors suggest that the environmental
system in which U.S. corn is being produced is being
rapidly degraded. Further, it substantiates the con-
clusion that the U.S. corn production system is not
environmentally sustainable for the future, unless ma-
jor changes are made in the cultivation of this major
food/feed crop. Corn is raw material for ethanol pro-
duction, but cannot be considered to provide a renew-
able energy source.

Major air and water pollution problems also are
associated with the production of ethanol in the chem-
ical plant. EPA (2002) has issued warnings to ethanol
plants to reduce their air pollution emissions or be
shut down. Another pollution problem is the large
amounts of waste water that each plant produces. As
mentioned, for each gallon of ethanol produced us-
ing corn, about 12 gallons of waste water are pro-
duced. This waste water has a biological oxygen de-
mand (BOD) of 18,000 to 37,000 mg/liter depending
of the type of plant (Kuby, Merkoja, and Nackford,
1984). The cost of processing this sewage in terms of
energy or dollars was not included in the cost of pro-
ducing ethanol. If added, it would increase the ethanol
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production costs by 6¢ per gallon (Pimentel and
others, 1988).

Ethanol contributes to air pollution problems
when burned in automobiles (Youngquist, 1997;
Hodge, 2002). In addition, the fossil fuels expended
for corn production and later in the ethanol plants
amount to expenditures of 99,119 BTU of fossil en-
ergy per gallon of ethanol produced (Table 2). The
consumption of the fossil fuels release significant
quantities of pollutants to the atmosphere. Further-
more, carbon dioxide emissions released from burn-
ing these fossil fuels contribute to global warming
and are a serious concern (Schneider, Rosencranz,
and Niles, 2002). When all the air pollutants asso-
ciated with the entire ethanol system are measured,
ethanol production contributes to the U.S. air pollu-
tion problem (Youngquist, 1997). Overall, if air pol-
lution problems were controlled and included in the
production costs, then ethanol production costs in
terms of energy and economics would be significantly
increased.

ETHANOL PRODUCTION—POSITIVE
OR NEGATIVE?

The interesting recent USDA report concerning
ethanol production as referred to (Shapouri, Duffield,
and Wang, 2002), presents a more optimistic perspec-
tive than the one detailed in the analysis contained
in this paper. Unfortunately, some major energy in-
puts in corn production were either out-of-date or
omitted. Information on corn input production data
were from 1991, and production data covered only
nine states instead of all 50 states. The increased en-
ergy required to produce hybrid corn, which now
is planted exclusively in the United States, was not
included.

Energy input assumed for nitrogen fertilizer was
about half of the usual production costs. In addition,
energy inputs required for construction and mainte-
nance of the farm machinery were not included. The
USDA analysis limits irrigation use to only nine states
and does not include any energy for the irrigation
equipment. These nine states have limited irrigation
compared with the inputs from all 50 states.

The USDA assigns a high credit of 19% for the
coproduct DDG thatis used to feed cattle. However, if
the DDG s used as asoybean substitute, then logically
credit should be based on soybean feed. When this is
done, the credit in DDG is calculated to be only 9%,
not 19%.

Last but not the least, the USDA does not ac-
knowledge the costs of the many environmental im-
pacts that result in ethanol production. These include,
serious soil erosion, heavy insecticide and herbicide
use, and the use of enormous quantities of nitrogen
fertilizer. All of these cause serious pollution in the
United States (NSA, 2002); plus, ethanol production
contributes to the global warming problem.

Based on the optimistic use of data, the USDA re-
port states that the total inputs amount to 75% of the
ethanol output (Shapouri, Duffield, and Wang, 2002).
Also, the authors point out that gasoline, diesel and
fuel oil constitute only a part of the total inputs that
also include large amounts of natural gas and electric-
ity. However, on the same basis of Shapouri, Duffield,
and Wang’s analysis, Ferguson (2003) demonstrates
that it is impossible to justify ethanol production
even on the terms of gain in liquid ethanol; he shows
that in order to satisfy transport demands of just one
year of U.S. population growth, would require 5 mil-
lion hectares (50,000 km?) devoted to corn-ethanol
crops. Moreover, to supply this one year of popula-
tion growth, for a period of 70 years (a lifetime) en-
vironmental pollutants would amount to 52,000 tons
of insecticides, 735,000 tons of herbicides, plus a total
of 93 million tons of fertilizers (nitrogen, phospho-
rus, and potassium). It also would cause the loss of
5 cms of soil (averaged for conventional and no-till
corn).

