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Praise for Marc Morano




“Green Fraud: Why the Green New Deal Is Even Worse Than You Think is the ultimate guidebook to exposing and fighting this Marxist plan masquerading as environmental policy. The Green New Deal is simply the old Red movement dressed up as the green movement. Don’t be conned, this is nothing more than a Red New Deal. Everything in your home, your home itself, your automobile, the clothing you wear, the job you have, all of it will be affected. All of it will be monitored. All of it will be regulated. To make you poorer, to make you less independent, to make you less free. Morano’s book reveals it as an enormous power grab by the federal government, politicians, and bureaucrats. If you care about America’s future, read this book.”


—Mark R. Levin, author and nationally syndicated TV and radio broadcaster


“Green Fraud reveals the radical, extreme agenda behind the Green New Deal. Morano takes you into a history of the environmental movement, the UN agenda, and the socialist vision for America of Ocasio-Cortez. The book reveals that the Green New Deal is not about controlling the climate, it is about controlling us, our economy, our energy, and destroying America. This is a must-read book that shows how the Green New Deal is dangerous, impractical, misguided, and guaranteed to fail with disastrous results for the American people.”


—Sean Hannity, host of Hannity on Fox News and of the nationally syndicated radio program The Sean Hannity Show


“Marc Morano is continuing the fight against the global warming hoax with a sharp and focused look at the ‘Green New Deal.’ In Green Fraud, Morano shows that the growing movement from the Left isn’t about the climate at all—it’s about controlling every aspect of American lives and implementing broad, socialist policies. The Left’s green activist movement isn’t going away—making books like Marc’s that tell the truth even more important.”


—Senator James Inhofe, Republican of Oklahoma, chairman of the Senate Armed Services Committee, and member of the Environment and Public Works Committee


“Green Fraud exposes the Green New Deal’s false premises and so-called ‘solutions.’ Morano’s timely book reveals how the Green New Deal is being backed by a crew of radicals bent on using the global warming scare as a cover to impose socialism on the U.S.A. The book unmasks what the media won’t tell you—the Green New Deal has nothing to do with ‘climate change.’ The Green New Deal is one of the gravest threats facing America. This indispensable book is the most comprehensive takedown of the plan you will ever read.”


—Brent Bozell, founder of the Media Research Center


“Tired of hearing only one side of the climate debate from the mainstream media? Tired of Hollywood preaching to you about ‘global warming’ while they ignore their own blatant hypocrisy? Tired of failed climate doomsday predictions? If so, then Marc Morano’s new book Green Fraud is your ticket to understanding and fighting back against the climate agenda. Morano’s book exposes the Green New Deal from A to Z. Don’t be climate hustled, read this book.”


—Kevin Sorbo, actor and narrator of the film Climate Hustle 2


“Marc Morano’s book Green Fraud provides a factual scientific and political account of the Green New Deal and other misanthropic and self-serving schemes of the global elite and their opportunistic or deluded acolytes. For many important issues, the contemporary mainstream media closely resembles the ‘Ministry of Truth,’ of Orwell’s prophetic book 1984. Scientifically unsophisticated but well-meaning adults and impressionable children have been misled and terrified about global warming and other ‘existential threats.’ Supposedly, these impending catastrophes can only be remedied by surrendering our inalienable rights to liberty and the pursuit of happiness. Some fanatics even deny the inalienable right to life. They maintain that the Earth can only provide sustainable support for less than 1 billion of its current human inhabitants.”


—Will Happer, Cyrus Fogg Brackett Professor of Physics emeritus, Princeton University, and former Deputy Assistant to the President and Senior Director of Emerging Technologies on the National Security Council


“Marc Morano is number one. Morano is truly the Pete Rose and Hank Aaron of climate contrarians.”


—Steven Hayward of Powerline


“Morano’s probably single-handedly, in a civilian sense, the guy (other than me, of course) doing a better job of ringing the bells alarming people of what’s going on here.”


—Rush Limbaugh, nationally syndicated radio host and bestselling author





Rage at Marc Morano




“Marc Morano makes for a jocular—and weirdly unapologetic—advocate for what can only be called ignorance.”


—Michael O'Sullivan, the Washington Post


Morano is a “professional climate smearmonger.”


—Penn State University professor Michael Mann


“Marc Morano, a prominent denier of established climate change science.”


—New York Times


Morano is “clearly someone who’s just a straight climate denier.”


—former UN IPCC chair Robert Watson


“Marc Morano—perhaps the most notorious climate denier in the U.S.”


—Media Matters


“Just a troll with a love for conspiracy, a hatred for science and reality.”


—Seth Borenstein, Associated Press


“Morano is one of a relative handful of self-described climate ‘skeptics’ who have wrestled thousands of the world’s leading scientists to a standstill of their own.… They are the ones who have convinced millions that there is no scientific consensus that climate change is real and human-caused.”


—environmental columnist Rick Holmes


“Morano is the real-world fossil fuel industry version of Nick Naylor.”


—The Guardian


“Ringleader” of the “climate deniers.”


—The Guardian columnist Dana Nuccitelli


“Morano left the Senate staff in 2009 for a private-sector career as the P. T. Barnum of climate denial.”


—former CNN producer Peter Dykstra


“One of the most active pushers of climate science denialism in the country.”


—DeSmogBlog


“One of the most powerful climate skeptics.”


—the German magazine Süddeutsche


“Morano.… pretty much chewed up Bill Nye the Science Guy on CNN with Piers Morgan a couple of years ago.”


—Randy Olson in a Dot Earth column at the New York Times


“An evil person… a badass person.”


—Canadian environmentalist David Suzuki
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Foreword


On the day the “New Green Deal” was announced, I was en route to a TV appearance with Tucker Carlson and did a bit of perfunctory Googling in case it came up. The FAQ sheet declared the Deal’s commitment to, in its words, “fully get rid of farting cows and airplanes.” Which would be bad news for me, as I always travel with a flatulent Holstein as my emotional support animal. Go on, try it—twenty minutes out of LAX, you’ll have the first-class cabin all to yourself.


And then I forgot about it, assuming that it would be just a bit of (if you’ll forgive the expression) red meat for the hardcore loons that fellows like John Kerry, the flatulent bovine of the climate-conference jet set, would toss out at Davos black-tie galas of the Committee for Transnational Gasbaggery.


Six months later I turned the page of my newspaper and was confronted by a photograph of German cattle attempting to graze while wearing what appeared to be metal lederhosen. They had been fitted with these awkward contraptions by scientists anxious both to measure and to contain the poor beasts’ flatulence. And you guffaw and pass on to the sports news—forgetting that, in today’s world, no one who matters is laughing: not Joe Biden, not Justin Trudeau, not Leonardo di Caprio, not the sainted Greta. They’re deadly serious. No pilot program is intended to remain such: if they can put flatulence lederhosen on a cow, they can put them on you. I regret to say that my old chum Boris Johnson, a man who once breezily waved away the subject of global warming with the words “it’s all bollocks,” seems exactly the sort of chap to mandate flatulence lederhosen for residents of designated Tier Three COVID-lockdown zones.


