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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

       

A common Canadian response when asked whether there is a global climate problem is to 

declare that “we should do our part” to solve it. While typically generous-spirited, the 

attitude is dangerously naïve and uninformed. This paper explains why. 

 

There is now ample and broadly published evidence that the scientific claims of those who 

say humans are causing catastrophic global warming are wrong. 

 

• The sensitivity of the global climate to increasing concentrations of carbon dioxide 
is far less than assumed by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 

• The actual movement of average global temperatures over centuries, but especially 
over the last twenty years, bears no relationship to what the IPCC models predicted. 

• The most widely-publicized claims about future adverse climate effects are all being 
proved wrong (e.g. sea levels are rising at 8 inches per century; polar bear 
populations are thriving). 

• There have been no increases in extreme weather events, (e.g. hurricanes, floods 
and droughts) over the last century. 

 

These points are well documented in thousands of peer-reviewed articles and in the 

publications of the Non-Governmental International Panel on Climate Change. 

 

If Canadians were to “do their share” in reducing carbon dioxide emissions, what would 

that be a share of? In other words, what is the rest of the world doing? In fact, over the last 

25 years, global CO2 emissions from energy consumption grew by 40 per cent, and they 

continue to rise every year. Over the last decade, 165 of the 195 countries of the world 

increased their emissions. This is especially true in the developing countries of Asia and the 

Middle East. Nine of the ten largest country emitters are not on track to meet even the 

relatively modest emission reduction commitments they made at the United Nations 

COP21 conference in 2015. China and India alone are on a track to increase their emissions 

to perhaps 20 billion tonnes per year in 2030.  
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The poorer countries of the world are determined to increase their economic development 

and standards of living. To do this they need to gain access to the secure and plentiful 

energy services provided by fossil fuels that we in the more developed countries take for 

granted. They will not be deprived of this right because of the concerns of some about 

carbon dioxide emissions. 

 

The costs to Canada of present policies and programs to reduce emissions are already high, 

especially in terms of increased electricity rates in provinces that are forcing the 

introduction of high cost wind and solar energy generation and in Alberta and 

Saskatchewan where radicals have successfully blocked the construction of additional oil 

pipelines needed to deliver Canadian oil to export markets. The costs in terms of lost 

revenues, unemployment, and foregone investment are in the tens of billions of dollars per 

year. 

 

These costs will only rise far higher if, as now planned, carbon dioxide taxes continue to 

rise, and governments continue to increase the over 600 programs and regulations already 

in place to reduce emissions and halt development. This will affect every sector of the 

economy, not just oil and gas, but also mining, steel, petrochemicals, metal fabrication, auto 

and parts manufacturing and other emissions-intensive industries, as well as 

transportation, residential housing, and agriculture. Yet, Canada’s emissions are just 1.6% 

of the world’s total. 

 

One has to ask why Canadians think they bear responsibility to solve the world’s problems, 

when we lack the means to do so and the world does not want our “help” anyway. Why do 

so many share this tragic delusion?  

 

Canada’s current emissions policies and targets will inevitably impose immense costs on 

Canada’s economy and business, with negligible, if any, benefits in terms of changing global 

emissions. In short, the costs of present and future climate policies are extremely high, and 

the benefits are virtually nil. 
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THE TRAGIC DELUSION OF 

“DOING OUR SHARE” 
 

 

Image licensed from Shutterstock 

I often hear a generously-spirited person say, “If there is a global climate problem, we 

Canadians must do our share to solve it”. While such generosity is typically Canadian, in this 

case is represents a dangerously naïve and uninformed view.  

It is important to understand why.  

 

THE SCIENCE OF “GLOBAL WARMING”  

 

An important starting point, no doubt, is to refer to the immense body of evidence showing 

that the scientific claims of the those who claim humans are causing catastrophic 

global warming are wrong.  