FOOD VERSUS FUEL ISSUES

Using corn, a human food resource, for ethanol
production, raises major ethical and moral issues. To-
day, malnourished (calories, protein, vitamins, iron,
and iodine) people in the world number about
3 billion (WHO, 2000). This is the largest number of
malnourished people and proportion ever reported
in history. The expanding world population that now
number 6.2 billion complicates the food security prob-
lem (PRB, 2001). More than a quarter million people
are added each day to the world population, and each
of these human beings requires adequate food.

Malnourished people are highly susceptible to
various serious diseases, this is reflected in the rapid
rise in number of seriously infected people in the
world as reported by the World Health Organization
(Pimentel and others, 1999; Kim, 2002).

The current food shortages throughout the world
call attention to the importance of continuing U.S. ex-
ports of corn and other grains for human food. Cereal
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grains make up 80% to 90% of the food of people
worldwide. During the past 10 years, U.S. corn and
other grain exports have nearly tripled, increasing
U.S. export trade by about $3 billion per year (USBC,
2001). Not only does corn exports strengthen the U.S.
trade balance, but more importantly they are helping
to feed people who need food for survival.

Concerning the U.S. balance of payments, the
U.S. is importing more than 60% of its oil at a cost
of more than $75 billion per year (USBC, 2001). Oil
imports are the largest deficit payments incurred by
the United States (USBC, 2001). Ethanol produc-
tion requires large fossil energy inputs, therefore it
is contributing to oil and natural gas imports and U.S.
deficits (USBC, 2001).

Atpresent, world agricultural land based on calo-
ries supplies more than 99.7% of all world food,
whereas aquatic ecosystems supply less than 0.3%
(FAO, 1998). Already worldwide, during the last
decade per capita available cropland decreased 20%,
irrigation 12%, and fertilizers 20% (Brown, 1997).
Expanding ethanol production could entail divert-
ing valuable cropland from producing corn needed to
feed people to producing corn for ethanol factories.
This creates serious practical as well as ethical prob-
lems. Thus, the practical aspects, as well as the moral
and ethical issues, should be seriously considered be-
fore steps are taken to convert corn into ethanol for
automobiles.

CONCLUSIONS

The forgoing analysis, for which all major en-
ergy inputs required in ethanol production were as-
sessed, confirms that ethanol production produces a
29% negative energy balance. Ethanol is not a net
additional energy source, is an uneconomical fuel,
and its overall production system causes serious envi-
ronmental degradation. This analysis agrees with the
findings of the U.S. Department of Energy (ERAB,
1980, 1981), Sparks Commodities (1990), Giampietro,
Ulgiati, and Pimentel (1997), Pimentel (2001), and
Hodge (2002).

At present, the total cost to produce a gallon of
ethanol from corn is $2.24. Using the by-products pro-
duced in ethanol production may reduce the cost to
about $1.79. But then, adding on an estimated 36¢ to
cover some of the pollution brings the cost up to $2.15
per gallon of gasoline equivalent.

Certainly, in terms of economics ethanol would
not be produced without the high federal and state

Pimentel

subsidies which average about 80¢ per gallon. Dou-
bling or tripling the amount of ethanol produced
would increase the cost to tax payers two to four times
the current $1.4 billion in current subsidies each year.
With current budget deficits, is this increasing ethanol
production a sound policy?

The real costs to the consumer, however, are con-
siderably greater than the $1.4 billion in subsidies
(federal and state) and would involve large environ-
mental costs. Not only do subsidies increase taxes, but
result in high corn prices that translate into higher
meat, milk, and egg prices for the consumer, without
any actual energy or environmental benefits.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I thank the following scientists for reviewing ear-
lier drafts of the manuscript and for their many helpful
suggestions: A. Ferguson, Senior Researcher, Opti-
mum Population Trust, Manchester, UK.; P. Weisz,
Chemical Engineering, Pennsvlvania State Univer-
sity; W. Youngquist, Consulting Geologist, Eugene,
Oregon; P. Harriot, Chemical Engineering, Cornell
University; and M. Pimentel, Division of Nutritional
Sciences, Cornell University.