Unlike most of us, Marc Morano doesn’t laugh and move on. We face a malign alliance of politicians who “follow the science” and scientists who follow the politics—and he takes them as seriously as they take themselves, and possibly more so. I have had the pleasure of interviewing Marc a few times on TV, and he is every booker’s must-get guest on this topic—trenchant, forensic, effective. His enemies grasp that: in 2019 a peer-reviewed study in a prestigious scientific journal found that Marc ranks as the Number One “climate contrarian” on the globe. If the oceans really do rise to swallow Barack Obama’s and Barbra Streisand’s waterfront property and the planet fries and the lone-surviving homo sapiens on earth are floating on an ice floe with a couple of emaciated polar bears circa 2031 (as Representative Ocasio-Cortez predicts), one of them will surely use the last bars of his dying cellphone to pull up that prestigious, peer-reviewed hit parade and curse Morano’s name to the heavens as they melt into the inferno of the broiling waters.


What an honor! Marc should put it on his business card.


Take a look around: politicians and activists who can’t save their state or county, town or school district instead claim to be able to save the planet. The Green New Deal is their ultimate omnibus spending bill: it asserts jurisdiction over every aspect of life—which is to say every aspect of you. At their Monday night poker game in Hell, Hitler, Stalin, Mao, and Pol Pot must be laughing their socks off: “ ‘Oh, we’re only doing this to save the planet’? Why didn’t we think of that?”


Marc Morano is the perfect guide to pierce through the fog of bovine flatulence and delineate the Green New World they’re planning for us.


—Mark Steyn










CHAPTER 1 The Green Raw Deal



What should people know about the Green New Deal?


The Green New Deal is the ultimate wish list of the progressive environmental agenda. And it has almost nothing to do with science or “saving the planet.” The Green New Deal would impact literally every aspect of your life, from your lightbulbs to your appliances, to your home heating and air conditioning, to your SUV, to the food you eat and the clothes you wear, to land use and the size of your home, to your job and the prices you pay, and finally to America’s national sovereignty.


The Green New Deal is the culmination of a half century of wish lists from the environmental Left.


The deal barged on the American scene in 2018. The face of the GND was newly elected twenty-nine-year-old New York congresswoman Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, or AOC. AOC was a former Bernie Sanders volunteer organizer and a self-described “democratic socialist.”


Ocasio-Cortez teamed up with Democrat senator Ed Markey of Massachusetts to introduce a fourteen-page, nonbinding Green New Deal resolution in Congress in February 2019. The resolution attracted over one hundred cosponsors in Congress and was embraced by many of the Democratic presidential candidates. The Green New Deal is an all-encompassing transformation of society that includes energy, economics, social justice, agriculture, transportation, construction, wealth redistribution, massive expansion of centrally planned government control, and a host of new restrictions on Americans in order to—ostensibly—battle man-made climate change.


It may have appeared that the Green New Deal just sprang up out of nowhere, but as chapter 2 will reveal, it bears striking resemblance to the United Nations’ Agenda 21 sustainable development plan put forth at the 1992 Rio Earth Summit.


“We’re like, the world is going to end in 12 years if we don’t address climate change,” AOC explained.1 Ocasio-Cortez became an overnight media sensation.


Packed with terms like “farting cows,” “tipping points,” “free college,” “healthy food,” “net zero,” “adequate housing,” and incomes for those “unable or unwilling” to work—and much, much more2—the Green New Deal was billed as “a 10-year plan to mobilize every aspect of American society at a scale not seen since World War 2 to achieve net-zero greenhouse gas emissions.”3


And it won’t be cheap. Some estimates ranged between $51 trillion and $93 trillion over ten years.4 Many other versions of the Green New Deal appeared as well, with each Democratic presidential candidate coming up with his or her own variation, including former vice president and now president Joe Biden.


The alleged “climate emergency” is merely a premise for achieving the political goals that the Left has sought for decades. The Green New Deal will mean a complete takeover of a massive swath of the U.S. economy, disrupting and destroying lives as formerly free decisions are turned over to the bureaucratic state. The Green New Deal would bestow upon the bureaucratic state a massive increase in power to manage the economy and redistribute wealth, taking choices out of the hands of individual consumers and businesses and putting them into the hands of those who are allegedly more enlightened. The GND will also lead to another massive round of government “investment” in solar and wind power, picking winners and losers with taxpayer money.




Architects of Green New Deal Admit: It Is Not about the Climate


AOC’s chief of staff Saikat Chakrabarti revealed that the Green New Deal was not about climate change.6 The Washington Post reported Chakrabarti’s unexpected disclosure in 2019. “The interesting thing about the Green New Deal,” he said, “is it wasn’t originally a climate thing at all.” He added, “Do you guys think of it as a climate thing? Because we really think of it as a how-do-you-change-the-entire-economy thing.”7


Former Ocasio-Cortez campaign aide Waleed Shahid admitted that Ocasio-Cortez’s GND was a “proposal to redistribute wealth and power from the people on top to the people on the bottom.”8





And meanwhile, the Green New Deal would do absolutely nothing to ward off a “climate catastrophe”—even if we were in fact facing one. (We’re not.)


The Green New Deal era is upon us. The COVID lockdowns and resulting massive increase in government powers have made the Green New Deal an even bigger threat to liberty and freedom. As I reveal in chapter 11, COVID and climate are a marriage made in authoritarianism. Many of the COVID solutions are nearly the same as the Green New Deal’s claimed “solutions.” The morphing of the public health bureaucracy and the climate establishment is at hand, and a technocracy or rule by unelected government “experts” is now upon us.


In 2020, the chairman and founder of the World Economic Forum in Switzerland called for “a Great Reset of capitalism” to fight COVID and climate change. Klaus Schwab said the virus has given us an “opportunity” to pursue “equality & sustainability.” The Green New Deal is the road map for the “Great Reset.”5


There is a very real danger that the GND will be imposed on America one way or another—enacted by politicians that we’re persuaded to vote for by the relentless scaremongering, or even mandated through the court system. To understand what is driving the Green New Deal, it is important to understand the history of the U.S. progressive movement, the modern environmental movement, and specifically the climate movement.


The Green New Deal is not about the climate or “saving the planet.” Repeat that over and over. The GND is about much more than the climate or the environment. It is about transforming modern America into a centrally planned and managed society and imposing an ideology that will reign in the freedoms of individual Americans.


The premise of the Green New Deal is very simple: if you pay more taxes, regulate industry, drive up the cost of energy, micromanage every aspect of your life—we can then control the climate in order to avoid a climate emergency.