 

 

 

 

 

 
Source: https://www.independent.co.uk/environment/greta-thunberg-climate-march-montreal-canada-justin-trudeau-a9123991.html 

 

https://www.independent.co.uk/environment/greta-thunberg-climate-march-montreal-canada-justin-trudeau-a9123991.html
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First, the sensitivity of the global climate to increasing concentrations of carbon dioxide is 

far less than assumed by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) in its 

models (computer simulations).1 2 

 

Second, the actual movement of average global temperatures over centuries, but especially 

over the last twenty years, bears no relationship to what the IPCC models predicted.3 

 

Third, the most widely-publicized claims about future adverse climate effects are all being 

proved wrong (e.g. sea levels are rising at 8 inches per century; polar bear populations are 

thriving); and there have been no increases in extreme weather events (e.g. hurricanes, 

floods or droughts) over the last century. 4 5 6 

 

These points are well documented in the reports of the Non-Governmental International 

Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC) and in the thousands of peer-reviewed studies upon 

which its work is based.  

 

The average person, of course, is not likely to read such studies or perhaps even to 

understand the scientific analysis if he or she did, so one must also appeal to logic of a more 

down-to-earth nature. How much will Canadian efforts to reduce emissions change 

emissions at the global level, and what will be the effects on Canada and Canadians of these 

efforts?  

 

 

 

 
1 https://www.thegwpf.org/content/uploads/2014/03/Oversensitive-download.pdf  
2 https://rclutz.wordpress.com/2019/09/14/global-warming-theory-and-the-tests-it-

fails/?fbclid=IwAR3INIFB2h8ZGKLvO9jKGsBbG8xwRD4fcZKB7ScYHh3sBI_Cz6Aeg0dJzUA  
3 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=I8hdE3eZ6vs&feature=youtu.be  
4 https://www.thegwpf.com/ignore-hysteria-no-evidence-that-climate-change-is-accelerating-sea-level-rise/ 
5 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8455KEDitpU&feature=youtu.be 
6 https://climatism.blog/2019/03/18/cognitive-bias-climate-change-alarmists-refuse-to-accept-the-science-that-

proves-extreme-weather-events-are-not-increasing/ 

 

https://www.thegwpf.org/content/uploads/2014/03/Oversensitive-download.pdf
https://rclutz.wordpress.com/2019/09/14/global-warming-theory-and-the-tests-it-fails/?fbclid=IwAR3INIFB2h8ZGKLvO9jKGsBbG8xwRD4fcZKB7ScYHh3sBI_Cz6Aeg0dJzUA
https://rclutz.wordpress.com/2019/09/14/global-warming-theory-and-the-tests-it-fails/?fbclid=IwAR3INIFB2h8ZGKLvO9jKGsBbG8xwRD4fcZKB7ScYHh3sBI_Cz6Aeg0dJzUA
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=I8hdE3eZ6vs&feature=youtu.be
https://www.thegwpf.com/ignore-hysteria-no-evidence-that-climate-change-is-accelerating-sea-level-rise/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8455KEDitpU&feature=youtu.be
https://climatism.blog/2019/03/18/cognitive-bias-climate-change-alarmists-refuse-to-accept-the-science-that-proves-extreme-weather-events-are-not-increasing/
https://climatism.blog/2019/03/18/cognitive-bias-climate-change-alarmists-refuse-to-accept-the-science-that-proves-extreme-weather-events-are-not-increasing/
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GLOBAL EMISSIONS 

 

Whether or not carbon dioxide emissions are adversely affecting the global climate, it is the 

world’s emissions that count, not those of any one country. In other words, if Canadians 

were to do their share, what would that be a share of? Are the countries of the world 

really reducing their emissions to “save the planet”? The short answer to this is “No”. 

