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About my T-shirt



In this talk:

• Consumer carbon tax is only zero-ed – not gone

• Industrial carbon tax remains and impacts 
everything we use – costs are passed on to 
consumers

• Justification for the carbon tax (and thus carbon 
trading markets) relies on the claim of an 
impending ‘climate emergency’

• This was based on a computer modelled scenario 
known as RCP 8.5 – recently rejected as 
‘implausible’ by climate science community

• Is Canada warming twice as fast as the rest of the 
world? What of wildfires and extreme weather?

• Climate science insights
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Minister Julie 
Dabrusin 
claims the 
impact of the 
industrial 
carbon tax is 
zero…

…the impact 
of the 

industrial 
carbon tax is 

ZERO.  The 
Clean Fuel 

regulations do 
NOT impose a 

price at the 
pump.

https://www.facebook.com/reel/1474331681015311 

https://www.facebook.com/reel/1474331681015311


Prime Minister 
Carney seems to 
think the impact of 
the industrial 
carbon tax is 
ZERO…(or the 
price of a Timbit 
on the oil sands) https://globalnews.ca/video/117

24670/it-feels-like-groundhog-
day-carney-rebukes-poilievre-
question-on-industrial-carbon-
tax 

…ZERO!  
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Where do they get the Zero…or the Timbit Tax calculation from?  
From the largely government-funded Canadian Climate Institute, a group that was set 
up by the federal government and then morphed into a ‘charity’ .

Government 
funding 
$6,993,197.00 
(74.91%)

Source: CRA list of charities



Zero Impact per household; Timbit Tax on Oil Sands

https://climateinstitute.ca/news/fact-sheet-canada-industrial-carbon-pricing-systems/ 

50₵/Timbit
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By contrast in a Canadian 
Taxpayer Federation email:
• Prime Minister Mark Carney said he’s looking at how the government 

can “cushion the blow” of high gas prices.

You can show Carney that he doesn’t need to look too hard. He needs 
to cut his gas taxes.

Ottawa charges an industrial carbon tax on refineries and that makes 
gas more expensive.

Ottawa charges a hidden carbon tax in fuel regulations that costs 
about seven cents per litre of gas.

Ottawa charges a fuel tax that costs 10 cents per litre of gas.

Ottawa even adds its sales tax on top of those other fuel taxes.

Official Opposition Leader Pierre Poilievre called on Carney to cut gas 
taxes. Politicians in Australia, Italy, Spain, Ireland and Portugal cut gas 
taxes to provide their citizens with relief.





Cumulative Timbit Carbon & Fuel Taxes add up… 
and they all get passed on to you!
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Transportation. The Food Professor’s insights:

Prof. Sylvain Charlebois writes: On April 1, 
2026, the carbon price will reach $110 per 
tonne—more than double what it was when 
the Ukraine war began. 

For that same weekly Toronto–Montreal 
route, the additional carbon tax cost 
alone rises to roughly $6,000 per year 
compared with 2018. That is more than 
three times the burden carriers faced when 
the Ukraine war began. And that calculation 
excludes the obvious: higher fuel prices 
themselves, which inevitably accompany 
geopolitical shocks such as Ukraine in 2022 
or the latest tensions involving Iran.

The Inconvenient Truth About the Carbon Tax and Food Prices
Ottawa cannot control global energy markets, but it can decide whether domestic policy adds pressure to the 
cost of feeding Canadians

https://open.substack.com/pub/agrifoodanalyticslab/p/the-inconvenient-truth-about-
the?utm_campaign=post-expanded-share&utm_medium=web 
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Cumulative 
Effect is Large

• (con’t…) The cumulative effect becomes clearer when looking at the 
national logistics system. Canada likely sees 800 to 1,200 long-haul 
food truck trips each day, many covering distances of roughly 1,000 
kilometres. At a carbon price of $110 per tonne, the diesel tax 
component alone represents approximately $34 million to $52 
million per year in additional costs across those shipments. And this 
estimate is extremely conservative.

Image licensed from Adobe Stock By Iuliia AI generated
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Previous global energy norms 
have been swept away
• With the conflict in Iran and the oil and LNG 

supply disruption in the Strait of Hormuz, 
global energy prices will also rise due to the 
shortage of supply. These are ‘black swan’ 
events with no historic precedent.