Left out of the equation is when we will finish paying and doing our World War II–style sacrifice of our freedoms (already severely depleted under COVID lockdowns) so the government can allegedly control the climate. What criteria will the overlords of the Green New Deal use to say, “Okay, that’s enough taxes spending and regulations; the climate has been fixed”? Or is this just an endless parade of money, regulations, bureaucracy, loss of freedom, redistribution of wealth, and enforced mandates on people? At what point do we say we’ve achieved the Green New Deal goals?


This book will explain that there are no criteria for a climate end game; the GND is an endless con game.


The underlying reality, which is lost on many today, is that fossil fuels—coal, oil, and natural gas—have been one of the greatest liberators of mankind in the history of our planet. Is it greedy to want heat, air conditioning, lower infant mortality, and longer life expectancy?


The GND would affect the poor by forcing them to pay a higher share of their income for energy that will cost much, much more and be less reliable, with regular blackouts like the ones they’re already experiencing in “green” California. Fossil fuels have been and are the moral choice for energy. The power behind the greatest advances in modern civilization is not something anyone should be apologizing for. Limiting energy choices to “address” hyped climate concerns will not improve life in America.


The Green New Deal is camouflage for a progressive agenda that would be a very difficult sell to the American public if it were not repackaged as a “solution” to a “climate emergency.”


A Refreshingly Rational Energy Policy


Under President Trump, the U.S. has pursued and achieved an “energy dominance” policy that involves cutting regulations, modernizing infrastructure, supporting innovation, and boosting exports.9 In a huge victory for sound science, the Trump administration removed “climate change” from our stated national security concerns, overturned former president Obama’s executive order climate “legacy,” and started the process of pulling the U.S. out of the UN Paris Pact.


Meanwhile, the United States has continued its success in reducing traditional air pollution and is beating most of the European signatories of the UN Paris Pact in reducing carbon dioxide emissions, despite signaling its intent to withdraw from the Paris Pact in 2017.


Of course, the planet will not care one way or the other about the fate of the UN Paris Pact; even if it were fully enacted, it would have no measurable impact on global temperatures.


Instead of “climate regulations,” the Trump administration was focused on innovation, technology, and improving energy efficiency as the path forward. President Donald Trump’s entire energy policy consisted of boosting U.S. energy to achieve energy dominance in the world by not only ignoring man-made climate change, but also working to undo the Obama administration’s “climate legacy,” achieved mostly through bypassing democracy with executive orders. By 2018, Trump had won bragging rights on energy: the United States had become the world’s largest global crude oil producer, surpassing Russia and Saudi Arabia, according to the Energy Information Administration’s (EIA) Energy Outlook.10


Trump energy achievements were so off the charts that the last time the U.S. saw this kind of energy dominance was when Harry S. Truman was president in 1952! In 2019, “U.S. energy exports exceeded imports for the first time since 1952,” the EIA reported. The EIA also reported, “In 2019, U.S. energy production exceeded energy consumption for the first time since 1957,” when Dwight D. Eisenhower was president.11


In 2019, BP reported that the U.S. now led the world in both oil and natural gas production growth as the shale natural gas fracking boom continued unabated.12 Of course the COVID-19-inspired lockdowns of 2020 put a huge damper on energy production: economic growth and thus the demand for energy dipped and may take a while to recover.


The editors of the Los Angeles Times were incensed that under Trump, American energy was booming. “As global warming continues, Trump wants to burn fossil fuels with an arsonist’s glee,” the paper’s editorial board declared.13


Former vice president Joe Biden joined in, calling Trump a “climate arsonist” during the 2020 presidential campaign.14


For his energy plan, Biden seemed hesitant to even say publicly that he supported the Green New Deal. When asked in a debate with President Trump, Biden denied he even supported the plan. “No, I don’t support the Green New Deal,” Biden pleaded. But Biden’s campaign website clearly stated, “Biden believes the Green New Deal is a crucial framework for meeting the climate challenges we face.”15


Biden further explained that the Green New Deal “is not a bad deal, but it’s not the plan I have—that’s the ‘Biden Green Deal.’ ”16


There was no hesitation about the GND from Biden’s vice presidential pick, Kamala Harris. In 2019, Harris praised the Green New Deal as a way “we can change human behaviors.” She said, “It is a fact that we can change human behaviors without much change to our lifestyle and we can save the future generations of our country and this world.”17


Biden was trying to make a nuanced distinction between his slightly less ambitious version of the GND and the one presented by Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez of New York. Of course AOC is pretty confident Biden will be persuaded to follow her lead. “I think, overall, we can likely push Vice President Biden in a more progressive direction across policy issues,” AOC said.18



“Foolish Fortune-Tellers”


Trump gave perhaps his best summation on climate in his 2020 Davos address, when he compared climate activists to “prophets of doom” and “heirs of yesterday’s foolish fortune-tellers.…


“To embrace the possibilities of tomorrow we must reject the perennial prophets of doom and their predictions of the Apocalypse. They are the heirs of yesterday’s foolish fortune-tellers, and they want to see us do badly but we won’t let that happen. They predicted an overpopulation crisis in the 1960s, mass starvation in the 70s, and an end of oil in the 1990s. These alarmists always demand the same thing: absolute power to dominate, transform and control every aspect of our lives.”20


    

        “Simply Turning a CO2 Button”


        In 2019, Dutch scientist and professor Guus Berkhout of the new international climate institute in the Netherlands declared, “You can’t stop climate change by simply turning a CO2 button.” Berkhout noted how “doomsday scenarios became a kind of religion.”


        Professor Berkhout ripped the UN climate panel for its “extreme message.” As he explained, “As a geophysicist, I warn that it is highly unlikely that the natural [climate] movements would have stopped abruptly after 1850. And that since then only mankind would be responsible for this warming.”19


    


    The speech underlined why progressives, particularly the climate Left, despised Trump and his presidency. He did what no other recent GOP president or recent nominee would ever have done: he stood up to the campaign to push the Green New Deal and the UN Paris Pact. Could you imagine a President McCain or President Romney having the political courage to stare down the climate lobby and withdraw from the UN Paris Pact? In fact, both of them were big supporters of the agreement.21


Recent Appearances


My bestselling 2018 book, The Politically Incorrect Guide to Climate Change, went into its seventh printing and continued to be ranked by Amazon as number one in the categories of Climatology and Environmental Science, Nature, and Earth Sciences. The book even outsold Rachel Carson’s venerable environmental book, Silent Spring, during the week of Earth Day in 2018.22 It has been translated into several languages, and in 2019 a new edition with a bonus chapter on the Green New Deal was published.
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Trump’s tweet featuring my film Climate Hustle 2.