According to the British Petroleum Statistical Review of World Energy 2019, the most 

authoritative source of data on energy-related carbon dioxide emissions: 

 

• Global carbon dioxide emissions grew by 40 per cent over the last 25 years; 
over the last ten years, they grew from 30 billion tonnes per year in 2008 to 34 
billion tonnes per year in 2018; 

• In 2018, global emissions grew by two per cent, twice as fast as the annual average 
growth in the previous decade; 

• From 2008 to 2018, 165 of the world’s 195 countries increased their 
emissions; 

• The fastest growth in emissions is occurring in Asia and the Middle East. The 
emissions of China and India alone increased almost 40 % over the period; and 

• The less developed countries (i.e. not members of the Organization for Economic 
Cooperation and Development, or OECD) account for 63% of total emissions, and 
that share is rising every year. 

 

Every authoritative source of analysis concerning global energy supply, demand and 

emissions projects steady growth in emissions in the period to 2040 and beyond – this 

includes the International Energy Agency, the U.S. Energy Information Administration, 

EXXON and British Petroleum. 

 

People may have heard and read about commitments of the United Nations to reduce 

emissions. The UN countries have been making, and breaking, such commitments since 

1992 – not one of the UN’s targets for emissions reduction has ever been met. The targets 

adopted by countries following the 21st Conference of the Parties in Paris in December 

2015 are political, not legal, and there are no penalties for not meeting them. Of the 
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(relatively modest) political commitments that countries made to reduce emissions 

by 2030, nine out of the 10 largest emitters are not on track to meet theirs.7  

 

 

China committed to “peak” its GHG emissions by 2030 and to progressively improve the 

energy intensity of its economy. Instead, the country has found itself scrambling to find 

ever more sources of energy to support its economic growth. Demand for energy has 

increased sharply, as much as 15% for natural gas over the past year. China’s “Belt and 

Road” (BRI) development initiative has focused on increasing energy supply through 

building pipelines, power facilities and ports in more than 70 countries, with a heavy 

emphasis on oil and natural gas, LNG and nuclear energy.  

 

Source: https://www.theguardian.com/cities/ng-interactive/2018/jul/30/what-china-belt-road-initiative-silk-road-explainer  

 

7 https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/PROMISES-VS-PERFORMANCE-Final.pdf 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/cities/ng-interactive/2018/jul/30/what-china-belt-road-initiative-silk-road-explainer
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/PROMISES-VS-PERFORMANCE-Final.pdf
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Coal remains the mainstay of China’s electricity generation system. China is already the 

world’s largest coal producer and consumer. According to Bloomberg and Wood 

Mackenzie, it plans to add more mines, perhaps as much as 400 million tons of 

capacity by 2020. In other countries, China is involved in 240 coal-fired power 

projects in 25 BRI countries with a total installed capacity of 251 GW. 

 

A recent analysis by Coalswarm concluded that 259 Gigawatts (GW) of coal-fired power 

generation capacity is now under development in China, roughly equivalent to the total 

present coal fleet of the United States. If completed, this would lead to a 25% increase in 

the Chinese coal fleet and exceed the 1100 GW coal cap in China’s present Five-Year-Plan. 

Also, in August 2018, the Chinese government sharply reduced subsidies for solar projects.  

 

According to Carbon Action Tracker analysis, China’s emissions will be between 14% and 

25% above 2015 levels by 2030. Whether it will stay below that “peak” thereafter remains 

to be seen. 

 

India’s actions often seem to diverge from official statements concerning what it will do. 

Today fossil fuel power plants (93% coal) provide more than 80% of India’s electric power 

production. From 2006 to 2017, India installed 152 GW of coal power capacity, 

second only to China. Its most recent National Energy Plan included more than 90 

GW of planned coal-fired power plant capacity.  

 

Climate Action Tracker projects that, under current policies, India’s emissions would rise to 

about 3300 Mt in 2020 and 4,500 Mt in 2030. While close to India’s COP21 commitment, it 

is a long, long way from the emissions reductions being asked of the rest of the world. 

Whether this will happen depends on India’s rates of economic and population growth. By 

2028, India is projected to overtake China as the largest country in terms of population and 

reach 1.5 billion by 2030. 