REFERENCES

Batty, J. C., and Keller, J., 1980, Energy requirements for irriga-
tion, in Pimentel, D., ed., Handbook of Energy Utilization in
Agriculture: CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, p. 35-44.

Brown, L. R., 1997, The Agricultural Link: How Environmental
Deterioration Could Disrupt Economic Progress: Worldwatch
Institute, Washington, DC, 73 p.

CalGasoline., 2002, Ethanol Is Not a Suitable Replacement for
MTBE: CalGasoline.com. (9/17/2002).

Citizens for Tax Justice, 1997, More Corporate Giveaways High on
Congressional Agenda: Citizens for Tax Justice. July 22, 1997.
http://www.ctj.org/html/cgives97.htm. (9/17/2002).

Clary, G. M., and Haby, V. A.,2002, Potential for Profits from Alfalfa
in East Texas: http://ruralbusiness.tamu.edu/forage.alfcop.pdf.
(9/2/2002).

Coelho, S. T, Bolognini, M. F, Silva, O. C,, Paletta, C. E. M., 2002,
Biofuels in Brazil: The Current Situation: CENBIO—The Na-
tional Reference Center on Biomass. http://www.cenbio.org.
br/doc_port3.html. (11/12/2001).

Croysdale, D., 2001, Belatedly, DNR Concedes Our Air is
Clean: The Daily Reporter. November 6, 2001. http://www.
dailyreporter.com/editorials/eds/nov07/asall-7.shtml. (9/17/
2002).

DOE, 2002, Transport costs of ethanol total 8¢ per gallon:
U.S. Department of Energy, Washington, D. C. http://www/
eia.doe.gov/oiaf/servicerpt/fuel/pdf/question3.pdf (10/8/2002).

Duffy, M., 2001, Prices on the Rise: How will Higher Energy
Costs Impact Farmers?: http://www.ag.iastate.edu/centers/
leaopold.newsletter/2001—1 leoletter/energy.html. (9/3/2002).



Ethanol Fuels: Energy Balance, Economics, and Environmental Impacts are Negative 133

EPA, 2002, More Pollution Than They Said: Ethanol Plants Said
Releasing Toxins: New York Times. May 3, 2002.

ERAB, 1980, Gasohol: Energy Research Advisory Board, U.S. De-
partment of Energy. Washington, DC, 34 p.

ERAB, 1981, Biomass Energy: Energy Research Advisory Board,
U.S. Department of Energy. Washington, DC, 111 p.

EV World, 2002, Republican Charges Price Fixing: EV World,
People & Technology. Reuters, April 24, 2002. http://www.
evworld.com/databases/shownews.cfm?pageid = news240402-
07. (10/8/2002).

FAO, 1998, Food Balance Sheet: http:/armanncorn:98ivysub@
faostat.fao.org/lim...ap.pl? (10/10/1998)

FAO, 1999, Agricultural Statistics: http://apps.fao.org/cgi-bin/nph-
db.pl?subset-agriculture_Food and Agriculture Organization,
UN. (11/22/1999)

Ferguson, A., 2003, Implications of the USDA 2002 update
on ethanol from corn: The Optimum Population Trust,
Manchester, UK., in press.

Fertilizer.,, 2002, Fertilizer Use and Abuse: Land Use and
Environmental Change in the Thompson-Okanagan. http:/
royal.okanagan.bc.ca/mpidwin/agriculture/fertilizer.html.(9/3/
2002).

Fuel’s Gold., 2002, Fuel’s Gold: ADM’s Million-Dollar Soft
Money Donations Help the Ethanol Tax Break Survive:
http://www.commoncause.org/publications/fuelsgold_toc.htm.
(9/18/2002).

Giampietro, M., Ulgiati, S., and Pimentel, D., 1997, Feasibility of
large-scale biofuel production: BioScience, v. 47, no. 9, p. 587-
600.