My film Climate Hustle was released to over four hundred theatres in the U.S. and Canada in 2016. I traveled to Brussels in 2016 for a presentation of Climate Hustle to the EU. I also traveled to Canada in 2016 for a movie tour, followed by a trek to Australia in 2017 for another film tour.23 In 2020, I released the sequel, Climate Hustle 2, hosted by actor Kevin Sorbo. It was originally scheduled to show in nearly eight hundred theaters in the U.S. and Canada—until the COVID lockdowns. Climate Hustle 2 received a huge boost when President Trump tweeted it out to his eighty-eight million followers.24




Comment of a Climate Denier


“This was a wild climate hearing. Invited witnesses comparing climate skeptics to Holocaust deniers, racists and there were tin foil hat protestors, legislators speaking out of turn, a warmist legislator walking out, and my testimony being interrupted by my fellow testifiers at the hearing! This is the first time I have been heckled at a hearing by a fellow invited witness!” I commented after the hearing at the Pennsylvania House Environmental Resources & Energy Committee, hosted by Chairman Daryl Metcalfe.25





Since publishing The Politically Incorrect Guide to Climate Change in 2018, I have been very busy, testifying at several congressional climate and Green New Deal hearings, and in the Pennsylvania legislature and other venues, plus television and speaking engagements. In 2018 I debated the pros and cons of a carbon dioxide tax (hint, all cons) at the University of Minnesota. In 2019, I was invited to speak at Georgetown University by the College Republicans group. My talk was titled: “ ‘Climate Emergency’ CANCELLED! Politicians Cannot Legislate Weather, Storms, and the Climate.”


A climate skeptic speaking at Georgetown in the age of Greta Thunberg and woke campuses? As it turned out—well, this was my headline at Climate Depot: “No Dissent Allowed: Chaos as Protesters Disrupt Climate Skeptic Morano’s Speech at Georgetown University—Campus Police Shut Down Event—Activists ‘Would Not Accept the Hosting of’ Skeptics.”


The Georgetown Voice, the campus newspaper, reported:




The protestors played music and alarms, held up signs in the windows from outside, and chanted throughout the event. One of these protestors, sporting a clown costume, interrupted Morano’s presentation by blowing an air horn.…


As tensions rose, GUPD (Georgetown University Police Dept) arrived at the event. Two officers came inside and asked those who had been disrupting the event, including Ferguson and the protester dressed as a clown, to step outside. They refused to leave the room, prompting the GUPD officer to say he would only ask so many times. When asked to present their GoCards, the students did not comply.…


Torbert, who appeared to be one of the leaders of the protests, said the group would not accept the hosting of these speakers on campus.





I shouted back and engaged the protesters as I continued my presentation for a while, and then, eventually, campus police removed the protesters and I got my chance to restart after nearly an hour’s delay. Campus police told me that they had never before seen such a massive disruption of a speaking event at Georgetown University.


I have attended nearly every UN climate and Earth summit since 2002, including the climate summits in Argentina in 2004; Canada in 2005; Kenya in 2006; Bali in 2007; Poland in 2008; Copenhagen in 2009; Durban, South Africa in 2011; Warsaw, Poland in 2013; Lima, Peru in 2014; Paris in 2015; Morocco in 2016; Germany in 2018; Poland in 2018; and Madrid in 2019.




“An Evil Person,” or “a Badass”?


Famed Canadian environmentalist David Suzuki—who had just declared that “capitalism is at the heart of what is driving” climate and “we’ve got to throw the system out”—refused a copy of my new skeptical Climate Talking Points report on December 10, 2019, shouting at me:


“You are an evil person.”


I responded: “An evil person?”


Suzuki: “Yes, you are. You are an evil person.”


Suzuki later added, “You are a badass person. And I am sure you are proud of that.”27





In May 2019, I got to go head-to-head with former UN IPCC (United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change) chief Robert Watson as an invited witness at a congressional hearing.26 I appeared with former Greenpeace co-founder Dr. Patrick Moore, who long ago turned against the group he founded and is now a climate skeptic.


The House Natural Resources Committee held the hearing on the subject of the UN’s massive new 2019 Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) climate and species report, which had just been issued. Congressman Jared Huffman, the California Democrat who chaired the subcommittee holding the hearing, claimed on the basis of the report that the Earth was “currently in what they call the sixth mass extinction.”


But Moore countered, during his testimony, “As with the manufactured ‘climate crisis,’ they are using the specter of mass extinction as a fear tactic to scare the public into compliance.… The [UN report] itself is an existential threat to sensible policy on biodiversity conservation.”


Moore added, “The so-called Sixth Great Extinction has been predicted for decades. It has not come to pass, similar to virtually every doomsday prediction made in human history.”


How the Sausage Is Made


During my testimony, I was able to explain what was actually going on at the United Nations. This excerpt of my testimony is key to understanding how the “scientific basis” for the claims of a “climate emergency” and solutions like the Green New Deal is manufactured by a political process at the UN.




Morano: I want to thank the House Natural Resources Committee for hosting this hearing on the UN species report. My background is in political science, which happens to be an ideal background for examining the latest round of UN environmental claims. I have been following the UN species reports since 2010 when the UN first announced they were going to be elevating species to near the level of climate as a concern.
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Testifying at the 2019 congressional hearing on climate and species extinction, with Greenpeace co-founder Patrick Moore on the left and former UN IPCC chief Robert Watson on the right.
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        Watson is clearly not enjoying my testimony.


    


    I have been passionate about environmental issues since I began my career in 1991 as a journalist. I produced a documentary on the myths surrounding the Amazon rainforest in 2000, titled Clear-Cutting the Myths, which dealt extensively with claimed species extinctions and how such claims are used to instill fear for political lobbying.…


During my investigative journalism career, I have reported on the heavy hand of the U.S. government when it conducted armed raids into private homes of animal breeders all in the name of protecting endangered species. It turns out, the government’s “good intentions” on species resulted in the animals’ deaths on numerous occasions when the animals were seized and left to die in government care.…


As an investigative journalist studying the United Nations for decades, there is only one conclusion to be made of this new report: The UN’s Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES), hypes and distorts biodiversity issues for lobbying purposes. This report is the latest UN appeal to give it more power, more scientific authority, more money, and more regulatory control.…


I have been anticipating this expansion of the UN mandate into biodiversity and species with this report for many years. My 2000 Amazon rainforest documentary revealed the hopeful news on species and the natural world’s biodiversity.





My testimony focused on the way the sausage is made with these big UN “science” reports which are the basis for much of the underlying scientific claims used by Green New Deal supporters.




Morano: According to media reports, the UN species report requires that “a huge transformation is needed across the economy and society to protect and restore nature.…”


And just how does the UN justify this “huge transformation” of economics and society which it will lead? By invoking what the UN describes as “authoritative science” produced by—the UN itself of course.


UN IPBES executive secretary, Dr. Anne Larigauderie, declared: The “IPBES presents the authoritative science, knowledge and the policy options to decision makers for their consideration.”


The UN boasts it is producing “authoritative science” on biodiversity! The UN’s biodiversity panel claims it is representing “authoritative science.” But these unsupportable boasts will no longer be tolerated.


