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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Hi. I’m Michelle Stirling, Communications Manager for Friends of Science Society.  The Last Time I saw Paris was in the late spring of 1972 when I worked there as an au pair girl-  I never dreamed Paris would be central to my life many years later. But here I am. And here we are. So, Climate Targets and Accountability Law …Must we Meet Paris Targets? …Will Low-Carbon Policies Stop Climate Change?



What do all 
these have in 

common?

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Green New Deal, Resilient Recovery, Climate Accountability Law, Children’s Climate Trials, Carbon Tax, pipeline Blockadia, Clean Fuel Standards… what do all these have in common?  The Paris Agreement.  All are premised on the notion that Canada must meet the Paris Agreement greenhouse gas reduction targets, and that by doing so, we would be saving the planet and stopping climate change and extreme weather events. None of this is true. 



Paris Agreement

Canada ratified the Paris Agreement on October 5, 2016. Canada’s treaty 
obligations under that Agreement do not include any requirement that Canada:

• meet any specific GHG emissions reduction target;

• pay any penalty if it fails to meet its voluntary emissions reductions targets;

• pay any specific amount or share of the collective financing for developing 
countries;

• use any specific set of policy instruments (e.g. taxes, regulations, subsidies, etc.) 
in pursuing its voluntary emissions reductions goals.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The 2015 Paris Agreement.  Everyone of the preceding organizations claims we MUST implement laws and carbon taxes or cap and trade so that we will meet the Paris Agreement targets.  But what, exactly, does the Paris Agreement oblige us to do?  Not much. There is NO requirement to • meet any specific GHG emissions reduction target; no requirement to • pay any penalty if we fail to meet our voluntary emissions reductions targets;; no requirement to • pay any specific amount or share of the collective financing for developing countries; and no requirement to• use any specific set of policy instruments (e.g. taxes, regulations, subsidies, etc.) in pursuing our voluntary emissions reductions goals.



Robert 
Lyman:

Ottawa Energy Policy Consultant

27 years a public servant
10 years a diplomat

Bio:
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/29/robert-lyman-

background-and-experience/

Litigating Climate in Canada 
report:

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2020/07/06/litigating-
climate-change-in-canada-evidence-over-ideology/

Presenter
Presentation Notes
That’s an excerpt from Robert Lyman’s recent report, “Litigating Climate in Canada”.  I will refer to many of his excellent reports in this overview  - I recommend that you read them and understand what is going on.

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/29/robert-lyman-background-and-experience/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2020/07/06/litigating-climate-change-in-canada-evidence-over-ideology/


What if we tried to meet Paris Targets? No other 
country is attempting national suicide to appease a 
piece of paper. Only Canada.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
What if we tried to meet Paris Targets? This is what would happen. No other country is attempting this scale of national suicide to appease a piece of paper. Only Canada.



HERE’S HOW EFFECTIVE “CLIMATE DIPLOMACY” HAS BEEN…

Presenter
Presentation Notes
From the Rio Earth Summit in 1992, till today, global fossil fuel consumption has increased by 57%. On the left, climate policy analyst Roger Pielke, Jr. of the US has outlined the rise in fossil fuel use, and what it would take to meet the supposed objectives of a Paris compliant or net zero world.  On the right, a chart from BP showing that renewables contribute almost nothing to world energy, and oil, natural gas, and coal drive the world’s energy use and economy, with nominal contributions from nuclear, hydro and biomass – biomass – that’s poor peasants in developing nations collecting sticks of wood or dung to cook their meals, boil water, heat their houses.



Promises vs Performance

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

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Even though there is no obligation to meet any targets, all are required to report. How are they doing. This Robert Lyman report from last summer “Promises vs Performance” catches up with countries at the five year reporting mark of the Paris Agreement.  As you can see, China’s emissions are up 28%, India up 69%, South Korea up 25%,  Iran and Saudi Arabia up 30 and 35% respectively, …and who has reduced emissions? The US ..by 9 per cent – they pulled out of Paris.  The European Union, down 16% - but they are facing an industrial massacre because of it. Russia down a smidge, South Korea down 10 per cent.  And ‘bad guy’ Canada…went up ONE whole percent. Just a note. Our population was 33 million in 2008.  and 37 million a decade later. A growth of 12%.  But our emissions only grew by 1%.  Yet, we are called a climate laggard. What’s up with that?

