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Should we celebrate carbon dioxide? 
 

 

 
Twitter – 10:56 p.m. – 31 Dec 2015 

 

Dr. Patrick Moore, PhD ecologist and President of Ecosense Environmental Inc. has offered a bet of 
US$100,000 that global carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions will be higher in the year 2025 than they were in 
2014.  His offer was made shortly before he spoke at an event hosted by EURACOAL at the European 
Parliament in Strasbourg. 

Dr. Moore denies claims that CO2 is a pollutant and is sceptical that it will cause much warming of the climate.  
The Earth’s climate has warmed slightly over the past three hundred years, since the peak of the Little Ice Age 
around 1700.  “Humans did not cause the end of the Little Ice Age, and I do not believe human emissions of 
CO2 are the cause of the continued slight warming over the past fifty years,” said Dr. Moore.  “But surely the 
people who do believe in catastrophic global warming have faith that world governments will heed their 
warning, as expressed in the Paris Agreement.  Or are they just playing a game with the world?” 

 
Dr. Patrick Moore, author of “Pacific Spirit:  the forest reborn” (1995), “Green Spirit:  trees are the answer” (2000 & 2010) and 
“Confessions of a Greenpeace Dropout:  the making of a sensible environmentalist” (2011). 
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Summary 
At this dinner-debate in the European Parliament, Dr. Patrick Moore, a co-founder and former international 
director of Greenpeace, argued that humanity should “celebrate CO2”, not shame it.  In response, a European 
Commission representative recalled the political instructions from Heads of State, expressed by way of 
climate targets based on evidence presented in reports of the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC). 

From his long experience within the environmental movement, Dr. Moore observed that Greenpeace and 
many other green NGOs had drifted into a belief that humans are the enemies of the Earth.  Speaking now as 
an independent Canadian scientist, he noted that the United Nations had tasked the IPCC to examine only 
anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions and not to consider the natural factors that influence climate.  Its 
very mandate meant that the IPCC was compromised to overstate the human impact on climate.  He refuted 
all claims of a climate catastrophe, arguing that lower concentrations of CO2 in the atmosphere were the real 
threat to life on Earth, not the higher concentrations that might indeed lead to modest global warming and 
greening of the planet. 

In the Q&A session, an IPCC climate scientist considered that the available evidence proved global warming 
over the last 250 years.  While he viewed Dr. Moore as an unreformed “activist”, he agreed with him that 
there is no proof of human influence on this global warming, but that the greenhouse theory was 
nonetheless plausible.  Several MEPs took the floor, most being surprised that climate science was still the 
subject of any debate, believing instead that the science was settled.  Others recalled the stresses and strains 
that EU climate policy was placing on our economy. 

The chair, Prof. Buzek MEP, President of the European Energy Forum, considered that the EU should certainly 
avoid emitting pollutant emissions of dust and sulphur dioxide, for example, while having in mind the need 
for energy security.  Global competitiveness developments mean that the EU should not “go it alone” by 
decarbonising its economy too fast, he concluded. 

Co-chairmen 

Prof. Jerzy BUZEK, MEP, President of the European Energy Forum 

Mr. Paul RÜBIG, MEP, Vice President of the European Energy Forum 

Speakers 

Prof. Dr. Franz-Josef WODOPIA, Vice President of EURACOAL 

Dr. Patrick MOORE, Canadian scientist and former President of Greenpeace Canada 

As well as a founding member and 15-year leader of Greenpeace, in 1990, Dr. Moore 
founded the BC Carbon Project, a group that worked to develop a common understanding 
of climate change. 

He is currently working as an independent scientist and consultant, advising government 
and industry on a wide range of environmental and sustainability issues.  He is campaign 
leader and spokesman for Allow Golden Rice Now. 

Dr. Moore has a Ph.D. in ecology from the Institute of Resource Ecology at the University 
of British Columbia.  He is currently Chair for Ecology, Energy, and Prosperity with the 
Frontier Centre for Public Policy in Canada. 

Intervention by the European Commission 
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Preamble 

CLIMATE CHANGE IS ONE OF THE DEFINING ISSUES OF OUR TIME.  It is now more certain than ever, based on 
many lines of evidence, that humans are changing Earth’s climate.  The atmosphere and oceans have 
warmed, accompanied by sea-level rise, a strong decline in Arctic sea ice, and other climate-related changes. 

The evidence is clear.  However, due to the nature of science, not every single detail is ever totally settled or 
completely certain.  Nor has every pertinent question yet been answered.  Scientific evidence continues to be 
gathered around the world, and assumptions and findings about climate change are continually analysed and 
tested.  Some areas of active debate and ongoing research include the link between ocean heat content and 
the rate of warming, estimates of how much warming to expect in the future, and the connections between 
climate change and extreme weather events. 

ref. “Climate Change Evidence & Causes”, an overview from the Royal Society  
and the US National Academy of Sciences, February 2014. 

Most of the leading scientific organisations worldwide have issued public statements endorsing climate 
action.  NASA states that climate-warming trends over the past century are very likely due to human 
activities.1  Yet, the world remains divided between “climate alarmists”, “climate warmists”, “climate sceptics” 
and even “climate deniers”.  To this list might be added “climate agnostics”, those with no opinion. 

Some in the coal industry are climate sceptics.  Skilled miners, well-educated mining engineers and 
professional geologists work with materials that were laid down hundreds of millions of years ago.  They have 
an appreciation of the great planetary changes that have taken place over time.  Convincing them is the test 
of climate scientists.  It was for this reason that EURACOAL invited a well-known climate sceptic to a dinner 
debate with a cross-party group of Members of the European Parliament and a government climate scientist.  
The European Commission was represented, although it does not employ its own climate scientists, relying 
instead on a high-level group of scientific advisors and on reports of the UN Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC). 

In the USA, President Obama is certain about his belief in climate change and has tweeted, “Ninety-seven 
percent of scientists agree:  #climate change is real, man-made and dangerous”.2  This was the finding of a 
“citizen science” project by volunteers linked to the global-warmist website SkepticalScience, run and 
financed by John Cook and his wife as a “labour of love”, with the aid of anonymous PayPal donations.3  Of 
almost 12,000 papers examined, most of those that expressed a position agreed that man-made “global 
warming” was occurring, but without distinguishing between benign warming and warming that results in 
catastrophic change.  In 7,930 of the papers (66.4%), no position was expressed.  In only 41 papers (0.3%) did 
authors explicitly endorse the statement attributed to them.4 

Most people accept that there is global warming – based on the greenhouse effect theory published by 
Svante Arrhenius in 1896 – but many remain sceptical about whether higher levels of CO2 in the atmosphere 
from fossil fuel combustion will lead to the extreme and catastrophic outcomes predicted in IPCC reports.  
Their doubts stem from a “scientific consensus” expressed using uncertain phrases such as “very likely”, 
“active debate” and “ongoing research”. 