At best, the UN science panels represent nothing more than “authoritative bureaucracy,” claiming they hype the problem and then come up with the solution that puts them in charge of “solving” the issue in perpetuity. A more accurate term for the UN than “authoritative science” may be “authoritative propaganda.”… I have conducted interviews with UN IPCC scientists and documented how the UN twists and hypes and distorts science in order to push a political agenda.


We know that the past UN IPCC chair, Rajendra Pachauri, declared “global warming is my religion.” Ottmar Edenhofer, former co-chair of the IPCC’s Working Group III and a lead author of the IPCC’s Fourth Assessment Report in 2007, explains the UN agenda.


“One must say clearly that we redistribute de facto the world’s wealth by climate policy. Obviously, the owners of coal and oil will not be enthusiastic about this. One has to free oneself from the illusion that international climate policy is environmental policy. This has almost nothing to do with environmental policy anymore, with problems such as deforestation or the ozone hole.”28


We know that the former UN climate chief called for a “centralized transformation” led by the UN. Christiana Figueres explained, “This is a centralized transformation that is taking place because governments have decided that they need to listen to science.” Listen to science? The UN claims to be the “authority” on the science and the UN gets to put itself in charge of the “solutions.” How convenient.…


Former UN IPCC chief Rajendra Pachauri admitted the IPCC is an arm of world governments and serves at their “beck and call.” Remember, the UN’s IPBES Global Assessment Report on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services is modeled after the UN IPCC climate panel and their reports.


Pachauri admitted the purpose of the UN IPCC report was to make the case that “action is needed on climate change.” Pachauri: “There will be enough information provided so that rational people across the globe will see that action is needed on climate change.”


Pachauri conceded that the UN IPCC science reports are tailored to meet the political needs of governments: “We are an intergovernmental body and we do what the governments of the world want us to do. If the governments decide we should do things differently and come up with a vastly different set of products we would be at their beck and call,” Pachauri told the UK Guardian in 2013.29


Let me clear: I am not talking about the UN and its science reports in some abstract or vague way. I am here to say that the three lead witnesses representing the United Nations today on this new biodiversity report are explicitly part of these UN scientific manipulations.


Make no mistake about it, Sir Robert Watson, Dr. Eduardo S. Brondizio, and Dr. Yunne Shin are the leaders of the UN’s bastardization of species endangerment science and are fully engaged in using what they claim to be “science” to lobby for more power and expanding bureaucracy of the United Nations.30


I repeat: I am not speaking vaguely about the UN. But specifically of the organization represented by these three witnesses today. They are playing the role of science bureaucrats doing the bidding for their political- and lobbying-prone mother UN organization.


As I publicly stated hours after the release of the report: “The UN has juiced up the issue and put themselves in charge of solving it. That’s called a self-interested lobbying organization.”31


The head honcho, Robert Watson, (who formerly chaired the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change) the man responsible for the UN IPCC sausage making, is here in person today.


I say to you Mr. Watson: The U.S. will not be duped by the UN’s “torquing up” (Gore’s own words) of science for your own organization’s self-interest. You personally have helped sculpt and craft science into the predetermined narrative that enriches your organization—the UN.…


I will be presenting and submitting for the record, the voices of current and past scientists that reveal the UN’s pre-determined narrative process and expose how the UN’s panels are not rooted in honest science.


Actor Harrison Ford urged the UN to hype the species fears for political purposes. “One of our missions is to create a sense of urgency.… The urgency can’t be overemphasized.… We are at a tipping point… a global agreement is essential,” Ford said in 2010 at the UN summit.


Concern over species can be used to justify massive government intrusion into business, private lives, and property rights, therefore, it is extremely important that we get the science right.32





My dissenting voice and Moore’s at this hearing caused quite a commotion in the media and climate activist world. The media demanded to know how two climate “deniers” had hijacked a Democrat congressional hearing.




“Leave Science to Smart People”


“You don’t pay attention to reality, science or anything with common sense You’re just a troll with a love for conspiracy, a hatred for science and reality. Leave science to smart people. Bye.”


—AP activist climate reporter Seth Borenstein to Marc Morano in 2020, in what can only be described as a classic Twitter debate33





The climate activist group Media Matters lamented that Dr. Moore and I “got more time at the hearing than the four scientists invited by the Democrats, according to Public Citizen.” A report at the Media Matters website complained, “Morano and Moore made a mockery of the House hearing, and that’s exactly what Republicans wanted.… Fox News has helped to put Morano and Moore in the public eye by giving them a platform to sow doubt about climate change and other serious environmental issues, and now the two men’s latest Fox-worthy rants are part of the congressional record. So far in 2019, Morano has appeared on Fox News shows at least 10 times.” A commenter on the Media Matters story wanted to know, “How did these two dominate a hearing run by Democrats?”34


What really galled the climate campaigners was my blunt face-to-face confrontation of former UN IPCC chair Watson during my opening statement. Eos, a media division of the American Geophysical Union, reported, “Marc Morano, editor of ClimateDepot.com and a prominent climate change denier criticized Watson, whom he sat next to at the witness table: ‘Watson says it’s our last chance to save the planet. These are the words of a salesman, a science bureaucrat, not a disinterested…’ Morano never finished that sentence because subcommittee chair Rep. Jared Huffman (D-Calif.) interrupted and told Morano to direct testimony to him.” Huffman told the media that Morano “brought a provocative, almost like a World Wrestling type of ethos to his testimony.”35


The Guardian described Moore’s and my testimony at the hearing as “appalling… bullying… strident and personal” and said, “At the hearing, Morano characterized the IPBES report as a piece of ‘propaganda’ meant to give the United Nations ‘more money, more power, more scientific authority, more money and more regulatory control of the economy and people’s lives.’ He then went on to smear the recent chair of the IPBES, Sir Robert Watson, who was sitting beside him, alleging that Watson and his fellow IPBES officials ‘are part of this con’ and ‘the leaders of this UN politicization of species endangerment science,’ calling the well-pedigreed Watson ‘not a scientist, but a science bureaucrat.’ ”36




A Sociopath, or Just a Terrible Person?


Dr. Gavin Schmidt, NASA’s lead climate change scientist and the director of its Goddard Institute for Space Studies (GISS), smeared scientific dissenters from man-made climate change claims on September 12, 2020. “A reminder (if one was needed) that most climate deniers are sociopaths,” wrote Schmidt, referring to me. “There is no ‘mode of discourse’ that will make Morano suddenly stop being an awful person who is (well) paid to try to prevent any efforts to reduce fossil fuel use by fair means or foul. So, might as well call it as one sees it.”37


Dictionary.com defines “sociopath” as “a person with a psychopathic personality whose behavior is antisocial, often criminal, and who lacks a sense of moral responsibility or social conscience.”