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


Futile Folly 

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/05/futile-folly-canadas-climate-policy-goals-in-the-global-context/

Presenter
Presentation Notes
To put this in better perspective, Robert Lyman’s report Futile Folly explains that “China emits more in one month than Canada does all year.” So even if Canada was instantly wiped off the map, it would make no difference to the world meeting Paris targets. None.

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/05/futile-folly-canadas-climate-policy-goals-in-the-global-context/


Paris would cost $1-2 trillion/yr for just 0.17°C 
(0.3 °F) reduction in warming by 2100

Presenter
Presentation Notes
But wait, you say. Surely if ALL countries met their targets, AND Canada did its ‘fair share’ then we would see a reversal of global warming.  Nope.  Bjorn Lomborg used the IPCC’s own “MAGIC” simulation and ran the numbers and found that if every country did their bit, there would be only seventeen hundredths of a degree Celsius reduction in warming, or 3 tenths of a degree Fahrenheit….that’s if EVERYONE did their bit to 2100.  BUT, it would cost the world between $1 to 2 TRILLION a year.  For nothing. By contrast, if we applied just a few billion to lifting the poor out of poverty, providing developing nations with grid scale energy, providing proper sanitation and water, we could make the world a better place for most people.  His new book “False Alarm” explains all of this and how nonsensical present policies are.



Other “Climate Leaders” cited as examples to 
follow on climate accountability laws

Pop. 37 million

Pop. 66 million

Pop. 83 million

Pop. 5 million

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Many of the recent Canadian reports pushing for a climate accountability LAW in Canada say we should look at other countries as climate leaders in this regard. But what do we find? Even the largest of these countries is tiny compared to Canada…and all are located in a far more temperate part of the world. Canada is the second largest, coldest, country in the world. We produce resources FOR the rest of the world. Our challenges are unique. If anything, the Paris Agreement or any global carbon tax or climate accountability law is extremely discriminatory against Canada.  Against YOU.



You will not find this temperature differential 
in many countries. Canadian lives at stake!

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Canada has a 50 degree Celsius temperature differential over the year.  Fossil Fuel use and development is essential for our survival and for our economy.



Canadian emissions have been ~flat for 30 
years despite a 37% increase in population

1990 – Population 
27 million

2020 – Population 
37 million

37% increase 
in population

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Environmental groups claim Canada has done ‘nothing’ to meet past climate or present Paris targets… the ones that we are not required to meet anyway.  Obviously that is not true.  From 1990 to 2020, Canada’s population grew by 37% - but look at the dotted line for our emissions. Almost flat.  Obviously Canada has instituted more energy efficiencies in our emitting industries and our way of life. So ,we have done well.



Canada already has >600 GHG 
reduction/incentive laws/programs

Canadian fuel taxes = more than $192/t 
carbon tax equivalent 

https://www.thegwpf.org/content/uploads/2019/06/Lyman
-carbontax-1.pdf

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Most Canadians are unaware that Canada already has >600 GHG reduction/incentive laws/programs.  It’s all right here in Robert Lyman’s report on Carbon Taxation. Likewise, climate activists claim we need more than just a carbon tax of $30 – we need a more robust tax, they say.  But in terms of Canada’s combined fuel taxes, we were already paying $192/t carbon tax equivalent, before the April 1st , 2020 rise in the carbon tax rate.  A fuel tax is a form of carbon tax.

https://www.thegwpf.org/content/uploads/2019/06/Lyman-carbontax-1.pdf


Canada pays a high carbon tax – killing our 
competitiveness. How did we get this way?

Presenter
Presentation Notes
How about carbon taxes in the rest of the world?  Something like 40 countries have a carbon tax. The global average carbon price is $8/t – ranging from $2/t in China to about $80/t in Sweden (which runs mostly on nuclear), and of course ZERO dollars a ton in the USA – our largest trading partner. Canada pays a high carbon tax – killing our competitiveness. 