For climate sceptics, atmospheric CO2 concentration is not the main forcing function in climate change.  
Other, more powerful forces are at play, such as Milankovitch cycles that lead to changes in the intensity of 
solar radiation reaching various parts the globe. 

Whatever one’s view on climate science, few would dispute the need for affordable, clean energy.  How that 
is provided in the future remains the subject of heated debate, with proponents of fossil fuels, nuclear and 
renewable sources all vying for attention and money. 
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Introduction 
With COP21 concluded, the EU must make an 
important decision:  to continue its high-ambition 
climate change agenda or to moderate its ambition.  
This decision will have a profound impact on the 
future of coal in Europe:  under the climate and 
energy package agreed in October 2014, CO2 
emissions from the ETS sector must drop to zero by 
2058. 

Dr. Patrick Moore, with years of hands-on 
experience in campaigning for policy re-orientation 
on key environmental and social issues as a 
co-founder and former international director of 
Greenpeace, opened the debate with his perspective 
on environmental issues.  He offered new insights 
into the energy and climate debate.  His intervention 
fostered an inclusive policy discussion based on a 
broad scientific basis, with the aim of finding 
sustainable and effective solutions, questioning the 
selective use of science which, in Dr. Moore’s view, 
has led in some cases to widely accepted myths. 

EURACOAL’s aim is to discover the truth behind 
climate science.  At this dinner-debate, the 
presentation of Dr. Moore led to an open debate 
between MEPs, scientists, the coal mining sector and 
the EU institutions on the future of climate policy. 

Welcome Remarks 
Prof. Buzek welcomed MEPs and guests to the 
dinner debate, reiterating the need for an open and 
honest debate on EU climate policy following COP21.  
He invited EURACOAL Vice President, Prof. Wodopia, 
to say a few words. 

Prof. Wodopia reminded everyone of coal’s 
importance in EU energy supply – one quarter of EU 
electricity supply is generated from coal – and the 
role that coal can play during the energy transition.  
He refrained from saying anything on climate science 
or climate policy, leaving those important topics to 
Patrick Moore. 

EURACOAL Vice President, Prof. Franz-Josef Wodopia, 
(left) welcomes guests to a dinner debate chaired by 
Prof. Jerzy Buzek MEP (right) 

Presentation 
“Climate Demons or Climate Gods? 
Should we celebrate CO2?” 
Dr. Patrick Moore 

Dr. Moore has stated publicly on many occasions, 
that there is no definitive scientific proof, through 
real-world observation, that carbon dioxide (CO2) is 
responsible for any of the slight warming of the 
global climate that has occurred during the past 
three hundred years, since the peak of the Little Ice 
Age.  If there were such a proof, through testing and 
replication, then it would have been written down 
for all to see. 

 

The contention that human emissions are now the 
dominant influence on climate is simply a hypothesis, 
rather than a universally accepted scientific theory.  
It is therefore correct, indeed verging on compulsory 
 

Climate Demons or Climate Gods?

Patrick Moore, PhD

Should We Celebrate CO2?

February 2, 2016
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in the scientific tradition, to be sceptical of those 
who express certainty that “the science is settled” 
and “the debate is over”. 

Dr. Patrick Moore speaking in the European Parliament, 
Strasbourg, 2 February 2016 

But there is certainty beyond any doubt that CO2 is 
the building block for all life on Earth and that 
without its presence in the global atmosphere at 
sufficient concentration this would be a dead planet.  
Yet, today, our children and the public are taught 
that CO2 is a toxic pollutant that will destroy life and 
bring civilization to its knees.  At the dinner debate, 
Dr. Moore hoped to turn this dangerous human-
caused propaganda on its head.  He would 
demonstrate that human emissions of CO2 have 
already saved life on our planet from a very untimely 
end, and that, in the absence of our emitting some 
of the CO2 back into the atmosphere from whence it 
came in the first place, most or perhaps all life on 
Earth would begin to die less than two million years 
from today. 

 

Dr. Moore offered some personal background.  He 
was born and raised in a tiny floating village in 
Winter Harbour on the northwest tip of Vancouver 

Island, in the rainforest by the Pacific.  There was no 
road to his village, so, for eight years, he and a few 
other children were taken by boat each day to a one-
room schoolhouse in the nearby fishing village. 

He did not realise then just how lucky he was to be 
playing on the tide flats by the salmon-spawning 
streams in the rainforest, until he was sent off to 
boarding school in Vancouver where he excelled in 
science – eventually studying life sciences at the 
University of British Columbia.  He gravitated 
towards biology, biochemistry, genetics and forestry 
– the environment and the industry his family had 
been in for more than one hundred years.  Then, 
before the word was known to the general public, 
Dr. Moore discovered the science of ecology, the 
science of how all living things are interrelated and 
how we are related to them.  At the height of the 
Cold War, the Vietnam War, the threat of all-out 
nuclear war and the newly emerging consciousness 
of the environment, Dr. Moore was transformed into 
a radical environmental activist. 

 

While doing his PhD in ecology in 1971, Dr. Moore 
joined a group of activists who had begun to meet in 
the basement of the Unitarian Church to plan a 
protest voyage against US hydrogen bomb testing in 
Alaska.  They proved that a somewhat rag-tag 
looking group could sail an old fishing boat across 
the North Pacific Ocean and help change the course 
of history.  They created a focal point for the media 
to report on public opposition to the tests. 

When that H-bomb exploded in November 1971, it 
was the last hydrogen bomb the US ever detonated.  
Even though there were four more tests planned in 
the series, President Nixon cancelled them due to 
the public opposition that Dr. Moore and his group 
had helped to create.  That was the birth of 
Greenpeace. 

Winter Harbour, Vancouver Island, 1952

My Home to Age 14
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Dr. Moore standing under the “P” in Greenpeace 

Flushed with victory, on their way home from Alaska 
they were made brothers of the ‘Namgis First Nation 
in their Big House at Alert Bay.  For Greenpeace, this 
began the tradition of the Warriors of the Rainbow, 
after a Cree Indian legend that predicted the coming 
together of all races and creeds to save the Earth 
from destruction. 

 

The group named their ship the Rainbow Warrior 
and Dr. Moore spent the next fifteen years in the top 
committee of Greenpeace, on the front lines of the 
 

 

environmental movement around the world as the 
group evolved from the basement of a church into 
the world’s largest environmental activist 
organisation. 

Next, Greenpeace took on the French atmospheric 
nuclear testing in the South Pacific.  They proved a 
bit more difficult than the US nuclear tests.  It took 
years to eventually drive these tests underground at 
Moruroa Atoll in French Polynesia. 

 

In 1985, under direct orders from President 
Mitterrand, French commandos bombed and sank 
the Rainbow Warrior in Auckland harbour, killing the 
Greenpeace photographer, Fernando Pereira. 

 

Going back to 1975, Dr. Moore and others drove a 
small inflatable boat into their first encounter with 
the Soviet factory whaling fleet in the North Pacific, 
putting themselves in front of the whalers’ harpoons 
to protect the fleeing whales. 
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This confrontation made television news around the 
world, bringing the Save the Whales movement into 
everyone’s living rooms for the first time.  In 1979, 
after four years of voyages, factory whaling was 
finally banned in the North Pacific and in all the 
world’s oceans by 1981. 