Climate skeptic Steve Milloy cheered the hearing: “Thanks for having a hearing that allowed climate skeptics Patrick Moore @EcoSenseNow and Marc Morano @ClimateDepot to totally outclass your climate bedwetters. Now you know what bedwetters generally avoid sharing a stage with skeptics.”38


In 2018, a Facebook video I made about my Politically Incorrect Guide to Climate Change book with the Heritage Foundation’s Daily Signal went viral with over 10.2 million views. The video prompted efforts to ban “climate deniers” from social media, and the video’s popularity was used to attack Facebook founder Mark Zuckerberg for allowing it on the social media platform.39
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My testimony to the Pennsylvania House in 2019. Courtesy of The Harry Read Me File





“A climate denial video has 6 million views. Facebook doesn’t care,” blared the headline at the magazine Grist. The climate activists at Grist lamented that the “two-minute video attacking the scientific consensus on climate change—made by infamous denier Marc Morano—is going viral.” As this book will detail later on, traditional media and social media censorship is in full swing and poses a major threat to battling the Green New Deal.40


Top Billing


But the greatest honor bestowed upon me was being ranked the world’s number one “climate contrarian”—number 1 out of 386 skeptics—by a peer-reviewed study in the journal Nature Communications in 2019.41


The Nature Communications study looked at “prominent climate change contrarians (CCCs) and scientists (CCSs) in the media… 386 prominent climate deniers and 386 climate scientists. They looked at 200,000 scientific journals and 100,000 media articles—from both traditional and new formats.” They found that yours truly was ranked the most cited climate “contrarian” in the world.


“Marc Morano is number one, with 4,171 media references, nearly double Senator James Inhofe’s 2,628 and Secretary Rick Perry’s 1,903,” explained Craig Rucker at CFACT (the Committee for a Constructive Tomorrow).42 My fellow climate skeptic Steven Hayward of the Power Line Blog wrote, “Marc Morano is number one” and added, “Morano is truly the Pete Rose and Hank Aaron of climate contrarians.”43


Warmist Randy Olson commented on the study, asking, “Does the climate community realize Marc Morano is the most prolific voice of skepticism by a looooong way? He has 35% more articles than any others. There should be an Institute for the Study of Morano.”44 As Olson pointed out, he has been warning the world about me for a long time. “In 2007, I had climate ‘contrarian’ Marc Morano in my movie ‘Sizzle.’ In 2010, I warned of his media savvy, today he is a Fox News regular and the most prolific skeptic in this new article.”45


A Preview


In this book, I lay out an overview of the “science,” history, ideology, and costs of the Green New Deal.


Chapter 2 demonstrates how Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s original New Deal in the 1930s both it is and is not the model for the shiny new “green” version. FDR’s original New Deal expanded the size and scope of government; the Green New Deal will go much further. Find out how the Green New Deal may be guilty of plagiarizing the UN’s Agenda 21 sustainable development proposal.


Chapter 3 shows why there is no real threat from man-made climate change. The latest climate science claims will be presented along with the alleged “solutions” in a simplified talking points format. Not only does Earth not face a “climate emergency,” but even if we did, symbolic climate “solutions” would only make us poorer and have no impact on the climate system.


Chapter 4 is a detailed analysis of what the Green New Deal means, the specifics, and the goals of the various versions. Prepare for some truly wacky and off-the-wall proposals that just may become law one day.


In chapter 5, the reader will see how Europe is already “enjoying” their version of a Green New Deal—and it’s not going well. Europeans are paying much more for their energy even though the U.S. is beating them on CO2 emission reductions.


In chapter 6, which is perhaps my favorite chapter, readers will learn how the Green New Deal plagiarizes the same “solutions” from previous environmental scares. I reveal how the real driving force behind the GND is the ideological agenda against free enterprise. Find out how the pushers of the 1970s ice age scare also proposed the same “solutions” as the progressives are offering for global warming today. Yes, global cooling and global warming amazingly both have the same symptoms and “solutions”!


In chapter 7, the real motives of the movement for “de-growth” and “planned recessions” to fight “global warming” are exposed. The Green New Deal is literally borrowing from the same anti-capitalist and anti-freedom progressive playbook that has been around for decades.


In chapter 8, the reader will find out how support for the Green New Deal is fracturing, with even presumed allies of the Green New Deal, including the big Democrat Party–endorsing labor unions, bailing on the GND.


Chapter 9 will explore the crippling worldwide economic costs of the Green New Deal and the dire impact it will have on Americans in particular. The GND will harm the poorest Americans first, as its mandates raise energy costs and depress economic activity—and all of this for no impact on the climate.


Chapter 10 will burst renewable energy claims and explain why banning reliable fossil fuel–based energy in favor of mandating solar and wind power—known as “renewables” but more accurately called “unreliables”—is not the way forward. Banning energy that is powering America while mandating energy that is not ready to take over is not the moral or rational option. Even progressives like Michael Shellenberger and Michael Moore reveal how they can no longer tolerate the folly of solar and wind energy claims.


In chapter 11, the reader will be shown the toxic politics, funding, and “science” behind the push for the Green New Deal and the UN Paris Pact. “Science” has now morphed into a lobbying arm of the U.S. government and the UN. Ever wonder how and why every “scientific” climate prediction is so dire? This chapter will take you through the process by which the extreme scenarios of climate “models” became mainstream in the climate science community.




I Really Don’t Care, Do You?


As Fortune reported in 2020, “Amid COVID-19, Americans Don’t Care About Climate Change Anymore.”46


Harris Poll CEO Will Johnson fretted, “In a survey we at the Harris Poll conducted last December [2019], American adults said climate change was the number one issue facing society. Today, it comes in second to last on a list of a dozen options, ahead of only overpopulation.…


“Coronavirus didn’t elbow aside other issues as muscularly as it did climate change,” Johnson added.47


No doubt the environmental Left is now striving to figure out how to piggyback the climate issues onto COVID in order to stay relevant.





Then, in chapter 12, comes my exposé of how the climate movement is using kids as human shields to push the Green New Deal. School indoctrination, children’s lawsuits against the government to force “climate action,” and the origins and funding of the international school-skipping movement led by Greta Thunberg will be revealed.


Next, in chapter 13, I report on how identity politics has invaded the climate debate, with NASA climate scientists going woke and linking “white supremacy” to “climate change.” The reader will learn how what used to just be called science is now the allegedly racist “white man’s own science.”


Perhaps the most shocking part of the book is chapter 14, “The COVID–Climate Connection.” This chapter shows how envious the climate activists are of the COVID lockdowns, which they see as a dress rehearsal for their “climate emergency.” You’ll read in chilling detail how the COVID pandemic has accelerated the march toward rule by unelected bureaucratic “experts.” In the vein of never letting a crisis go to waste, the climate community is seeking a green “great reset” of the economy. The COVID–Climate Technocracy has arrived. If you enjoyed the COVID lockdowns, you will love the coming climate lockdowns.