Billionaire Foundations fund ENGOs worldwide to 
push for global cap and trade, carbon taxes and 
renewables – to save the planet

https://web.northeastern.edu/matthewnisbet/wp-
content/uploads/2018/05/Nisbet2018_ClimatePhilanthropy_
WIREsClimateChange_Final.pdf

Presenter
Presentation Notes
How has climate hysteria flourished? Since 2005, a group of ‘green’ billionaire foundations have funded environmental groups worldwide for hundreds of millions of dollars every year to phase out coal, attack oil and gas,  and to advocate for global cap and trade, carbon pricing and their vested interest in renewables.  They picked up on the early work of ENRON which had seen the 1997 Kyoto Accord as a fantastic business opportunity, as outlined in the Palmisano memo. Enron had made billions on wind, natural gas and carbon trading.  Enron had also employed environmental groups to get the public on board for the policies they wanted. The goal of the billionaires was to create global cap and trade systems and the wind and solar generate the tradeable renewable energy certificates.  The Tar Sands Campaign against Alberta appears to have been a subset of this program. 

https://web.northeastern.edu/matthewnisbet/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/Nisbet2018_ClimatePhilanthropy_WIREsClimateChange_Final.pdf


The 2013 IPCC report found there had been a hiatus 
in global warming since before Kyoto….despite a 
significant rise in human industrial CO2

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Carbon dioxide emissions and warming had been progressing in lockstep from the 1970’s to about the end of the 1990s….so it did seem like carbon dioxide was driving global warming.  But surprisingly the 2013 IPCC report found there had been a hiatus in global warming since before Kyoto….despite a significant rise in human industrial CO2 emissions.



In Jan. 2014, Dr. Judith Curry testified to the US 
Senate that CO2 is not a control knob that can fine 
tune climate.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In Jan. 2014, Dr. Judith Curry testified to the US Senate that CO2 is not a control knob that can fine tune climate.  So you would think that people would have rejoiced!



In 2014, two green billionaires sponsored a project to 
promote the scariest climate projection – the RCP 8.5

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In 2014, two green billionaires sponsored a project to promote the scariest climate projection – the RCP 8.5.  Through a vast promotion campaign, RCP 8.5 became what is known as the ‘business as usual’ scenario, even though it is the least likely and it wildly exaggerates the use of coal.  None of these scenarios were ever intended as ‘pathways’ or ‘choices’ but this is how they are used by many politicized climate scientists like Dr. Katharine Hayhoe, who did the ‘Alberta’s Climate Future’ report.  Environment Canada ‘compares’ the high and low scenarios as well.  These scenarios were meant to help scientists understand how different factors affect climate – they were not meant for policy making.



Is there a #climatecatastrophe imminent? NO.

https://youtu.be/I8hdE3eZ6vs

Presenter
Presentation Notes
How confusing. I tell you we have no particular obligations under the Paris Agreement, but every climate activist swears there is an imminent climate catastrophe.  It that true? NO. This is a screenshot from a presentation by Dr. John Christy of the University of Alabama Huntsville.  Most of the scary claims about climate change are premised on forecasts generated by complex computer simulations called ‘climate models’.  There are about 20 different models referred to by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change – and as you can see in this image, they all run MUCH MUCH hotter than observed temperatures.  The gray bars nearest to Dr. Christy are the observed temperatures.  The bar highlighted in red is the Canadian climate model….hottest of all.  This is what climate policies are predicated on – but this is science fiction, not science fact.  

https://youtu.be/I8hdE3eZ6vs


Curious Climate Geopolitics



Though the US is our largest trading partner & 
friend, Canada made a #Climate deal w France

https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/corporate/international-
affairs/partnerships-organizations/canada-france-climate-environment-partnership.html

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Moving on to the geopolitical scene….Canada’s largest trading partner is the United States.  - more than $600 billion dollars worth of imports and exports. Knowing that the US had pulled out of the Paris Agrement, in April 2018, about the time that Kinder Morgan suspended work on the Trans Mountain Expansion, the Prime Minister of Canada went to France and made a climate deal with Emmanuel Macron.  This was intended to be a 2 year deal. I don’t know what the status is now or when it is supposed to end. There was almost no coverage of this in the press.  This deal jointly binds France and Canada to push for carbon climate policies worldwide.  Canada-France trade is just $16 billion. 

https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/corporate/international-affairs/partnerships-organizations/canada-france-climate-environment-partnership.html