 

Based on present trends, the combined emissions of China and India will be somewhere 

between 18 billion and 20 billion tonnes by 2030. 
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So, the world is not reducing its emissions, and for good reasons. Eighty-four per cent of the 

world’s energy needs are now met by coal, oil and natural gas, the fossil fuels whose 

combustion causes CO2 emissions. “Emissions of carbon dioxide” is really an 

alternative way of saying “energy services that people need to live and grow their 

economies”. These services include the heat, light, cooking energy, fuels for transportation 

of people and goods, and the thousands of uses of electricity in the countries that are lucky 

enough to have electricity.  

 

 

Over one billion people do not have electricity or other modern energy services and must 

heat, cook and light their homes with wood, when they 

can find it, or dried animal dung. The effects of this on 

human health, especially the prevalence of respiratory 

diseases, are horrendous. Gaining access to oil and 

natural gas would allow them to travel more than 20 

miles in a lifetime, move their agricultural goods to 

markets, extend the hours to read after dark, and gain a 

glimpse of the benefits of modern lifestyles and health 

conditions. Do we really think they will deliberately 

forego those advances in order to reduce carbon dioxide 

emissions? Without modern energy sources and 

services, billions of people would starve, and the 

world’s economy would grind to a halt. 
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Renewable energy sources like wind and solar energy supply only four per cent to the 

world’s energy, even though heavily subsidized by governments for decades, because they 

are more expensive than the alternatives.8  

By the way, all the subsidies to wind and solar energy do not create jobs in Canada, but 

rather in other countries.9 

 

 

CANADA’S EMISSIONS AND EMISSIONS CUTS  

 

In this context, what role does and can Canada play?  Canada’s total carbon dioxide 

emissions were 716 million tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent in 2017, or 1.6 % of 

 

8 https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2018/03/22/examining-the-claim-that-renewable-energy-will-soon-replace-fossil-

fuels/?highlight=renewable%20energy%20 

  

9 https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/06/10/renewable-energy-jobs-for-other-countries/?highlight=renewable%20energy%20 

  

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2018/03/22/examining-the-claim-that-renewable-energy-will-soon-replace-fossil-fuels/?highlight=renewable%20energy%20
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2018/03/22/examining-the-claim-that-renewable-energy-will-soon-replace-fossil-fuels/?highlight=renewable%20energy%20
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/06/10/renewable-energy-jobs-for-other-countries/?highlight=renewable%20energy%20
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the global total. That’s less than half the growth in China’s emissions over the past 

decade. 

 

What is now being done to reduce emissions and what will be done in future that will affect 

Canadians lives so much? 

 

PAST AND PRESENT COSTS 

 

Provincial electricity policies are promoting the use of wind and solar energy by phasing 

out lower-cost coal-fired generation, providing above-market price rates to wind and solar, 

giving those sources “first-to-the-grid” rights, exempting them from normal environmental 

assessment and land use planning regulations, and giving tax breaks. The result, in 

Ontario alone, has been a near doubling of the charges for electricity generation, the 

building of significant over-capacity so that power must be exported at a loss (cost: 

$500 million per year), and among the highest electricity rates in North America. 

Studies by the Fraser Institute estimate that Ontario has lost 75,000 industrial jobs as a 

result. 10 

 

 

10 https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/The-Ontario-Electricity-Legacy-FINAL.pdf 

  

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/The-Ontario-Electricity-Legacy-FINAL.pdf
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The proponents of climate alarm have successfully used blockade tactics, regulatory 

actions by the government of British Columbia, and court challenges, along with regulatory 

and legislative action of the federal government, to force the cancellation of the Energy East 

Oil Pipeline and the Northern Gateway Oil Pipeline, and to delay by years the construction 

of the Trans Mountain Expansion oil pipeline and the Keystone XL Oil Pipeline. By thus 

hindering the access of Canadian oil producers to export markets, they have caused the 

discounting of Canadian crude oil in the United States. Federal and provincial taxes on 

carbon dioxide emissions have made things worse. The Royal Bank and the Fraser 

Institute estimate that the market constraints cost producers about $20 billion in 

2018. The proponents of catastrophism and alarm have also worked steadily to 

discourage capital investment in the western Canadian oil and natural gas industry. 