Dr. Moore sitting on a baby seal in 1978 off the East Coast of 
Canada 

In 1978, when protecting a baby seal from the 
hunter’s club, Dr. Moore was arrested and hauled off 
to jail, while the seal was clubbed and skinned.  
However, the next morning, a photograph of the 
incident appeared in more than three thousand 
newspaper titles around the world.  Greenpeace 
won the hearts and minds of millions of people who 
saw the baby seal slaughter as outdated, cruel and 
unnecessary. 

After fifteen years in leadership, Dr. Moore left 
Greenpeace in 1985.  It had begun with a strong 
humanitarian orientation, to save civilisation from 
destruction by all-out nuclear war.  Over the years, 
the “peace” in Greenpeace was gradually lost and 
the organisation, along with much of the 
environmental movement, drifted into a belief that 

humans are the enemies of the Earth.  Dr. Moore 
believes in a humanitarian environmentalism, 
because humans are part of nature, not separate 
from it.  This means including social and economic 
priorities with environmental ones.  The first 
principle of ecology is that man and nature are all 
part of the same ecosystem, as Barbara Ward put it, 
“One human family on spaceship Earth”.5  To preach 
otherwise, teaches that the world would be better 
off without us.  Presented below is a very good 
reason to see humans as essential to the survival of 
life on Earth. 

 

In the mid-1980s, Dr. Moore found himself the only 
director of Greenpeace International with a formal 
education in science.  His fellow directors proposed a 
campaign to ban chlorine worldwide, naming it “The 
Devil’s Element”.  Dr. Moore pointed out that 
chlorine is one of the elements in the Periodic Table, 
one of the building blocks of the Universe and the 
11th most common element in the Earth’s crust.  He 
argued that chlorine is the most important element 
for public health and medicine.  Adding chlorine to 
drinking water was the biggest advance in the 
history of public health and the majority of synthetic 
medicines are based on chlorine chemistry. 

 

Why I Left Greenpeace After 15 Years

Greenpeace lost its humanitarian perspective and drifted 

into a belief that humans are the enemies of the earth. 

22

Greenpeace began to adopt positions that I did not agree 

with from a scientific perspective. The Ban Chlorine 

Worldwide campaign gave me no choice but to leave. 

75% of our medicines are based on 

chlorine chemistry

1985.

Greenpeace Says Chlorine is

“The Devil’s Element”

Calls for Global Chlorine Ban

The addition of chlorine to drinking water 

is the single biggest advance

in the history public health.
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His arguments fell on deaf ears and, for Dr. Moore, 
this was the final straw.  He left Greenpeace and 
vowed to develop an environmental policy that was 
based on science and logic, rather than on 
sensationalism, misinformation, anti-humanism and 
fear. 

 

Dr. Moore presented the supposed smoking gun of 
catastrophic climate change, the Keeling curve of 
CO2 concentration in the Earth’s atmosphere since 
1959.  CO2 concentration is presumed to have been 
280 ppm at the beginning of the Industrial 
Revolution, before human activity could have caused 
any significant impact.  Dr. Moore accepts that most 
of the rise from 280 to 400 ppm is caused by human 
CO2 emissions, with the possibility that some of it is 
due to outgassing from warming of the oceans. 

 

NASA says that “Carbon Dioxide Controls Earth’s 
Temperature”, in child-like denial of the many other 
factors involved in climate change.  This is 
reminiscent of NASA’s contention that there might 
be life on Mars.  Decades after it was demonstrated 
that there is no life on Mars, NASA continues to use 
it as a hook to raise public funding for more 

expeditions to the Red Planet.  The promulgation of 
fear of climate change now serves the same purpose.  
As Bob Dylan prophetically pointed out, “Money 
doesn’t talk, it swears”, even in one of the most 
admired science organisations in the world. 

On the political front, G7 leaders plan to “end 
extreme poverty and hunger” by phasing out 85% of 
the world’s energy supply, including 98% of the 
energy used to transport people and goods, 
including food.  The Emperors of the world appear 
clothed, but the photograph must have been 
photoshopped, suggested Dr. Moore, before adding 
that they should be required to stand naked for 
making such a foolish statement. 

Only the Canadian Prime Minister, Stephen Harper (third from 
left), according to Dr. Moore, has the decency to hang his head in 
shame 

The world’s top climate body, the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), is hopelessly 
conflicted by its makeup and it mandate.  The Panel 
is composed solely of the World Meteorological 
Organization and the United Nations Environment 
Program: weather forecasters and environmentalists.  
Both these organisations are focused primarily on 
short timescales of days to maybe a century or two.  
But the most significant conflict is with the Panel’s 
mandate from the United Nations.  They are 
required only to focus on “a change of climate which 
is attributed directly or indirectly to human activity 
that alters the composition of the atmosphere, and 
which is in addition to natural climate variability.” 

So if the IPCC found that the climate was not being 
affected by human alteration of the atmosphere, or 
that it is not “dangerous”, then there would be no 
need for them to exist.  They are virtually mandated 
to find on the side of apocalypse. 

CO2 Levels in The Global Atmosphere

NASA : As if CO2 is the Only Factor Governing 

Earth’s Temperature

No Reputable Scientist Would Say This
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Scientific certainty, political pandering, a hopelessly 
conflicted IPCC and now the Pope, spiritual leader of 
the Catholic Church, in a bold move to reinforce the 
concept of original sin, says the Earth looks like “an 
immense pile of filth” and we must phase out fossil 
fuels altogether, even for the poor. 

 

Dr. Moore contrasted this with the immense pile of 
actual filth fed to us more than three times daily by 
the green-media nexus;  a seething cauldron of 
imminent doom, as if we are already condemned to 
Damnation in Hell with little chance of Redemption.  
Dr. Moore fears for the end of the Enlightenment.  
He fears an intellectual Gulag with Greenpeace as his 
prison guards. 

Dr. Moore turned to our knowledge of the long-term 
history of the Earth’s temperature and of CO2 in the 
Earth’s atmosphere, with a chart depicting our best 
inference from various proxies back into the 
Precambrian when, it is believed, CO2 was higher for 
the first 4 billion years of Earth’s history than it has 
been from the Cambrian Period until today.  
Dr. Moore focused on the past 540 million years 
since modern life forms evolved.  It is glaringly 

obvious that these two key parameters are in an 
inverse correlation at least as often as they are in 
any semblance of correlation.  Two clear examples of 
reverse correlation occurred 150 million years and 
50 million years ago.  At the end of the Jurassic, 
temperature fell dramatically while CO2 spiked.  
During the Eocene Thermal Maximum, temperature 
was likely higher than at any time in the past 
550 million years, while CO2 had been on a 
downward track for 100 million years.  This evidence 
alone is sufficient to warrant deep speculation of any 
claimed lock-step, causal relationship between CO2 
and temperature. 