France made a 
#ClimateLaw
◦ In trade of goods, France was 

Canada's ninth global partner in 
2019, with bilateral trade of 16.8 
billion Canadian dollars ($). 
Canadian exports to France 
amounted to $7.64 billion, while 
French exports to Canada were $9.1 
billion.

https://www.canadainternational.gc.ca/france/bilateral_relations_b
ilaterales/canada_france_comm.aspx?lang=eng

http://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/undue-influence-markets-skewed-april-5-2016-
final-ic-bl.pdf

Presenter
Presentation Notes
So, France made a climate law, that affected all of its global assets.  Of course, MANY Canadian companies – especially the transnational ones, are FAR more deeply embedded in France than in Canada. We are just a place to collect subsidies.  So.. Fine. Who cares, right? Let France make all the laws they want on climate. 

https://www.canadainternational.gc.ca/france/bilateral_relations_bilaterales/canada_france_comm.aspx?lang=eng
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/undue-influence-markets-skewed-april-5-2016-final-ic-bl.pdf


France is the 
centre of La 
Francophonie
◦ 88 countries

◦ Across 5 continents

◦ Combined population 
of about 1 billion 
people

◦ That’s a lot of clout at 
the UN, for instance, or 
in other trade/climate 
deals.



Wonder what President Trump thought?

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In February of 2018, President Macron told President Trump “No Paris Agreement, no EU trade agreement”.  Two months later our Prime Minister signed a climate deal with France.  Note that France imports a lot of oil for refining…almost all from despot nations.  Note that French oil giant “Total” pulled out of the oil sands for the most part, and invested in gas in Iran instead.  Canada had signed a trade deal with Europe – CETA – in Oct. 2016; came into force Sept. 2017.



Geopolitics matter more than Climate

& USA

11

The world has changed dramatically.  The USA is no longer dependent on the Middle East for oil.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Only two of the top 11 countries in the world with significant oil reserves are democracies.  Canada and the USA.  Most of the rest of the industrialized world buys oil from the other despot nations. Why would they want competitors like us?  Which of these competitor nations observes the GHG reduction targets of the Paris Agreement?



Europe is a highly industrialized region – A global 
carbon tax would be a handy equalization plan for 
them…and their main supplier.

Watch William Kay’s “Europe’s Energy Challenge 
https://youtu.be/7DimL5e19iw Read his report “Post-Paris Trilogy: 
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/post-paris-
climate-talks-and-geopolitics-wm-kay-primer-final-dec-21-2015.pdf

Presenter
Presentation Notes
So who does the Paris Agreement benefit? Switching gears from Robert Lyman reports for a moment, I want to suggest you think in geopolitical terms about climate change and the push for global carbon trading. Many different parties have interests in this – some may not be obvious.  For instance, Europe has poor oil and gas reserves. William Kay reports they import about $600 billion in fossil fuels a year – you can see that a lot of oil and gas comes from Russia. No pipeline Blockadia there! This outflow of money will destroy them. However, if we have to pay a global carbon tax, it would be like a handy sort of equalization payment, wouldn’t it? Climate change is really about areas of the world that are rich in fossil fuels and those that are not.

https://youtu.be/7DimL5e19iw
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/post-paris-climate-talks-and-geopolitics-wm-kay-primer-final-dec-21-2015.pdf


Canada and China have a #Climate deal

…the leaders of the two countries reaffirmed both countries’ commitment to tackle climate change 
and are committed to take concrete actions and demonstrate determination to encourage the 
transition to a competitive, low-carbon, climate-resilient economy and society, and promote 
clean growth. https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/corporate/international-affairs/partnerships-countries-regions/asia/canada-china-statement-climate-
change-clean-growth.html

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In November of 2018, Canada signed a climate deal with China. 

https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/corporate/international-affairs/partnerships-countries-regions/asia/canada-china-statement-climate-change-clean-growth.html


Green Climate Fund promised $100 billion/yr USD 
to developing nations, with no accountability

Robert Lyman’s report https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Lyman_Who_Cuts_Who_Pays.pdf

Rich countries like Saudi 
Arabia can apply for 
Green Climate Funds, 
bankrupt Western 
countries like Greece 
have to pay in.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
But why would a nation like China sign a climate deatl? They are a huge emitter? That answer is the  Green Climate Fund. That was the bribe to get all the developing nations of the world on board with the Paris Agreement – but President Trump saw that it would mostly be milking the US dry of dollar bills…so he pulled out of Paris, and you can see why. Rich countries like Saudi Arabia can apply for Green Climate Funds, while bankrupt Western nations like Greece have to pay in.  And… no accountability.  The report “Futile Folly” that I mentioned at the beginning of this talk has a chart showing the expected financial contributions from developed nations – and they are staggering. https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Futile-Folly-FINAL.pdf 

https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Lyman_Who_Cuts_Who_Pays.pdf


But what about the Climate Emergency?