In the final chapter, I will show how the Green New Deal may become the ultimate achievement of the progressive movement, dwarfing past advances in state power and government control of people’s lives. I will look ahead on what to expect from a Joe Biden−Kamala Harris administration. By tackling all aspects of human endeavor in one grand Green New Deal, the Left may be able to achieve what they have sought for so long—to centrally plan and regulate all human beings—in one single leap.


There is nothing new about the Green New Deal. “Global warming” is merely the latest alleged environmental scare that is being used to push the same “solutions.” Instead of arguing the merits of the economic and political changes of the Green New Deal, they are using—to quote Al Gore—a “torqued up” climate change scare to urge quick imposition of the policies they claim will protect us from a climate emergency.


As we shall see, the environmental Left has used the same rhetoric and proposed the same purported “solutions” for very different environmental scares in the 1960s and 70s—whether it was overpopulation, the disappearing rainforest, resource scarcity, or the hole in the ozone layer.


There is no shortage of activists and bureaucrats willing to appoint themselves in charge in order to oversee the “solution.”


The climate activists are openly using climate scare tactics to achieve their ends. In order to reach those ends, they have to hype and scare. And it has been a very effective strategy; they have bullied even Republican politicians, who should know better, into submissiveness and silence over climate change.




“The Issue Is Power”


MIT climate scientist Richard S. Lindzen summed up the climate debate perfectly. “For a lot of people including the bureaucracy in government and the environmental movement, the issue is power,” Lindzen explained.


“It’s hard to imagine a better leverage point than carbon dioxide to assume control over a society. It’s essential to the production of energy, it’s essential to breathing. If you demonise it and gain control over it, you so-to-speak, control everything. That’s attractive to people,” Lindzen said.


“If you ever wanted a leverage point to control everything from exhalation to driving, this would be a dream. So it has a kind of fundamental attractiveness to bureaucratic mentality.”48





“A Semi-Religious Campaign”


Geologist Robert Giegengack, former chair of the Department of Earth and Environmental Science at the University of Pennsylvania, explained, “None of the strategies that have been offered by the U.S. government or by the EPA or by anybody else has the remotest chance of altering climate if in fact climate is controlled by carbon dioxide.”


Giegengack lamented the “enormity of the hubris that leads us to believe that we can ‘control’ climate by controlling anthropogenic emission of CO2.” Global warming, he pointed out, has evolved into “a semi-religious campaign advanced by well-intended people who feel, deep in their hearts, that they are ‘saving the planet.’ ”49


UK scientist Philip Stott, professor emeritus of Biogeography at the University of London, noted that climate change “has become the grand political narrative of the age, replacing Marxism as a dominant force for controlling liberty and human choices.”50


Green Fraud will detail how this “grand political narrative” is being deployed as the Green New Deal.


This book will serve as your guide to understanding the Green New Deal, its goals, its distortions of science, and the tactics that are being used to get it enacted. Get ready, because the battle over the Green New Deal is a battle over the future of America. I wrote Green Fraud: Why the Green New Deal Is Even Worse Than You Think to show you why it must be stopped cold in its tracks—and how it can be defeated.










CHAPTER 2 A History: Every New Crisis Has the Same “Solution”: Expanding the Size and Power of Government



The Green New Deal is the ultimate culmination of decades of environmental activism seeking societal change through “solutions” to environmental problems. A long history of eco-scares—overpopulation, deforestation, the hole in the ozone layer, the depletion of natural resources, and so forth finally led to “global warming,” or “climate change.” And the environmental activists are all in on climate change. As we will see in chapter 6, the same “solutions” have been proposed for every green problem ever: immense central planning, sovereignty-limiting treaties, wealth redistribution, and “sustainable development”—in other words, crippling the economy and impoverishing the world’s population. The Green New Deal has even added identity politics to the mix as well. (More on that in chapter 13.) To address all environmental problems, the greens have always sought increase in government control through more central planning.


The Green New Deal was introduced to much fanfare in 2019 as the successor to the legacy of the original New Deal of Franklin Delano Roosevelt (FDR). The original New Deal, in the Great Depression in the 1930s, brought into being a massive network of federal programs designed to alleviate the bad economic times and stimulate an economic resurrection. It greatly expanded the size and scope of the federal government and forever changed the American political landscape.


The New Deal’s origins can be traced back to Democratic-Populist Party presidential candidate William Jennings Bryan’s anti-capitalism speech in 1896, when he declared, “You shall not crucify mankind on a cross of gold.”


In 1933, FDR was sworn in and immediately moved to enact his New Deal, which ended up spanning eight years and creating an “alphabet soup” of new government agencies. During the Great Depression, unemployment levels exceeded 80 percent in some American cities, including Toledo—approaching 90 percent in Lowell, Massachusetts—as fifteen million Americans were out of work.1


Doubling Down on Failure


“Despite the best efforts of President Roosevelt and his cabinet, however, the Great Depression continued. Unemployment persisted, the economy remained unstable, farmers continued to struggle in the Dust Bowl and people grew angrier and more desperate,” explains History.com. FDR even came out with a second New Deal in 1935 but “still, the Great Depression dragged on.”


Many historians credit the U.S. entering World War II as the reason the Great Depression finally ended. But many others dispute that claim. “Unemployment did virtually disappear, it is true. But it disappeared primarily because eleven million people were added to the armed forces, mostly by conscription,” Thomas E. Woods Jr. wrote in The Politically Incorrect Guide to American History. “What finally brought the Depression to an end was neither economic legislation nor World War II. Instead, it was the return to normal conditions following the war and the removal of the uncertainty that had haunted business during the FDR years. Prosperity would have returned much sooner had it not been for the destructive and foolish policies of [President Herbert] Hoover and [Franklin] Roosevelt,” Woods explained.




Isn’t That a River in Egypt?


Steven Fraser in The Nation, making use of the “denial” smear that is meant to equate skepticism about catastrophic man-made climate change with Holocaust denial:


“There were no Great Depression deniers. Clearly, the same cannot be said about the climate crisis.”


—Steven Fraser in The Nation





In a 2019 analysis in The Nation entitled “The Greening of the New Deal,” progressive author Steve Fraser claimed, “Republicans and conservatives of every stripe defamed Democratic President Roosevelt’s New Deal from its inception, as has been true of the very idea of a Green New Deal in the age of Trump.… For those opposed to it, the Green New Deal, like the original one, is already considered little but camouflage for a program to introduce socialism to America.” Fraser believes “climate change” represents a “much larger catastrophe” than the Great Depression. “In 1932, the Great Depression was essentially the only issue. Nobody was foolish enough to pretend it wasn’t happening.”


As Fraser accurately pointed out, the New Deal changed American politics over the past century. “President Harry Truman’s ‘Fair Deal’ (including proposals for universal health insurance and federal aid to education) and Lyndon Johnson’s ‘Great Society’ were conceived as elaborations and extensions of what the New Deal had wrought in the 1930s,” said Fraser.2


But FDR’s New Deal was not the economic and societal panacea that many claim it was. “Today, many economists and historians agree that these policies backfired,” David Ridenour of the free-market group National Center for Public Policy Research explained in 2019. “Harold L. Cole and Lee E. Ohanian of UCLA have shown that the wage and price inflation [from FDR’s wage and price controls] actually made things worse for working-class Americans” by increasing wages which “made it much more difficult to find work.”