While there are no authoritative estimates of the capital lost to Canada as a result, 

one rough estimate is $60 billion so far. 

 

Alberta economic dashboard 2017 

The impact of this has worsened the effect of declining international crude oil and natural 

gas prices. From 2014 to 2019, 35,000 jobs were lost in Alberta’s mining, oil and gas 

industries. Since 2014, sectors that offered high wage jobs in Alberta saw about 

100,000 jobs disappear. The unemployment rate rose from 4.5% in late 2015 to 9.1 % in 
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November 2017, before falling to 6.4% in April 2018, where it has stayed since then. Most 

important for the future of the provincial economy, annual investment fell from a 

peak of $98 billion in 2014 to about $60 billion in 2016 and has stayed at that level, a 

nearly $40 billion per year average decline. The effect of this on Alberta businesses and 

families has been dire. If this continues and worsens, climate policies will harm all of 

Canada - Alberta’s energy sector contributed $71.5 billion to Canada’s Gross Domestic 

Product in 2018.  

 

There are over 300 federal government programs and regulations that seek to reduce 

carbon dioxide emissions, and the provinces and territories administer at least 300 more. 

There is no national inventory of these measures, and they are not coordinated, nor are 

their effects known. The effects of some, however, can be assessed because they duplicate 

U.S. regulations and the U.S. has published analysis of the effects there.  

 

Thus, we know that the current regulations governing the mandatory reductions in 

emissions intensity of light duty passenger vehicles have raised the costs of vehicle 

purchase and increased the injuries and fatalities from lower vehicle weights. Just the 

proposed capping of vehicle fuel economy standards at 43.7 miles per gallon in 2020, 

as intended in the United States (but not in Canada), will save up to 1000 lives lost 

annually in fatal vehicle crashes, cause a U.S. $2,340 reduction in the average 

ownership cost of new vehicles and save the U.S. economy $500 billion, according to 

the August 2018 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. Those savings will not happen in Canada. 

 

WHAT THE FUTURE COSTS MAY BE  

 

The costs to Canadians of future 

climate measures will depend on 

how far and how fast the federal 

and provincial governments seek to 

go in forcing the pace of emissions 

reductions. The present target is to 

reduce emissions to 512 million 

tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent 

by 2030, but various pressure 
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groups are seeking to sharply increase the emissions reductions and resulting costs. 

 

Carbon dioxide taxes will rise to $50 per tonne by 2022, and that is only the beginning. The 

Parliamentary Budget Office found that to meet the 2030 target, taxes would have to be 

raised to $102 per tonne. To meet the Green Party goal, they would have to rise to over 

$300 per tonne. To reach the so-called net zero emissions goal, they would have to rise far 

higher. A $50 per tonne tax would take $24 billion out of consumers’ pockets and give 

them to governments by 2022. A $100 per tonne tax would cause that figure to rise to 

somewhere between $70 billion and $80 billion per year by 2030. That is almost equal 

to adding another HST. 

 

The federal government has deflected criticism of the carbon dioxide tax by arguing that 

most of the revenue would be returned to taxpayers in rebates. This ignores the central fact 

about carbon dioxide taxes, which is that they are intended to make the use of fossil fuels 

far more expensive for consumers and industry. Businesses generally will not get 

substantial rebates, so the rebate system is a thinly disguised income redistribution system, 

not designed to stimulate the economy but to penalize energy intensive industries and 

provinces heavily reliant on fossil fuel industries for their income and growth. 