Image licensed from Adobe Stock By Saowanee AI generated
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The future?
Fraser 
Institute 
estimates of 
economic 
damage from 
a $170/t 
carbon tax by 
2030:

• This policy would impose substantial 
costs. In Alberta, real GDP could decline 
by 2.0%, relative to a scenario in which the 
industrial carbon price does not increase 
after 2025. 

• This corresponds to about $1,730 [in 
losses in Alberta] per employed person 
and a decline of more than 10,000 jobs.

• At the national level, the economy would 
shrink by 1.3%, equivalent to about $1,160 
[in losses] per employed person, with a 
loss of over 50,000 jobs.
Estimated Impacts of a $170 Industrial
Carbon Price in Alberta and Canada 

Image licensed from Adobe Stock By SMART.art  AI generated
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…ZERO!  



Recent News! …but the Clean Fuel Standard is still in 
place, as is the Industrial Carbon Tax – and 
as you have seen, these costs are not 
ZERO…they are cumulative, and they make 
Canadian companies uncompetitive. 
Unlike Timbits, they are not ‘ALWAYS fun’.

Temporary suspension also means 
additional debt and interest.

An overall saving of 
28 cents a litre 

including the 18 
cents of the 

previous consumer 
carbon tax which 

was cancelled



Who do you think has the right math related to the 
impact of fuel and industrial carbon taxes?
The government funded Canadian 
Climate Institute?

Or the Canadian Taxpayer’s Federation, 
The Food Professor and the Fraser 
Institute?

• CTF: Federal fuel taxes add roughly 25 cents per litre – 
about $20 per fill-up and up to $1,200 a year for a 
family of 4.

• Food Professor on transportation: At a carbon price 
of $110 per tonne, the diesel tax component alone 
represents approximately $34 million to $52 million 
per year in additional costs across those shipments.

• Fraser Institute on impact of $170/t carbon tax: At 
the national level, the economy would shrink by 1.3%, 
equivalent to about $1,160 [in losses] per employed 
person, with a loss of over 50,000 jobs.





Why many 
economists 

endorse a carbon 
tax: Pigouvian 

Taxes Price 
Negative 

Externalities

Cigarettes and alcohol add a fiscal burden to public health – thus 
the rationale for taxing them.

The use of cigarettes and alcohol is optional.  These are ‘elastic’ 
categories for taxing. You can smoke or drink less and thus pay 
less.

There are (cheaper) alternatives – other beverages; vaping; 
nicorettes; chewing gum.

The use of energy is not optional – especially in modern 
society.

Energy use is ‘inelastic’ and there are no other equivalent 
alternatives.



Good News! Doubling CO2  will not cause catastrophic warming. 
Cows are NOT the new ‘coal’.  Prof. William Happer

https://youtu.be/GYXrbx--T_M?t=7850 
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How did we get 
to a ‘climate 

emergency’?
What about 

‘The Science’?

Isn’t Canada warming 
twice as fast as the 
rest of the world?



That’s what Environment and 
Climate Change Canada 
reported on April 1, 2019



“The Science”
CCCR2019
• The report was issued on 
April 1, 2019, a day after the 
very unpopular federal 
carbon tax policy was 
implemented and as a 
constitutional court case 
began over the validity of a 
federally imposed carbon 
tax on the provinces.
• On June 18, 2019, Canada 
declared a climate 
emergency. https://changingclimate.ca/CCCR2019/ 

https://changingclimate.ca/CCCR2019/


Friends of Science Society 
issued a rebuttal report 
showing how the Sun is the 
main driver of climate change
• We also noted:
• Most expert scientists in 

the field of climate reject 
the use of the 
Representative 
Concentration Pathway 8.5 
(RCP8.5) high end model 
assessment as being 
completely unrealistic in 
terms of energy 
use. However, RCP 8.5 it is 
used throughout the 
CCCR2019 report, frequently 
with bright ‘red-hot’ visuals.

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/01/climate-change-your-mind-
rebutting-canadian-governments-climate-report/ 
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Seven years later we 
learn that RCP 8.5 
has been formally 

rejected as 
“implausible”

The most extreme scenario “RCP 8.5” had been framed 
as the ‘business-as-usual’ case, when it is implausible. 
This is the source of the so-called ‘climate emergency.’

This is the more 
likely scenario. 
No emergency.