Hodge, C.,2002, Ethanol use in US gasoline should be banned, not
expanded: Oil & Gas Journal, v. 100, no. 37, p. 20-30.

Hoffman, T. R., Warnock, W. D., and Hinman, H. R., 1994, Crop En-
terprise Budgets, Timonthy-Legume and Alfalfa Hay, Sudan
Grass, Sweet Corn and Spring Wheat under Rill Irrigation,
Kittitas County, Washington: Farm Business Reports EB 1173,
Pullman, Washington State Univ., 97 p.

Hulsbergen, K. J., Feil, B., Bierman, S., Rathke, G. W., Kalk, W.
D., and Diepenbrock, W., 2001, A method of energy balancing
in crop production and its application in a long-term fertil-
izer trial: Agri., Ecosystems and Environ., v. 86, no. 4, p. 303—
321.

Kim, Y.,2002, World exotic diseases, in Pimentel, D., ed., Biological
Invasions: Economic and Environmental Costs of Alien Plant,
Animal, and Microbe Species: CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL,
p. 331-354.

Kuby, W. R., Markoja, R., and Nackford, S., 1984, Testing and
Evaluation of On-Farm Alcohol Production Facilities: Acures
Corporation, Industrial Environmental Research Laboratory,
Office of Research and Development, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Cincinnati, OH. 100 p.

Larsen, K., Thompson, D., and Harn, A., 2002, Limited and Full
Irrigation Comparison for Corn and Grain Sorghum: http://
www.Colostate.edu/depts/prc/pubs/pl_pub.pdf. (9/2/2002).

Lieberman, B., 2002, The Ethanol Mistake: One Bad Mandate Re-
placed by Another: Competitive Enterprise Institute. http:/
www.nationalreview.com/comment/comment-lieberman(031
202.shtiml. (9/17/2002).

NAS, 2003, Frontiers in Agricultural Research: Food Health,
Environment Communities: National Academy of Sciences,
Washington, DC, 239 p.

NASS, 1999, National Agricultural Statistics Service. Internet:
http//usda.mannlib.cornell.edu. (8/30/2002).

National Center for Policy Analysis., 2002, Ethanol Subsidies:
Idea House. National Center for Policy Analysis. http:://
www.ncpa.org/pd/ag/ag6.html. (9/09/2002).

NPRA, 2002, NPRA Opposes Ethanol Mandate; Asks Congress
not to Hinder Efforts to Maintain Supply: National Petro-
chemical & Refiners Association, Washington, DC. http:/
npradc.org/press/6-14-00.html. (9/17/2002).

Pimentel, D., 1980, Handbook of Energy Utilization in Agriculture:
CRC press: Boca Raton, FL, 475 p.

Pimentel, D., 1991, Ethanol fuels: Energy security, economics, and
the environment: Jour. Agri. and Environ. Ethics v. 4, no. 1,
p. 1-13.

Pimentel, D., 1998, Energy and dollar costs of ethanol production
with corn: Hubbert Center Newsletter #98/2. M. King Hubbert
Center for Petroleum Supply Studies, Colorado School of
Mines, Golden, CO. 7 p.

Pimentel, D., 2001, The limitations of biomass energy, in Encyclo-
pedia on Physical Science and Technology: Academic Press,
San Diego. CA. p. 159-171.

Pimentel, D., 2002, Soil erosion: a major environmental threat.
manuscript.

Pimentel, D., and Pimentel, M., 1996, Food, Energy and Society:
Colorado Univ. Press, Boulder, CO, 363 p.

Pimentel, D., Bailey, O., Kim, P, Mullaney, E., Calabrese,
J., Walman, L., Nelson, F., and Yao, X. 1999, Will
the limits of the Earth’s resources control human pop-
ulations?: Environ., Develop., and Sust, v. 1, no. 1,
p- 19-39.

Pimentel, D., Doughty, R., Carothers, C., Lamberson, S., Bora, N.,
and Lee, K., 2002, Energy inputs in crop production: compari-
son of developed and developing countries, in Lal, R., Hansen,
D., Uphoff, N., and Slack, S., eds., Food Security & Environ-
mental Quality in the Developing World. CRC Press, Boca
Raton, FL, p. 129-151.