 

The Devonian Period, beginning 400 million years 
ago, marked the culmination of the invasion of life 
onto the land.  Plants evolved to produce lignin, 
which in combination with cellulose, created wood, 
which in turn and for the first time allowed plants to 
grow tall, in competition with each other for sunlight.  
As vast forests spread across the land, living biomass 
increased by orders of magnitude, pulling down 
carbon as CO2 from the atmosphere to make wood. 

 

Article 1.2, as “a change of climate which is attributed 

directly or indirectly to human activity that alters the 

composition of the global atmosphere and which is in 

addition to natural climate variability observed over 

comparable time periods.”

The IPCC mandate from the United Nations is restricted 

to human-caused impacts and does not consider the 

natural factors that influence the global climate

Therefore the IPCC is inherently conflicted to find on the side 

of apocalypse.If they were to find that humans are not the 

main cause of climate change, or that it was not dangerous, 

there would be no need for it to exist.

The first great decline in CO2

coincided with the evolution

of woody plants and spread 

of great forests across the

Earth.

No decomposer species was

able to digest lignin so dead

trees piled up a hundred or

more metres deep.

During the Carboniferous 

Period the great coal deposits

were laid down.

Coal formation virtually 

ended when fungi evolved

enzymes that could digest

lignin. 

CO2 recovered somewhat as

fungi digested wood that was 

exposed to oxygen

CO2
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Lignin is very difficult to break down and no 
decomposer species possessed the enzymes to 
digest it.  Trees died atop one another until they 
were a hundred metres or more in depth.  This was 
the making of the great coal beds around the world 
as this huge store of sequestered carbon continued 
to build for 90 million years.  Then, fortunately for 
the future of life, a fungi evolved to produce the 
enzymes that can digest lignin and coincident with 
that the coal-making era came to an end. 

There was no guarantee that fungi or any other 
decomposer species would develop the complex of 
enzymes required to digest lignin.  If they had not, 
CO2, which had already been drawn down for the 
first time in Earth’s history to levels similar to today’s, 
would have continued to decline as trees continued 
to grow and die.  That is until CO2 approached the 
threshold of 150 ppm below which plants begin first 
to starve, then to stop growing altogether and then 
to die.  Not just woody plants but all plants.  This 
would bring about the extinction of most, if not all 
terrestrial species, as animals, insects and other 
invertebrates starved for lack of food.  And that 
would have been that.  The human species would 
never have existed.  This was only the first time that 
there was a distinct possibility that life would come 
close to extinguishing itself, due to a shortage of CO2, 
a molecule essential for life on Earth. 

This lowly white-rot fungus, of the genus Trametes, saved life on 
earth by evolving the ability to digest lignin 

A well-documented graph of global temperature 
over the past 65 million years shows that we have 
been in a major cooling period since the Eocene 
Thermal Maximum 50 million years ago.  The Earth 
was as much as 16°C warmer then, with most of the 
increased warmth at the higher latitudes.  The entire 
planet, including the Arctic and Antarctica was ice-
free and the land there was covered in forest.  The 

ancestors of every species on Earth today survived 
through what may have been the warmest period in 
the history of modern life.  It makes one wonder 
about dire predictions that even a 2°C rise in 
temperature from pre-industrial times would cause 
mass extinctions and the destruction of civilisation.  
Glaciers began to form in Antarctica 30 million years 
ago and in the northern hemisphere 3 million years 
ago.  Today, even in this interglacial period of the 
Pleistocene Ice Age, we are still experiencing one of 
the coldest climates in the Earth’s history. 

 

Coming closer to the present, we have learned from 
Antarctic ice cores that for the past 800,000 years 
there have been quite regular periods of major 
glaciation followed by interglacial periods in 
100,000-year cycles.  These cycles coincide with the 
Milankovitch cycles that are tied to the eccentricity 
of the Earth’s orbit and its axial tilt.  It is highly 
plausible that these cycles are related to solar 
intensity and the seasonal distribution of solar heat 
on the Earth’s surface.  There is a strong correlation 
between temperature and the level of atmospheric 
CO2 during these successive glaciations, indicating a 
possible cause-effect relationship between the two.  
CO2 lags temperature by an average of 800 years 
during the most recent 400,000-year period, 
indicating that temperature is the cause, given that 
the cause never comes after the effect. 

 

The  Milankovitch Cycles are Coincident with

Major Glaciations every 100,000 Years During this

Pleistocene Ice Age
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Looking at the past 50,000 years of reconstructed 
temperature and CO2 records, we can see that 
changes in CO2 follow changes in temperature.  This 
is as one would expect, as the Milankovitch cycles 
are far more likely to cause a change in temperature 
than a change in CO2.  And a change in the 
temperature is far more likely to cause a change in 
CO2 – due to out-gassing of CO2 from the oceans 
during warmer times, and an in-gassing (absorption) 
of CO2 during colder periods.  Yet climate alarmists 
persist in insisting that CO2 is causing the change in 
temperature, despite the illogical nature of that 
assertion. 

 

It is sobering to consider the magnitude of climate 
change during the past 20,000 years, since the peak 
of the last major glaciation.  At that time, there were 
3.3 kilometres of ice on top of what is today the city 
of Montreal, a city of more than three million people.  
95% of Canada was covered in an ice sheet.  Even as 
far south as Chicago, there was nearly one kilometre 
of ice.  If the Milankovitch cycle continues to prevail, 
and there is little reason aside from our CO2 
emissions to think otherwise, this will happen 
gradually again during the next 80,000 years.6 

 

Will our CO2 emissions stave off another glaciation as 
James Lovelock has suggested?7  There does not 
seem to be much hope of that so far, as despite one 

third of all our CO2 emissions being released during 
the past eighteen years, the UK Met Office contends 
that there has been no statistically significant 
warming during this century.8 

Coming back to the relationship between 
temperature and CO2 in the modern era, we can see 
that temperature has risen at a steady, slow rate in 
Central England since 1700, while human CO2 
emissions were not relevant until 1850 and then 
began an exponential rise after 1950.  This is not 
indicative of a direct causal relationship between 
temperature and CO2 concentration.  After freezing 
over regularly during the 500-year Little Ice Age, the 
River Thames froze for the last time in 1814, as the 
Earth moved into what might be called the Modern 
Warm Period. 

 

Now we have the great debate over whether there is 
a pause in global warming, or not.  Dr. Moore said 
that we cannot trust NASA, NOAA, the Australian 
Bureau of Meteorology or the IPCC to be honest with 
climate numbers.  Despite their falling out with the 
BBC, it seems that we can at least trust the UK Met 
Office which has clearly stated that there has been 
no statistically significant warming in this century … 
during a period when 30% of all human-caused CO2 
has been emitted. 9   The lock-step, cause-effect 
relationship between CO2 and temperature lies 
shattered under the lens of scientific observation 
and reason. 