“Risky Business” based on RCP 8.5 proliferated 
through the business, finance and academic 
communities, driving carbon trading markets

https://www.forbes.com/sites/rogerpielke/2020/01/02/how-billionaires-tom-
steyer-and-michael-bloomberg-corrupted-climate-science/ 

[Nov. 2012] At the kitchen table meeting, 
Steyer was focused on the question: 
“How do you make climate change feel 
real and immediate for people?” He was 
convinced by attendees that the best 
way to answer this question was 
through people’s pocketbooks, through 
economics. (bold emphasis added)

Sept. 2015 – Mark Carney’s speech to Lloyd’s of 
London, activated banks and insurance 
companies to assess climate risk in their 
operations. This was just months before the 
Paris COP21 meeting; Dec. 12, 2015, 195 
countries adopted the Paris Agreement.
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Ironically, there had been a 15 year ‘pause’ in global 
warming dating back to before the Kyoto Accord, as 
reported by the IPCC in 2013



But a group of ‘green’ 
philanthropies wanted to 
establish 2 cap-and-trade 

systems worldwide; for 
that you need a price on 

carbon, and scientific 
rationale. They funded 

scientists, academics and 
ENGOs. They almost 

succeeded in the US in 
2009.

Strategic Philanthropy in the post cap-
and-trade era by Matthew Nisbet
https://wires.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/wcc.524 

https://wires.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/wcc.524


https://youtu.be/nCqTA0bQ9jI?t=22923 

Tom Harris of the International 
Climate Science Coalition 
debunks the CCCR2019 report 
with the work of Dr. Joseph Hickey.

https://youtu.be/nCqTA0bQ9jI?t=22923


Many people have noticed that this “faster 
than the rest of the world” is  impossible



But what about 
‘The Science’?
What of extreme weather events like floods, 
wildfires, heat domes?



What does human history 
tell us?

http://www.breadandbutter
science.com/Weather.pdf 

http://www.breadandbutterscience.com/Weather.pdf
http://www.breadandbutterscience.com/Weather.pdf


Climate Change is Real

Little Ice Age

Medieval Climate Optimum



During the Holocene Climate 
Optimum of the past ~12,500 
years, the CO2 
concentration(blue line) is 
flat, but temperatures are 
rising and falling.

https://climatechangeandmusic.com/holocen
e-stripe-chart-fact-check/ 

Climate activists like to cut off the 
ups and downs of the historical 
record and #ShowYourStripes only 
focusses on the last part of the 
Modern Temperature Record.
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Climate change 
is driven by 
many factors, 
not just human-
caused carbon 
dioxide (CO2) 
emissions

Visualization by Henri Masson, complex systems expert

Porto Basic Climate Science 
Conference
https://www.portoconference2018.
org/presentations.html 

https://www.portoconference2018.org/presentations.html
https://www.portoconference2018.org/presentations.html




The IPCC said “we can’t predict future climate 
states” – then they do it anyway
The IPCC projects 3 °C of warming per 
doubling of CO2 with a high Social Cost of 
Carbon (i.e., climate damage – the basis 
of carbon tax calculations). This projected 
warming is claimed to be dangerous.

You can see that the temperature 
projection is far too high. The IPCC 
science fails to match the data 
observations. When using surface data, 
the rate needs to be corrected for the 
urban heat island effect UHIE.

This is the lower atmospheric temperature 
graph updated to Dec. 2025, which is 
compared to the climate models* which 
represents the IPCC science.

*Models are computer simulations.



If the theory (climate model) disagrees with 
the measurement, then it is wrong!
There is a 173% discrepancy 
between the climate model trend 
and the measurement. 

The December 2025 global 
average temperature was 0.64 °C 
less than the peak temperature in 
2024. 

The December temperature is 
only 0.48 °C higher than the 
average 1980 temperature. 



Urban Heat 
Island Effect 

in London, 
England

https://physicstoday.aip.org/features/lands-complex-role-in-climate-change 

Half of the warming of over land and recorded by surface 
stations is due to the urban heat island effect (UHIE).

https://physicstoday.aip.org/features/lands-complex-role-in-climate-change
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Some of the 
data is made 

up – from 
Ghost 

Stations



Canadian Climate Models – 
Wishful Thinking for Global Warming?
The greenhouse effect is greatest in 
the mid-troposphere in the tropics. 
See here. 

The models over-warm the tropical 
atmosphere by a factor of 2.40. 

The Canadian model is the worst as 
the average warming trend of its two 
versions is 3.6 times the 
observations.