 

One element of the carbon dioxide pricing 

regime is output-based pricing systems 

for industry. These will entail a very high 

level of administrative discretion by 

Environment and Climate Change Canada 

as to which level of emissions intensity 

will be set as the baseline for each 

industry. For an individual company, 

where the baseline is set can mean the 

difference between staying in business 

and going broke.  

 

The most damaging effect of carbon 

dioxide pricing is on the international 

competitiveness of Canadian firms. Canada’s largest major trading partners are the United 

States and China. The United States federal government imposes no carbon taxes and the 
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Chinese regional taxes are set at about $2 per tonne, well below Canadian rates. Over time, 

these taxes will drive large amounts of investment out of Canada and lead to reduced 

activity and business losses, especially in resource and manufacturing industries. Less 

investment means fewer jobs, less income for the country, lower wages, and higher 

taxes. It means making everyone poorer. 

 

Map background: https://speckyboy.com/free-world-map-templates/ 

In many regions, the governments’ policies and programs will be aimed at reducing 

emissions from transportation. However, 97% of the energy use in transportation now 

comes from oil-based fuels. Consumption by light duty road vehicles (cars, SUVs and pickup 

trucks) represents only 12 per cent of emissions, or about 85 Mt per year. If you could 

somehow eliminate every one of those vehicles, that would take us only slightly over one 

third of the way to the existing 2030 target. Environmentalists and urban planners have for 

years been trying to persuade more people to use public transit. Even if one could achieve 

a stretch goal of doubling urban transit ridership (and, of course, build the 

additional transit systems to accommodate this), it would reduce Canadian 

emissions by only 2.4 Mt, or 0.3%.  

 

A major concern of young Canadians is the rising cost of housing. A key component of the 

federal government’s climate policy for residential housing is the plan to adopt a 

‘net-zero energy ready” model building code by 2030. The incremental costs of all 

provinces adopting such a code would be high, between $100,000 and $150,000 per house. 

Assuming that the cost of household energy use is between $2,000 and $4,000 per year, a 

Global avg. 
$8/t 

$2/t 

$0/t 

$30/t 

https://speckyboy.com/free-world-map-templates/
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net zero house would take 25 to 50 years to payback. No sensible homeowner would 

voluntarily make such an investment.  

 

Image licensed from Shutterstock  

Using the low end of the estimated additional cost of a net-zero house of $100,000 per unit 

and the estimate of 200,000 average new home sales per year, moving to mandate the 

use of net-zero homes in Canada by 2030 would impose an additional $20 billion per 

year cost on the Canadian economy and raise the cost of home ownership even 

further beyond young people’s reach. 11 

 

Proponents of a “Green New Deal” and a 45% cut in emissions by 2030 (i.e. to 401 million 

tonnes per year) have not said which specific measures they would take, so one has to 

speculate about how one could possibly reduce emissions by 315 Mt in 11 years. The “easy” 

part would be eliminating the 57.4 Mt in remaining coal-fired power generation. To meet 

the 45% target, one would also have to take more costly actions: 

 

• eliminating all oil sands production (80 Mt); 
• eliminating about a third of conventional oil and gas production (45 Mt); 
• cut light duty vehicle emissions by about 60% (52 Mt); 
• undertake a massive retrofit of existing buildings (possibly 34 Mt); 
• eliminate about half of our heavy industry (37 Mt); and 
• cut agricultural activity by about 20% (14 Mt).  

  

 

11 https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/Forget-the-Dream-House-FINAL.pdf 

 

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/Forget-the-Dream-House-FINAL.pdf
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Of course, the Canadian oil and gas industry, one of Canada’s largest sources of investment 

and export revenue, would be decimated, as would many mining operations that are 

energy intensive. 

 

There would be similar results in the emissions-intensive industries like petrochemicals, 

steel, cement, metal fabrication, automobiles and parts manufacture, and pulp and paper. 

The total effect would be a sharp reduction in income, investment and employment across 

Canada. 