 

The last glaciation began to end 18,000 years ago.

The rise in CO2 follows the rise in temperature  

This May Happen Again Someday
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How many politicians or members of the media or 
the public are aware of this statement about climate 
change from the IPCC in 2001?10 

“We should recognise that we are dealing with a 
coupled non-linear chaotic system, and therefore 
that the long-term prediction of future climate states 
is not possible.” 

This graph confirms that statement.  The only trends 
these computer models seem able to predict 
accurately are the ones that have already occurred. 

 

Dr. Moore came to the core thesis of his 
presentation:  CO2 is the currency of life and the 
most important building block for all life on Earth.  
All life is carbon-based, including our own.  Surely 
the carbon cycle and its central role as the 
foundation of life should be taught to our children 
rather than the demonization of CO2, that “carbon” 
is a “pollutant” that threatens the continuation of 
life.  We know for a fact that CO2 is essential and that 
it must be at a certain level in the atmosphere for 
the survival of plants, which are the primary food for 
all the other species alive today.  Should we not 
encourage our citizens, students, teachers, 
politicians, scientists and other leaders to celebrate 
CO2 as the giver of life that it is? 

 

It is a proven fact that plants, including trees and all 
our food crops, are capable of growing much faster 
at higher levels of CO2 than present in the 
atmosphere today.  Even at today’s concentration of 
400 ppm, plants are relatively starved of nutrition.  
The optimum level of CO2 for plant growth is about 
five times higher, 2,000 ppm, yet climate alarmists 
warn that it is already too high.  They must be 
challenged every day by every person who knows 
the truth in this matter.  As the “giver of life”, 
Dr. Moore said that we should celebrate CO2 rather 
than denigrate it, as is the fashion today. 

 

We are witnessing the “Greening of the Earth” as 
higher levels of CO2, due to human emissions from 
the use of fossil fuels, promotes increased growth of 
plants around the world.  This has been confirmed by 
scientists with CSIRO in Australia, in Germany and in 
North America.  Only half of the CO2 that we are 
emitting from the use of fossil fuels is showing up in 
the atmosphere.  The balance is going somewhere 
else and the best science says most of it is going into 
an increase in global plant biomass.  What could be 
wrong with that, as forests and agricultural crops 
become more productive? 

All the CO2 in the atmosphere has been created by 
out-gassing from the Earth’s core during massive 
volcanic eruptions.  This was much more prevalent in CO2 is the Most Important Food for All Life on Earth

Trees Grow Much Faster at Higher Levels of CO2

The Greening of the Earth: CO2 Fertilization Effect
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the early history of the Earth when the core was 
hotter than it is today.  During the past 150 million 
years, there has not been enough addition of CO2 to 
the atmosphere to offset the gradual losses due to 
burial of carbon in sediments.11 

Where all the carbon is in the world and how it is moving around. 

Today, at just over 400 ppm, there are 850 billion 
tonnes of carbon as CO2 in the atmosphere.  By 
comparison, when modern life-forms evolved over 
500 million years ago, there were nearly 
15,000 billion tonnes of carbon in the atmosphere, 
seventeen times today’s level.  Plants and soils 
combined contain more than 2,000 billion tonnes of 
carbon, more than twice as much as the entire global 
atmosphere.  The oceans contain 38,000 billion 
tonnes of carbon, as dissolved CO2, 45 times as much 
as in the atmosphere.  Fossil fuels, which are made 
from plants that pulled CO2 from the atmosphere, 
account for 5,000-10,000 billion tonnes of carbon, 
6-12 times as much carbon as is in the atmosphere. 

 

But the truly stunning number is the amount of 
carbon that has been sequestered from the 
atmosphere and turned into carbonaceous rocks.  

100,000,000 billion tonnes – one hundred quadrillion 
tonnes of carbon, most of which was turned into 
stone by marine species that learned how to make 
armour-plating for themselves by combining calcium 
and CO2 into calcium carbonate.  Limestone, chalk, 
and marble are all of life origin and amount to 99.9% 
of all the carbon that was ever present in the global 
atmosphere.  The white cliffs of Dover are made 
from the calcium carbonate skeletons of 
coccolithophores, tiny marine phytoplankton that 
provide much of the basis for the food chain in the 
oceans. 

At the beginning of the Cambrian Period, 540 million 
years ago, many marine species of invertebrates 
evolved the ability to control calcification and to 
build armour plating to protect their soft bodies.  
Shellfish, such as clams and snails, corals, 
coccolithophores (phytoplankton) and foraminifera 
(zooplankton) began to combine CO2 with calcium 
and thus to remove carbon from the life cycle as the 
shells sank into sediments.  It is ironic that life itself, 
by devising a protective suit of armour, determined 
its own eventual demise by continuously removing 
CO2 from the atmosphere.  This is carbon 
sequestration and storage writ large.  These are the 
carbonaceous sediments that form the shale 
deposits from which we are fracking gas and oil 
today.  Here, Dr. Moore added his support to 
fracking. 

 

The past 150 million years has seen a steady drawing 
down of CO2 from the atmosphere.  There are many 
components to this but what matters is the net 
effect, a removal on average of 37,000 tonnes of 
carbon from the atmosphere every year for 
150 million years.  The amount of CO2 in the 
atmosphere was reduced by more than 90% during 
this period.  This means that volcanic emissions of 

Where the Carbon Is
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CO2 have been outweighed by the loss of carbon to 
calcium carbonate sediments on a multi-million year 
basis. 

If this trend continues, CO2 will inevitably fall to 
levels that threaten the survival of plants which 
require a minimum of 150 ppm to survive. 

How long will it be, at the present level of CO2 
depletion, until most or all of life on Earth is 
threatened with extinction by a lack of CO2 in the 
atmosphere? 

 

During the Pleistocene Ice Age, CO2 tended to reach 
a minimum level when the successive glaciations 
reach their peak.  During the last glaciation, which 
peaked 18,000 years ago, CO2 bottomed out at 
180 ppm, possibly the lowest level CO2 has been in 
the history of the Earth.  This is only 30 ppm above 
the level that plants begin to die.  Paleontological 
research has demonstrated that, even at 180 ppm, 
there was a severe restriction of growth as plants 
began to starve.  With the onset of the warmer, 
interglacial period, CO2 rebounded to 280 ppm.  But 
even today, with human emissions causing CO2 to 
reach 400 ppm, plants are still restricted in their 
growth rates which would be much higher if CO2 
were at 1,000-2,000 ppm. 

 

Dr. Moore announced a shocking fact:  if humans 
had not begun to unlock some of the carbon stored 
as fossil fuels, all of which had been in the 
atmosphere as CO2 before sequestration by plants 
and animals, then life on Earth would have soon 
been starved of this essential nutrient and would 
have begun to die.  Given the present trends of 
glaciations and interglacial periods this may have 
occurred less than two million years from today – a 
blink in nature’s eye or 0.05% of the 3.5 billion-year 
history of life.  Dr. Moore did not pretend to have a 
computer model that can predict the future two 
million years, but relied instead on a simple 
extrapolation of the data. 