Pimentel, D., Harvey, C., Resosudarmo, P, Sinclair, K., Kurz, D.,
McNair, M., Crist, S., Sphritz, L., Fitton, L., Saffouri, R., and
Blair, R., 1995, Environmental and economic costs of soil
erosion and conservation benefits: Science v. 276, no. 5315,
p- 1117-1123.

Pimentel, D., Houser, J., Preiss, E., White, O., Fang, H., Mesnick,
L., Barsky, T., Tariche, S., Schreck, J., and Alpert, S., 1997,
Water resources: agriculture, the environment, and Society:
BioScience v. 47, no. 2, p. 97-106.

Pimentel, D., McLaughlin, L., Zepp, A., Kakitan, B., Kraus, T,
Kleinman, P,, Vancini, F., Roach, W. J., Graap, E., Keeton, W.
S., and Selig, G., 1993, Environmental and economic effects
of reducing pesticide use in agriculture: Agri. and Ecosystems
Environ., v. 46, no 1-4, p. 273-288.

Pimentel, D., Warneke, A. F, Teel, W. S., Schwab, K. A., Simcox,
N. J. Ebert, D. M., Baenisch, K. D., and Aaron, M. R., 1988,
Food versus biomass fuel: socioeconomic and environmental
impacts in the United States, Brazil, India, and Kenya: Adv. in
Food Res., v. 32, p. 185-238.

PRB., 2001, World Population Data Sheet: Population Reference
Bureau, Washington, DC, 2 p.

Schneider, S. H., Rosencranz, A., and Niles, J. O., 2002, Cli-
mate Change Policy Change: Island Press, Washington, DC.
402 p.

Shapouri, H., Duffield, J. A., and Wang, M., 2002, The Energy Bal-
ance of Corn Ethanol: An Update: USDA, Office of Energy
Policy and New Uses, Agricultural Economics. Report No. 813,
14 p.



134

Slesser, M., and Lewis, C., 1979, Biological Energy Resources:
Halsted, New York, 192 p.

Soil Fertility Guide, 2002, Soil Fertility Guide: http://www.gov.
mb.ca/agriculture/soilwater/soilfert/fbd02s09.html. (9/2/2002).

Sparks Commodities, 1990, Impacts of the Richardson Amend-
ment to H. R. 3030 on the U.S. Agricultural Sector: Sparks
Commodities, Inc., McLean, Va. Washington, DC Division,
3p.

Spirits Low, 1999, Spirits Low as Brazil Alcohol Car in Trouble
Anew: Reuters Limited, November 22, 1999.

Stanton, T. L., 1999, Feed Composition for Cattle and Sheep: Col-
orado State Univ., Cooperative Extension. Report No. 1.615,
7p.

USBC, 2001, Statistical Abstract of the United States 2001: U.S.
Bureau of the Census, US. Government Printing Office,
Washington, DC, 987 p.

Pimentel

USDA, 1991, Corn-State, Costs of Production: U.S. Department
of Agriculture, Economic Research Service, Economics and
Statistics System, Washington, DC, 133 p. Stock #94018.

USDA, 1997a,1997 Census of agriculture. U.S. Department of Agri-
culture. http://www.ncfap.org. (8/28/2002).

USDA, 1997b, Farm and Ranch Irrigation Survey, 1998: 1997
Census of Agriculture. v. 3, Special Studies, Part 1. 280 p.
USDA, 2001, Agricultural Statistics: U.S. Department of Agricul-

ture, Washington, DC. USDA. I—1—XV-34 p.

Wereko-Brobby, C., and Hagan, E. B., 1996, Biomass Conversion
and Technology: John Wiley & Sons, Chichester, 203 p.

WHO, 2000, Malnutrition Worldwide: http://www.who.int/nut/ mal-
nutrition_worldwide.htm (7/27/2000).

Youngquist, W., 1997, GeoDestinies: The Inevitable Control of
Earth Resources Over Nations and Individuals: National Book
Company, Portland, OR. 499 p.