 

As many of these industries are leaders in trade, there would be a corresponding loss in 

export sales and in the international competitiveness of Canadian firms. It is difficult to 

imagine that not having a major impact on the value of the Canadian dollar and therefore 

on the rate of inflation in Canada. High inflation disproportionately raises the cost of 

living of the poor and those on fixed incomes. More and more people will face the 

awful choice of whether to “heat or eat”.  

 

Tens of billions of dollars would have to be spent on new 

electricity generation and transmission facilities, mass 

transit, and buildings. In reality, it would be quite 

impossible to replace the current infrastructure, built up 

over the last century, in a little over 11 years, or even in 

30 years. 

 

 
 

Image licensed from Shutterstock 
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   Source: Catherine McKenna’s twitter feed 

At perfect efficiency, impossible, more than 10,000 megawatts of additional 

electrical generation capacity are required for Canada to be 100% 

electric passenger cars by 2040. There are no other large power generation 

projects even being contemplated in Canada currently. To meet the 2040 stated 

objective at least eight (8) more projects, of about the sizes being built,12 

are required.13 

 

Is that the future we want for ourselves and our children? 

 

THE CANADIAN PSYCHE 

 

Why is it that Canadians think that they bear the responsibility to solve the world’s 

problems, when we lack the means to do so and the world does not want our “help” 

anyway? Why do we have such an exaggerated view of our influence in the world, as 

though what we do will change the behaviour of billions of people who live, for the most 

part, in blissful ignorance even of where Canada is on the map? In an era when there is a 

sharp decline in religious practices and observance, why do millions of Canadians adopt a 

moralistic, indeed crusading, approach to global climate issues they barely understand? 

 
12 i.e. Site C dam, Muskrat Falls – both in debt and significantly delayed and challenged by activists 
13 https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/13/electric-vehicle-considerations-for-canada/  

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/13/electric-vehicle-considerations-for-canada/
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Why, ultimately, are we apparently prepared to place our prosperity and perhaps even our 

continued existence as a unified confederation on the line in order to make largely 

symbolic but immensely costly emissions reductions? Why do so many share this tragic 

delusion? 

 

Image licensed from Shutterstock 

Understanding the attitude of so many Canadians that leads them to want to “do our bit” 

and “carry our share” in solving an arguably fictitious problem by causing ourselves great 

harm would require a knowledge of human psychology that far surpasses my own. All I 

know is that we must overcome it before the result is economically and politically suicidal. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

You cannot “do your share” in reducing a non-existent problem. You can’t undertake a 

“noble sacrifice” to help the world when the world does not intend to follow that example. 

Absolutely nothing that Canadians do will reduce the irresistibly growing demand by the 

poor of the world for modern energy services and better standards of living based on 

increased use of plentiful and inexpensive fossil fuels.  

 

Canada’s current emissions policies and targets will inevitably impose immense costs on 

Canada’s economy and business, with negligible, if any, benefits in terms of changing global 

emissions.  In short, the costs of present and future climate policies are extremely high, and 

the benefits are virtually nil. 

 



 

Page | 20 

 

 

 

 

About the Author 
Robert Lyman is an Ottawa energy policy consultant, former public servant, and diplomat. 
His full bio is here.  

 

About 

Friends of Science Society is an independent group of earth, atmospheric and solar 

scientists, engineers, and citizens who are celebrating its 16th year of offering climate 

science insights. After a thorough review of a broad spectrum of literature on climate 

change, Friends of Science Society has concluded that the sun is the main driver of climate 

change, not carbon dioxide (CO2). 
Friends of Science Society 

P.O. Box 23167, Mission P.O. 

Calgary, Alberta 

Canada T2S 3B1 

Toll-free Telephone: 1-888-789-9597 

Web: friendsofscience.org 

E-mail: contact(at)friendsofscience(dot)org 

Web: climatechange101.ca 

 

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/29/robert-lyman-background-and-experience/


 

Page | 21 

Image licensed from Shutterstock 