No other species could have accomplished the task 
of putting some of the carbon back into the 
atmosphere that was pulled out and locked in the 
Earth’s crust by plants and animals over the 
millennia.  This is why Dr. Moore paid honour to 
independent scientist Dr. James Lovelock who was 
for many years of the belief that humans are the 
one-and-only rogue species on Gaia, destined to 
cause catastrophic global warming.  While the Gaia 
theory was entertaining, Dr. Moore objected to its 
original-sin hypothesis of humans being the only evil 
species on Earth. 

Nevertheless, Dr. Moore remarked that Dr. Lovelock 
had seen the light by realising that humans 
themselves may be part of Gaia’s plan – a change of 
mind that must have taken great courage after 
investing so much of his reputation in the opposite 
opinion.  Rather than seeing humans as the enemies 
of Gaia, Lovelock now sees that we may be working 
with Gaia to “stave off another ice age” or major 
glaciation.  This is much more plausible than the 
climate doom-and-gloom scenario, because our 
release of CO2 back into the atmosphere has 
definitely reversed the steady downward slide of this 
essential food for life, and hopefully may reduce the 
chance that the climate will slide into another period 
of major glaciation.  We can be certain that higher 
levels of CO2 will result in increased plant growth and 
biomass.  We really do not know if higher levels of 
CO2 will prevent or reduce the eventual slide into 
another major glaciation:  Dr. Moore was not very 
hopeful himself, because history just does not 
support a strong correlation between CO2 and 
temperature. 

It does boggle the mind that, in the face of our 
knowledge of steadily falling CO2 levels, human CO2 
emissions are not universally acclaimed as a miracle 

CO2 fell to 180 ppm 18,000 years ago, 

almost certainly the lowest in the Earth’s history

Note CO2 fell to 180 ppm

Death of Plants
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of salvation, said Dr. Moore.  From direct 
observation, we already know that the extreme 
predictions of CO2’s impact on global temperature 
are highly unlikely, given that during the past 
eighteen years, there has been no statistically 
significant warming.  And even if there were some 
additional warming, that would surely be preferable 
to the extermination of all or most species on the 
planet. 

Here, Dr. Moore stated categorically that, “Human 
emissions of CO2 have saved life on Earth from 
inevitable starvation and extinction due to a lack of 
CO2.”  To use the analogy of the Atomic Clock, if the 
Earth were 24 hours old, we were at 38 seconds to 
midnight when we reversed the trend towards the 
End Time.  If that was not good news, then 
Dr. Moore did not know what was:  staving off 
Armageddon doesn’t happen every day. 

He issued a challenge for anyone to provide a 
compelling argument that counters his analysis of 
the historical record and the prediction of CO2 
starvation, based on the 150 million-year trend.  Ad 
hominem arguments about “climate deniers” need 
not apply, Dr. Moore added.  He submitted that 
much of society has been collectively misled into 
believing that global CO2 and temperature are too 
high when, in fact, the opposite is true for both.  
Does anyone deny that below 150 ppm of CO2 that 
plants will die, he asked?  Does anyone deny that the 
Earth has been in a 50 million-year cooling period 
and that this Pleistocene Ice Age is one of the coldest 
periods in the history of the planet? 

If we assume human emissions have, to date, added 
some 200 billion tonnes of CO2 to the atmosphere, 
then, even if we ceased using fossil fuels today, we 
have already bought another five million years for 
life on earth.  Yet, we will not stop using fossil fuels 
to power our civilisation, so it is likely that we can 
forestall plant starvation for lack of CO2 by at least 
65 million years.  Even when fossil fuels have 
become scarce, we have the quadrillion tonnes of 
carbon in carbonaceous rocks which we can 
transform into lime and CO2 for the manufacture of 
cement.  We already know how to do that with solar 
or nuclear energy.  This alone, regardless of fossil 
fuel consumption, will more than offset the loss of 
CO2 due to calcium carbonate burial in marine 
sediments.  Without a doubt, the human species has 
made it possible to prolong the survival of life on 
Earth for more than 100 million years.  We are not 
the enemy of nature, but its salvation. 

As a postscript, Dr. Moore made a few comments on 
the other side of the alleged dangerous climate 
change coin:  on energy policy and, in particular, on 
the much maligned fossil fuels (coal, oil and natural 
gas). 

 

Depending on how it is tallied, fossil fuels account 
for between 85-88% of global energy consumption 
and more than 95% of energy for the transport of 
people and goods, including our food. 

Earlier this year, G7 leaders agreed that fossil fuels 
should be phased out by 2100 – a most bizarre 
development in the opinion of Dr. Moore.  Of course, 
no intelligent person really believes this will happen, 
but it is a testament to the power of the elites who 
have converged around the catastrophic human-
caused climate change, that so many world leaders 
participate in the charade, he said.  How might we 
convince them to celebrate CO2 rather than to 
denigrate it, asked Dr. Moore. 

A lot of nasty things are said about fossil fuels, even 
though they are largely responsible for our longevity, 
our prosperity and our personal freedom. 

 

Fossil Fuels are 100% Organic, Produced with Solar

Energy, and when Burned Produce Food for Life.

Largest Storage Battery of Solar Energy on Earth
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Hydrocarbons, the energy component of fossil fuels, 
are 100% organic, as in organic chemistry.  They 
were produced by solar energy in ancient seas and 
forests.  When they are burned for energy, the main 
products are water and CO2, the two most essential 
foods for life.  Fossil fuels are by far the largest 
storage battery of solar energy on Earth.  Nothing 
else comes close, except nuclear fuel which is also 
solar in the sense that it was produced in dying stars. 

 

Today, Greenpeace protests against Russian and 
American oil rigs using 3,000 hp diesel-powered 
ships and inflatables with 200 hp outboard motors to 
board the rigs and hang anti-oil banners made from 
plastic – a product of fossil fuels.  Then, they issue a 
media release telling us that we must end our 
addiction to oil.  Dr. Moore would not mind so much 
if Greenpeace rode bicycles to their sailing ships and 
rowed their little boats into the rigs to hang organic 
cotton banners.  There was no H-bomb on board the 
boat that sailed on the first Greenpeace campaign 
against nuclear testing, he added. 

 

Dr. Moore pondered what the driver of the BP 
tanker truck must think when he drives out to the 

wharf to re-fuel the Rainbow Warrior with 
10,000 litres of diesel fuel?  People who state 
publicly that they are against using and transporting 
oil should be refused oil products, Dr. Moore 
concluded. 

Some of the world’s oil comes from Canadian oil 
sands in northern Alberta.  Dr. Moore had never 
worked with fossil fuel interests until he became 
incensed with the lies being spread in the capitals of 
Canada’s allies about his country’s oil production.  So, 
he visited the oil sands operations to find out for 
himself what went on there. 