Johan Rockstrom, Swedish climate scientist working with PIKS 
wants a $400/t global carbon tax law and rapid decarbonization. 
https://www.rescuethatfrog.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Rockstrom-et-al-2017.pdf

Presenter
Presentation Notes
What about the climate emergency, where did that come from? The Club of Rome propagates the story that there is a climate emergency.  Their scientific source is the Potsdam Institute for Climate Research in Germany, or PIKS. PIKS works closely with the World Council on Sustainable Business Development. So, Club of Rome, based in Switzerland where much of the world’s money sloshes around in discreet accounts, works with a group based in Germany, a country which has invested billions of Euros in wind and solar.  And Swedish climate scientist Johan Rockstrom – who works with PIKS - wants a $400/t global carbon tax LAW. Seems the climate emergency is always about money.  The Club of Rome’s ‘plan’ is just to throw money at climate.  And by the way, Club of Rome has been wrong with all their doom and gloom predictions since the 1970s. An if you look at that little dot on the map, Switzerland obviously does not face the challenges that Canada faces! The picture of Johan Rockstrom is from the Swedish government’s website. He is their featured image on climate.

https://www.rescuethatfrog.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Rockstrom-et-al-2017.pdf


Rapid decarbonization, like NetZero2050 would 
cause mass deaths – Wind and Solar cannot support 
basic society

https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/pdf/Prof%20Mike%20Kelly%20-%20FENand%20ER.pdf

https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/mrs-energy-and-
sustainability/article/lessons-from-technology-development-for-
energy-and-sustainability/2D40F35844FEFEC37FDC62499DDBD4DC

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Rockstrom also advocates for rapid decarbonization. He’s not an engineer. But Professor Michael J. Kelly of Cambridge IS an engineer, an he has shown that wind and solar cannot support even basic society – there’s not enough energy return on energy invested…and rapid decarbonization would cause mass deaths.

https://www.rbkc.gov.uk/pdf/Prof%20Mike%20Kelly%20-%20FENand%20ER.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/mrs-energy-and-sustainability/article/lessons-from-technology-development-for-energy-and-sustainability/2D40F35844FEFEC37FDC62499DDBD4DC


UNPRI and its ESG Guru are driving Climate Change. 
~1,000 signatories holding $90 trillion in assets 
under management. Pension funds/Inst investors. 
Transnational, unelected, unaccountable.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Why are these common sense cautions ignore?  As usual, Money Talks. Those green billionaires got almost all the institutional investors and pension funds to sign on to the UNPRI – which is climate obsessed. These are union pension funds, national and academic pension funds.  These same institutional investors own most of the major media.  Andrew Lawton of True North had questioned why Canadian mainstream media rarely cover stories on climate and suchlike – well, in Canada, NEI Investment told Rogers Media, Bell Media and the big five banks to toe the line o Paris and to follow the Ecofiscal Commission recommendations on carbon pricing and carbon taxes.



THE 
FINANCIAL 

COMMUNITY 
IS DRIVING A 

CLIMATE 
AGENDA THAT  
YOU HAVE TO 

PAY FOR

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Some transnational corporations stand to make a bundle – in 2007 this power point indicated that through a UN policy, the World Bank and a private fund made $1.2 billion in 23 minutes trading on pollution from a plant in China.  This is literally trading in hot air.  So you can see that there are very powerful forces pushing this agenda worldwide – but many developing nations are getting fed up with not getting the promised Green Climate Fund money from the west.



PAY UP! 

◦ China and India demanded payment last fall in 
separate statements to the UN Climate confab in 
September.