Observed radio 
sonde and reanalysis

http://trpcs-300-200-2021-bar.png/


Models are wrong

Dr. Roy Spencer's graph of modeled vs 
measured warming trends in the US corn 
belt of 12 states shows a huge discrepancy.

Therefore, the models are wrong. 

This graph is in the U.S. DOE report on the 
impact of greenhouse gases.

Note the huge range of warming trends 
among the models, all of them far greater 
than the surface measurements.

https://friendsofscience.org/pdf-render.html?page=3041


Benefits of CO2 Fertilization and 
Warming are Huge

The U.S. DOE report discussed the 
enormous direct benefit of CO2 
emissions on crop yields and the 
greening of the Earth, especially in arid 
regions. The summary says "CO2 
enhances photosynthesis and 
improves plant water use efficiency, 
thereby promoting plant growth. Global 
greening due in part to increased CO2 
levels in the atmosphere is well-
established on all continents."

A Critical Review of Impacts of Greenhouse Gas Emissions on the U.S. Climate 

https://friendsofscience.org/pdf-render.html?page=3041
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2025-07/DOE_Critical_Review_of_Impacts_of_GHG_Emissions_on_the_US_Climate_July_2025.pdf


Social Cost Benefit of Carbon = 
Huge Benefits to Humankind
• CO2 fertilization has driven an increase in observed global 

photosynthesis by 30 percent since 1900. That is huge, and 
this isn't included in IPCC or government estimates of the 
social cost (benefits) of CO2 (SCC). There are thousand of 
studies showing the huge beneficial effect of CO2 on plant 
growth, all of which are ignored by SCC estimates.

• When the Equilibrium Climate Sensitivity (ECS) is set to 1.6 °C 
to account for the UHIE and the millennium cycle, and 
adjusting the CO2 fertilization effect to match observations, 
the SCC is calculated by the FUND economic model to be 
about US -$13.07 per tonne CO2 at a 3% discount rate and 
about US -$7.28 per tonne CO2 at a 5% discount rate. 

• The negative sign means that the benefits of emissions are 
greater than the social costs. That is, CO2 emissions are 
currently quite net beneficial.

The benefits of CO2 impacts 
on agriculture are 75 times 
the estimated impacts 
of storms and sea level rise 
combined.

Image sourced from Power Point



Climate Change 
does not drive 
Wildfires…and so 
far, no Emergency

The IPCC has 
not detected or 
attributed fire 
occurrence or 
area burned to 
human-caused 
climate change
https://open.substack.com/pub/r
ogerpielkejr/p/what-the-media-
wont-tell-you-about-
783?utm_campaign=post-
expanded-
share&utm_medium=web 
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Climate Emergency? 
No.
• Natural as well as 

anthropogenic factors cause 
warming

• Warming is far slower than 
predicted

• Climate policy relies on 
inadequate models

• CO2 is plant food, the basis of 
all life on Earth

• Global warming has not 
increased natural disasters

• Climate policy must respect 
scientific and economic 
realities

https://clintel.org/world-climate-declaration/ 
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Canada’s industrial carbon tax is now $110/t; 
the Alberta-Ottawa MOU proposes $130/t

China Emissions Allowance (CEA) price averaging 98 
yuan (€13) in 2024…. 
By early 2024, the carbon price surpassed 100 yuan 
(€13) following the adoption of new ETS regulations. 
https://www.clearbluemarkets.com/knowledge-base/chinas-carbon-market-the-evolution-challenges-and-opportunities 
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USA - our largest trading partner has no carbon tax; 
China - our second largest has a very small carbon tax.

Canada exports to USA 
2001 = 87% of trade

Canada exports to USA 
2024 = 76.45% of trade

China + 
Hong 
Kong



China is the world’s 
largest emitter of 

GHGs.
Carbon taxes are 

intended to reduce 
emissions.

If Canada is a ‘climate 
leader’ why is China a 

‘strategic partner’?

Source: IEA



What is 
Alberta’s 
contribution to 
global warming 
over the past 
century?



The self-imposed heavy carbon taxes make us 
uncompetitive globally. Read our new reports! 

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2026/04/02/unruly-ducks/ 
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2026/02/11/the-invisible-industrial-
carbon-tax/ 
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Climate Change ‘emergency’ is the foundation of global carbon trading

“Conning the Climate” Mark Schapiro, 
Harper’s Magazine Feb. 2010
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