 

It is true the operations are not a pretty sight when 
the land is stripped bare to get at the sand so that 
the oil can be removed from it.  Canada is actually 
cleaning up the biggest natural oil spill in history, 
Dr. Moore quipped, and making a profit from it.  The 
oil was brought to the surface when the Rocky 
Mountains were thrust up by the colliding Pacific 
Plate.  When the sand is returned back to the land, 
99% of the so-called “toxic oil” has been removed 
from it. 

 

Greenpeace Protests a Russian Oil Platform

with an Oil-Powered Ship,

Saying We Must “End our Addiction to Oil”

Greenpeace Ship “Rainbow Warrior” Fueling up with BP Diesel 

Heavy Oil Upgrader - Canadian Oil Sands

Oil Sands Mining - Canada
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Anti-oil activists say that the oil-sands operations are 
destroying the boreal forest of Canada.  Canada’s 
boreal forest accounts for 10% of all the world’s 
forests and the oil-sands area is like a pimple on an 
elephant by comparison.  By law, every square inch 
of land disturbed by oil-sands extraction must be 
returned to native boreal forest.  When will cities like 
Edmonton, London and New York, that have lain to 
waste the natural environment, be returned to their 
native ecosystems, enquired Dr. Moore. 

 

The art and science of ecological restoration, or 
reclamation as it is called in the mining industry, is a 
well-established practice.  The land is re-contoured, 
the original soil is put back and native species of 
plants and trees are established.  It is possible, by 
creating depressions where the land was flat, to 
increase biodiversity by making ponds and lakes 
where wetland plants, insects and waterfowl can 
become established in the reclaimed landscape. 

 

The tailings ponds, where the cleaned sand is 
returned, look ugly for a few years, but they are 
eventually reclaimed into grasslands.  The Fort 
McKay First Nation is under contract to manage a 

herd of bison on a reclaimed tailings pond.  Every 
tailings pond will be reclaimed in a similar manner 
when operations have been completed. 

 

As an ecologist and environmentalist for more than 
45 years, Dr. Moore said that, “this is good enough 
for me”.  The land is disturbed for a blink of an eye in 
geological time and is then returned to a sustainable 
boreal forest ecosystem with cleaner sand.  As a 
bonus, we get the fuel to power our weed-eaters, 
scooters, motorcycles, cars, trucks, buses, trains and 
aircraft. 

Carbon dioxide from burning fossil fuels is the stuff 
of life, the staff of life, the currency of life, indeed 
the backbone of life on Earth, concluded Dr. Moore.  
He hoped that MEPs had seen CO2 from a new 
perspective and would join with him to “Celebrate 
CO2”! 

Intervention by  
the European 
Commission 
Prof. Buzek thanked Dr. Moore for his “very exciting” 
presentation and acknowledged that the European 
Parliament, when dealing with climate and energy 
legislation, must rely on good scientific advice.  He 
recalled his previous experience in the IEA GHG 
programme during the late 1980s and early 1990s, 
when CO2 emissions were not such a difficult 
political problem.  Today, the differences between 
scientists were perhaps even greater than the 
political differences between Members of the 
European Parliament.  Prof. Buzek regretted that no 

Oil Sands

Edmonton

Reclaimed Mine Site at Suncor Oil Sands Project

Bison Managed by Fort McKay First Nation on 

Reclaimed Tailings Pond at Oil Sands Project
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members from either of the Green parties were 
present at the debate. 

In his opinion, the EU should firstly reduce pollutant 
emissions, including dust and sulphur dioxide.  
Secondly, the stability of energy supply should be 
high on the political agenda:  wind and solar power 
cannot deliver fully on this objective, while coal and 
gas tick the box.  Thirdly, Europe cannot “go it alone” 
on CO2 reductions, so should not go too fast on 
decarbonisation. 

The European Commission representative welcomed 
the opportunity for dialogue, recalling that the 
Commission has political instructions and targets for 
climate action which meant reducing CO2 emissions. 

The EU targets are to reduce GHG emissions by 20% 
by 2020 and by 40% by 2030, to increase the share 
of renewables and to improve energy efficiency.  At 
COP21, held in Paris in December 2015, the EU and 
world nations agreed long-term ambitions for GHG 
emission reductions to stabilise global temperature, 
including a legally binding reporting system and 
transparency rules. 

In September 2016, a new legislative package is 
expected on energy efficiency and, at the end of the 
year, another on renewables and the internal market.  
The latter package is of importance to the coal 
industry, because it covers flexibility and this is 
where coal could position itself in the electricity 
market.  The Commission has supported research on 
coal flexibility in the 7th Framework Programme.  
Also, the Commission still wants CCS to be deployed 
in Europe. 

EEF Vice-President, Mr. Paul Rübig MEP (left) and EEF President, 
Prof. Jerzy Buzek MEP (right) 

Q & A 
The Q&A session was chaired by MEP Paul Rübig 
(EPP, AT) who said that Members of the European 
Parliament wanted to hear about future options.  He 
was glad to take part in this kind of science-based 
debate, especially when peer-reviewed.  He praised 
the large number of presentations that top thinkers 
brought to Brussels and Strasbourg, and also the 
work of the European Parliament Research Service. 

One MEP considered Dr. Moore’s presentation to be 
“striking”; one that goes totally against the 
mainstream that had been discussed in the European 
Parliament for several years and sealed by the global 
agreement in Paris.  He said that he wanted to base 
his activity on scientific findings, rather than on 
beliefs.  It would be very hard for him to find that he 
had been wrong for forty years, especially as a long-
time member of the green movement in Germany.  
It would be a disaster for him to discover that 
Dr. Moore was right and that he was wrong.  So, 
after his many discussions and much reading, his 
opinion on climate change remained that of the 
majority.  He asked Dr. Moore if too much CO2 could 
still be considered as a fertiliser, rather than a 
pollutant. 

He argued that the fossil fuels – coal, gas and oil – 
were created millions of years ago, but that we are 
now burning them in just ten generations.  He 
wondered if that was really good for the eco-system. 

Finally, referring to an IRENA presentation, made in 
Abu Dhabi, in which solar and wind technologies 
were presented as having enjoyed dramatic price 
falls, the MEP asked if the precautionary principle 
meant that the electricity generation mix should 
shift towards the increased use of renewable sources. 

Another MEP praised Dr. Moore for his powerful 
presentation and story-telling skills, remarking that 
he must have some Irish blood in him.  He agreed 
with Dr. Moore on one point:  that the Alberta oil 
sands have a small impact on the environment.  He 
was at the COP21 Paris discussions and asked 
Dr. Moore if he thought that it was all just a waste of 
time? 

A Polish MEP described himself as both a scientist 
and a politician.  He recalled that Poland did not 
believe in the ideals of socialism or communism, and 
described “greens” as being unripe communist 
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“reds”.  He disagreed strongly with the position of 
the Commission, suggesting jail sentences for the 
two trillion euros wasted on climate change.  He 
suggested that not enough was known about the 
atmosphere or the climate to justify such a high 
public investment. 

