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Should we celebrate carbon dioxide? 
 

 

 
Twitter ς 10:56 p.m. ς 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.  
¢ƘŜ 9ŀǊǘƘΩǎ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ Ƙŀǎ ǿŀǊƳŜŘ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ Ǉŀǎǘ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƘǳƴŘǊŜŘ ȅŜŀǊǎΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀƪ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƛǘǘƭŜ LŎŜ !ƎŜ 
ŀǊƻǳƴŘ мтллΦ  άIǳƳŀƴǎ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ƛǘǘƭŜ LŎŜ !ƎŜΣ ŀƴŘ L Řƻ ƴƻǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŜƳƛǎǎƛƻns of 
CO2 ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ǎƭƛƎƘǘ ǿŀǊƳƛƴƎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ Ǉŀǎǘ ŦƛŦǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎΣέ ǎŀƛŘ 5ǊΦ aƻƻǊŜΦ  ά.ǳǘ ǎǳǊŜƭȅ ǘƘŜ 
people who do believe in catastrophic global warming have faith that world governments will heed their 
warning, as expressed in the Paris AƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘΦ  hǊ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ Ƨǳǎǘ ǇƭŀȅƛƴƎ ŀ ƎŀƳŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΚέ 

 
Dr. tŀǘǊƛŎƪ aƻƻǊŜΣ ŀǳǘƘƻǊ ƻŦ άtŀŎƛŦƛŎ {ǇƛǊƛǘΥ  ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ǊŜōƻǊƴέ όмффрύΣ άDǊŜŜƴ {ǇƛǊƛǘΥ  ǘǊŜŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŀƴǎǿŜǊέ όнллл ϧ нлмлύ ŀƴŘ 
ά/ƻƴŦŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŀ DǊŜŜƴǇŜŀŎŜ 5ǊƻǇƻǳǘΥ  ǘƘŜ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ ǎŜƴǎƛōƭŜ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǎǘέ όнлммύΦ 
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Summary 
At this dinner-debate in the European Parliament, Dr. Patrick Moore, a co-founder and former international 
ŘƛǊŜŎǘƻǊ ƻŦ DǊŜŜƴǇŜŀŎŜΣ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘǳƳŀƴƛǘȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ άŎŜƭŜōǊŀǘŜ /h2έΣ ƴƻǘ ǎƘŀƳŜ ƛǘΦ  Lƴ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜΣ 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. aƻƻǊŜ ŀǎ ŀƴ ǳƴǊŜŦƻǊƳŜŘ άŀŎǘƛǾƛǎǘέΣ ƘŜ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƘƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ 
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 ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ƳŜŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 9¦ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ άƎƻ ƛǘ ŀƭƻƴŜέ ōȅ 
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 
Ƴŀƴȅ ƭƛƴŜǎ ƻŦ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜΣ ǘƘŀǘ ƘǳƳŀƴǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ 9ŀǊǘƘΩǎ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŀǘƳƻǎǇƘŜǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƻŎŜŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ 
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. 

ǊŜŦΦ ά/ƭƛƳŀǘŜ /ƘŀƴƎŜ 9ǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ϧ /ŀǳǎŜǎέΣ ŀƴ ƻǾŜǊǾƛŜǿ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ wƻȅŀƭ {ƻŎƛety  
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  ̧ ŜǘΣ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ άŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŀƭŀǊƳƛǎǘǎέΣ άŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ǿŀǊƳƛǎǘǎέΣ άŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ǎŎŜǇǘƛŎǎέ 
ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ άŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŘŜƴƛŜǊǎέΦ  ¢ƻ ǘƘƛǎ ƭƛǎǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ ŀŘŘŜŘ άŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŀƎƴƻǎǘƛŎǎέΣ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƴƻ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΦ 