◦ The declaration by the Trump Administration in the 
United States that it will withdraw from the COP21 
Agreement in 2020 leaves another question as to 
whether the remaining developed countries are still 
willing to pay US $100 billion per year.  

Presenter
Presentation Notes
China and India demanded payment last fall in separate statements to the UN Climate confab in September.  In December, the 25th Conference of the Paries – COP25 – was ssupposed to find agreement on Article 6 – the international carbon emissions trading plan of the so-called “Paris Rulebook” – see how voluntary becomes mandatory?  But COP25 collapsed with no agreement. 



Alberta did due diligence on climate and the 
environment in 2000 

http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2016/10/20/albertas-first-
climate-leadership-plan-was-established-in-2002/

Presenter
Presentation Notes
And what about Alberta?  Why do we resist? Well…Alberta did due diligence on climate and the environment in 2000, resulting in this legislation.

http://blog.friendsofscience.org/2016/10/20/albertas-first-climate-leadership-plan-was-established-in-2002/


In 2000, Dr. Madhav Khandekar reviewed the GHG 
theory of climate change for the Alberta government

…in 2018, he said the uncertainties in the theory are 
still there, and there are many more. https://youtu.be/GAg_A6LboNA

https://archive.org/details/uncertaintiesing00khan

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In 2000, Dr. Madhav Khandekar reviewed the GHG theory of climate change for the Alberta government. As well, Alberta has one of the highest per capita ratios of earth scientists and Professional Engineers.  They know that climate models are not representative of reality.

https://youtu.be/GAg_A6LboNA
https://archive.org/details/uncertaintiesing00khan


In 2019 CLINTEL told the UN, EU, and WEF, 
“The Science is Not Settled”

The ~900 scientists of CLINTEL state 
that there is no climate emergency, 
natural factors affect climate more 
than human factors, we do have time 
and NetZero2050 = catastrophe.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Paris Agreement is premised on the claim that the science is settled – this is not true. The ~900 scientists of CLINTEL state that there is no climate emergency, natural factors affect climate more than human factors, we do have time and NetZero2050 = catastrophe.



Climate Prophecy has Failed.

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/When-
Climate-Prophecy-Fails-FINAL.pdf https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Alberta%20Climate%2

0Future%20rebuttal.pdf

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We are in kind of a global conundrum.  The financial community is going one way on climate emergency, and the scientific evidence is showing this to be a false alarm. Robert Lyman has written a report entitled “When Climate Prophecy Fails” – noting that “When reality fails to match prophesy, those who follow climate and energy policy developments closely will see the rationale for drastic transition crumble. The Canadian public, unfortunately, may not react until climate taxes and other measures impose intolerable costs on the average person. We do not have a crystal ball for that.”  The second report here is our rebuttal to Dr. Katharine Hayhoe’s report on “Alberta’s Climate Future”.  Climate prophecy has failed.  I have tried to show you some of the competing global forces and why they support the Paris Agreement. It’s not about saving the planet.

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/When-Climate-Prophecy-Fails-FINAL.pdf
https://friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/Alberta%20Climate%20Future%20rebuttal.pdf


Canada’s future is at stake.

UN COP 26

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Faulty-
Premises-Poor-Public-Policy-on-Climate-Oct-30-2018-FINAL.pdf

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Canada’s future is at stake.  Remember, that in the Paris Agreement there is NO requirement to • meet any specific GHG emissions reduction target; no requirement to • pay any penalty if it fails to meet its voluntary emissions reductions targets; no requirement to • pay any specific amount or share of the collective financing for developing countries; and no requirement to • use any specific set of policy instruments (e.g. taxes, regulations, subsidies, etc.) in pursuing its voluntary emissions reductions goals.  But many competing geopolitical forces are trying to coerce you into giving up our vast riches and ransoming our children’s future with carbon policies that will make green crony capitalists rich…and leave you all in carbon serfdom.  It’s gonna be hard to do but…just say NO. And as Catherine McKenna likes to say “Hard things are hard.”  Thank you.

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Faulty-Premises-Poor-Public-Policy-on-Climate-Oct-30-2018-FINAL.pdf


About Friends of Science 
Society

Friends of Science Society is an independent group of earth, atmospheric and 
solar scientists, engineers, and citizens that is celebrating its 18th 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
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