Dr. Moore replied by arguing that the CO2 quantity 
in the atmosphere was very low, measured in parts 
per million, and that it cannot be considered toxic.  
At very high concentrations, it is still not a toxic 
pollutant, but it can and does asphyxiate, as can all 
other gases that displace the oxygen we need to 
breathe.  CO2 is central to plant life and therefore to 
humans.  Moreover, less CO2 could mean a 
prolonged cooling period which would be disastrous 
for humankind. 

Dr. Moore contested that, throughout the history of 
life on Earth, CO2 levels were higher than at present, 
meaning that a CO2 increase will actually be 
beneficial rather than dangerous.  A reduction of CO2 
concentration in the atmosphere would be perilous 
for life on Earth.  He argued that, even very recently 
– during Roman times, it was warmer, as the tree-
ring record shows.  Therefore, an increase of 
temperature is not dangerous.  Cold periods are 
dangerous, not warmer ones.  Humans are a tropical 
species that came out of Africa, so we can easily 
adapt to higher temperatures. 

By burning fossil fuels, humans have put back into 
the atmosphere some of the missing CO2 and can 
therefore enhance plant growth.  Atmospheric CO2 is 
missing due to calcified plants and animals that have 
taken CO2 from atmosphere and put it in the ground.  
There is no scientific proof linking humans to an 
increase in global temperature, he said.  There is 
only the theory that increased atmospheric CO2 is 
warming the Earth, ceteris paribus.  Disbelief in this 
theory can be seen in the numerous cancelled CCS 
projects around the world, he concluded. 

A UK MEP thanked EURACOAL for hosting the dinner 
and bringing a climate realist to the debate.  He 
suggested that there were a lot more climate realists 
around, but few were vocal.  He agreed with 
Dr. Moore’s thesis and, addressing the Commission, 
asking if the targets for energy were indeed equal, 
because climate concerns seemed to have a much 
more prominent role in all Commission proposals. 

The MEP quoted former Commissioner for Industry 
and Entrepreneurship, Antonio Tajani, who said that 

current European policies are creating an “industrial 
massacre” in Europe with high electricity prices 
destroying thousands of jobs in the last seven to 
eight years – especially in energy-intensive industries 
which have moved whole plants and their new 
projects out of the EU to jurisdictions with often 
lower environmental standards.  Thus, worldwide 
emissions increase in a lose-lose deal for Europe 
which loses jobs and investments, while global CO2 
emissions continue to rise.  He concluded by asking 
the Commission if they were aware of this state of 
affairs and what its plans were to halt policies that 
do not reduce emissions, but instead export them. 

A professor began his intervention by noting that he 
was neither a politician nor an activist, but a climate 
scientist.  As an example of the challenges that the 
IPCC addresses in its reports, he went on to present 
some details on how ocean temperatures were 
measured, firstly by surface sampling using buckets.  
In 1942, the United States changed the 
measurement method by monitoring the 
temperature of the cooling water intake to ship 
engines, which is about half a degree warmer than at 
the surface.  Therefore, there is a need to correct 
these and other temperature series in order to 
obtain accurate data for assessing global 
warming.12,13 

The professor mentioned the Berkeley Earth Surface 
Temperature (BEST) project, which is an “open 
critical group”, independently operated, funded 
primarily by unrestricted educational grants.  Their 
findings show that there has been global warming 
over the last 250 years.  However, he agreed that 
there is no proof that human influence has caused 
global warming, but the greenhouse theory was 
nonetheless “plausible”. 

He continued by asserting that Dr. Moore was still 
just an activist and in many ways similar to the very 
person that Dr. Moore accuses – Al Gore – who also 
made definitive statements that leave no room for 
doubt.  Such men are not true scientists; true 
scientists always question and are always open to be 
questioned, he concluded. 

An industry representative, from the oil refining 
sector, mentioned upcoming legislation on air 
pollution.  While CO2 emissions can be debated, air 
pollution cannot, he said:  the emissions are there 
and need to be reduced.  He asked Dr. Moore about 
his solutions for clean air in our bigger cities and 
what energy sources should be used to achieve this. 
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The Commission representative pointed to the 
efforts on creating the single internal energy market 
to secure market-driven investments, affordable 
prices for consumers and competitive prices for 
industry.  At the same time, the EU Emissions 
Trading Scheme (ETS) will ensure the energy system 
is decarbonised, with mechanisms to protect 
industrial competitiveness. 

The UK MEP refuted this claim, suggesting that the 
Commission needs to talk with the steel or 
aluminium industries. 

Dr. Moore argued that the $100 billion Green Fund 
would be much better used to tackle air pollution 
rather than CO2 emissions.  As developed countries 
used their wealth to clean their environment, so 
should developing countries.  Dr. Moore mentioned 
Bjørn Lomborg who accepts anthropogenic climate 
change, but does not consider that the trillions of 
dollars invested in green energy are the right way 
forward.  That money should be spent on disease 
research, on combatting malnutrition, on reducing 
air pollution and water pollution, and on other 
humanistic causes. 

Addressing the climate scientist, Dr. Moore 
considered climate scientists to be a “self-appointed 
clique”.  He noted that the doctorates of the most 
prominent climate scientists were in specialisations 
not related to climate science.  Dr. Moore saw 
climate science as a highly inter-disciplinary field, 
involving meteorology, oceanography, astrophysics, 
geology and evolutionary biology – a huge range of 
subjects. 

He considered that spending trillions of dollars in 
response to anthropogenic climate change, without 
having any firm proof that it even exists, is not good 
policy. 

Dr. Moore agreed with the IPCC scientist that for 
some of the information that he presented he was 
indeed certain, but for other information he offered 
his opinion, which was as legitimate as anyone else’s 
opinion on topics which were not well understood.  
However, he believed that his overall logical 
framework was robust, being based on facts. 

Dr. Moore said that it was hypocrisy to hinder the 
growth of developing countries, to stop them taking 
the very steps that developed countries had 
followed.  Many Hollywood stars exhibit this 
hypocrisy:  Leonardo DiCaprio preaches austerity, 

but owns big yachts and flies private planes.  
Elsewhere, Elon Musk finances his companies with 
public subsidies, rather than from selling market-
competitive products.  This is “crony capitalism”, 
Dr. Moore argued.  In Germany, he also saw the 
hypocrisy of a nuclear phase-out that would increase 
coal consumption in a country that prided itself on a 
green revolution. 

He concluded that Greens are against coal, against 
gas, against oil, against hydro, against nuclear, 
against biomass – against basically all sources of 
electricity except wind and solar which had become 
parasites, living on the back of society. 

MEP Rübig concluded the meeting and thanked all 
speakers for their contributions. 

 

Registered Guests 
19 MEPs | 8 MEP assistants & political group staff | 
1 European Commission | 1 Council of Europe | 
9 EEF Associate Members | 2 EEF staff | 6 EURACOAL 
members & secretariat | 3 EURACOAL guests 

MEP Rübig (left) with EURACOAL secretariat and 
guest
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