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 ceǊǘŀƛƴ ŀōƻǳǘ Ƙƛǎ ōŜƭƛŜŦ ƛƴ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŀƴŘ Ƙŀǎ ǘǿŜŜǘŜŘΣ άbƛƴŜǘȅ-seven 
percent of scientists agree:  #climate change is real, man-ƳŀŘŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŀƴƎŜǊƻǳǎέ.2  This was the finding of a 
άŎƛǘƛȊŜƴ ǎŎƛŜƴŎŜέ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōȅ volunteers linked to the global-warmist website SkepticalScience, run and 
ŦƛƴŀƴŎŜŘ ōȅ WƻƘƴ /ƻƻƪ ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ ǿƛŦŜ ŀǎ ŀ άƭŀōƻǳǊ ƻŦ ƭƻǾŜέΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŀƛŘ ƻŦ ŀƴƻƴȅƳƻǳǎ tŀȅtŀƭ ŘƻƴŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ3  Of 
almost 12,000 papers examined, most of those that expressed a position agreed that man-ƳŀŘŜ άƎƭƻōŀƭ 
ǿŀǊƳƛƴƎέ ǿŀǎ 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 ς based on the greenhouse effect theory published by 
Svante Arrhenius in 1896 ς 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.  
¢ƘŜƛǊ Řƻǳōǘǎ ǎǘŜƳ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ άǎŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎέ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǳƴŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǇƘǊŀǎŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ άǾŜǊȅ ƭƛƪŜƭȅέΣ 
άŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŘŜōŀǘŜέ ŀƴŘ άƻƴƎƻƛƴƎ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘέΦ 

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. 

²ƘŀǘŜǾŜǊ ƻƴŜΩǎ ǾƛŜǿ ƻƴ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ǎŎƛŜnce, 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. aƻƻǊŜΩǎ ǾƛŜǿΣ 
has led in some cases to widely accepted myths. 

9¦w!/h![Ωǎ ŀƛƳ ƛǎ ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǘǊǳǘƘ ōŜƘƛƴŘ 
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 ǊŜƳƛƴŘŜŘ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜ ƻŦ ŎƻŀƭΩǎ 
importance in EU energy supply ς one quarter of EU 
electricity supply is generated from coal ς 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 
Ȱ#limate Demons or Climate Gods? 
Should we celebrate CO2ȩȱ 
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 
ǿƘƻ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴǘȅ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ǎŎƛŜƴŎŜ ƛǎ ǎŜǘǘƭŜŘέ 
ŀƴŘ άǘƘŜ ŘŜōŀǘŜ ƛǎ ƻǾŜǊέΦ 

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 ς eventually studying life sciences at the 
University of British Columbia.  He gravitated 
towards biology, biochemistry, genetics and forestry 
ς 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. aƻƻǊŜ ǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ άtέ ƛƴ DǊŜŜƴǇŜŀŎŜ 

Flushed with victory, on their way home from Alaska 
they were made brothers of the ΨNamgis 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 
ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΩǎ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǎǘ 
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, 
ǇǳǘǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎ ƛƴ ŦǊƻƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƘŀƭŜǊǎΩ ƘŀǊǇƻƻƴǎ 
to protect the fleeing whales. 
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This confrontation made television news around the 
world, bringing the Save the Whales movement into 
ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜΩǎ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ǊƻƻƳǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ time.  In 1979, 
after four years of voyages, factory whaling was 
finally banned in the North Pacific and in all the 
ǿƻǊƭŘΩǎ ƻŎŜŀƴǎ ōȅ мфумΦ 

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

In 1978, when protecting a baby seal from the 
ƘǳƴǘŜǊΩǎ ŎƭǳōΣ 5ǊΦ 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, 
ǘƘŜ άǇŜŀŎŜέ ƛƴ DǊŜŜƴǇŜŀŎŜ ǿŀǎ ƎǊŀŘǳŀƭƭȅ ƭƻǎǘ ŀƴŘ 
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, 
άhƴŜ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ƻƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎƘƛǇ 9ŀǊǘƘέΦ5  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 
ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴ ǘƻ ōŀƴ ŎƘƭƻǊƛƴŜ ǿƻǊƭŘǿƛŘŜΣ ƴŀƳƛƴƎ ƛǘ ά¢ƘŜ 
5ŜǾƛƭΩǎ 9ƭŜƳŜƴǘέΦ  5ǊΦ 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 Ƴƻǎǘ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 9ŀǊǘƘΩǎ ŎǊǳǎǘΦ  IŜ 
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

ñThe Devilôs Elementò

Calls for Global Chlorine Ban

The addition of chlorine to drinking water 

is the single biggest advance

in the history public health.