Did Karl Marx Inspire the Green New Deal?


The Green New Deal may have been ultimately inspired by something sixty-six years before FDR’s New Deal: Karl Marx’s Das Kapital.


“Karl Marx perceived the environment as an effective tool to push his anti-capitalist, anti-God, agenda,” notes meteorologist Brian Sussman, the author of Eco-Tyranny: How the Left’s Green Agenda Will Dismantle America. “Reading from one of his most popular screeds, Das Kapital, Marx sounds like Bernie Sanders or Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez.… Like Marx, the new breed of socialists in the U.S. sees capitalism as unjust, the use of natural resources for profit immoral, and the human population something that must be controlled.”3





According to Ridenour, “All told, the New Deal might have prolonged the Great Depression by seven years. This not only left many Americans homeless and hungry but also stifled economic productivity. Cole and Ohanian estimate the gross national product at the time would have been 27 percent higher without New Deal policies. The GND would similarly crush poor Americans today. Low-income Americans already spend a higher than average percentage of their income on energy. These costs will only increase as fossil fuels aravie heavily taxed. Electricity costs would skyrocket.”


Ridenour also pointed out, “The Roosevelt administration’s tax increases and labor regulations forced the closure of many businesses. And the GND is similarly shortsighted in its regulatory approach. To reach zero net-carbon emissions in 10 years, the government would regulate and ultimately prohibit the use of affordable energy sources. This would trigger a massive decline in industrial productivity and result in mass layoffs.”4


And the original 1930s New Deal was nowhere near as ambitious as today’s Green New Deal.


“It’s important to add that the Green New Deal, despite the bow to the old one in its name, is anything but pure imitation,” Fraser pointed out in his article for The Nation.5


Fraser details how the Green New Deal is truly all-encompassing: “To begin with, the scale of its public investments would dwarf those of the original, which allotted an estimated 13 percent of the country’s gross domestic product to its public works spending. Green New Deal projects, as now imagined, would probably at least double that. Furthermore, at least as a proposal, the Green New Deal is even more socially capacious than the old one, embracing as it does the need for universal health care, a guaranteed annual income, a program of affordable housing, commitments to truly clean water and air, and a revolution in the production of healthy food. In the way it forefronts the struggle for social, racial, and environmental justice, it also goes beyond anything the original New Dealers contemplated.”6


And other climate activists want the Green New Deal to go even further.


“The Green New Deal Can’t Be Anything Like the New Deal,” blared a 2019 New Republic headline. Samuel Miller McDonald, who studies climate and energy politics at Oxford University, argued, “Climate change demands a much more ambitious plan than the Great Depression did. It even requires reversing some of FDR’s successes.… The objection to the Green New Deal from mainstream Republicans and Democrats alike is that it’s too ambitious. They must realize—quickly—that it’s not nearly ambitious enough.… The climate crisis is much bigger than the Great Depression, for the very fate of humanity is at stake. Worse, the crisis is being accelerated by the very thing that the New Deal helped save: fossil fuel capitalism. Thus, rather than emulating its predecessor, the Green New Deal must undo many of its accomplishments instead.”7


As McDonald claimed, “FDR’s programs not only made industrial capitalism financially and socially stable; they sent it into overdrive by leaving monopolistic corporations intact, building the foundation of the interstate highway system, expanding car-dependent suburban housing, incentivizing consumption, expanding air travel, accelerating mechanized extraction, and ramping up resource-intensive manufacturing.… The Green New Deal needs to look less like the New Deal and more like the industrial revolution itself—fundamentally shifting the way we produce and distribute virtually all material goods, and building entirely new sectors while dismantling long standing ones. With climate emergencies set to displace hundreds of millions, we’ll also have to rebuild cities and change settlement patterns.”




Abolish the Suburbs!


Olivia B. Waxman claimed in Time magazine that FDR’s New Deal had many negative environmental and climate aspects. “Scientists now know that the mass construction of dams, such as the Grand Coulee dam on the Columbia River in Washington state, has disrupted ecosystems. And the Federal Housing Administration, started in 1934, became known for subsidizing the construction of suburbs; the farther out of cities Americans moved, the more it fueled a way of life dependent on fossil fuels.”8


“This whole suburban boom has been at the center of our really unsustainable lifestyle, automobile dependence [and] sprawl,” says Peter F. Cannavò, a professor of government at Hamilton College and an expert on environmental politics.





Pat Buchanan, advisor to Presidents Nixon and Reagan, pointed to the failure of FDR’s original New Deal, and called the Green New Deal “a Democratic suicide note.”


According to Buchanan, “The Green New Deal is designed to recall the halcyon days of the 1930s, when, so the story goes, FDR came to Washington to enact the historic reforms that rescued America from the Great Depression. Only that story is more than a small myth. The unemployment rate when FDR took the oath in 1933 was 25 percent. It never fell below 14 percent through the 1930s. In June 1938, despite huge Democratic majorities in Congress, FDR was presiding over a nation where unemployment was back up to 19 percent.… World War II and the conscription of 16 million young men gave us ‘full employment.’ And the war’s end and demobilization saw the return of real prosperity in 1946, after FDR was dead.”9


Ridenour believes that “the best environmental outcomes result not from government fiat, but from national prosperity and free-market innovation. The United States has slashed carbon emissions by 13 percent since 2005, thanks to its increased reliance on natural gas, which produces fewer greenhouse gas emissions than coal. The New Deal prolonged the Great Depression it was meant to end. Almost a century later, the GND would prove just as counterproductive. This crusade for environmental and economic justice would actually lead to more pollution and poverty.”




Green New Deal, or Green in Your Pocket?


“While rhetorically mimicking one of the most successful government initiatives in our country’s history, there is a significant difference between the real New Deal and the ‘Green New Deal.’ The real New Deal put green in working people’s pockets, won massive public support and lifted our nation out of despair. The latter threatens to destroy workers’ livelihoods, increase divisions and inequality, and undermine the very goals it seeks to reach. In short, it is a bad deal.”


—labor leader Terry O’Sullivan, head of the Laborers’ International Union, which endorsed Obama twice and Joe Biden in 202010





Economist Walter Williams of George Mason University noted how the myths about the 1930s New Deal live on today. “Americans have been miseducated into thinking that Roosevelt’s New Deal saved our economy. That miseducation extends to most academics, including economists, at our universities, who are arrogant enough to believe that it’s possible for a few people in Washington to have the information and knowledge necessary to manage the economic lives of 313 million people,” Williams wrote.11


Where the Green New Deal Really Came From


“Did Hugo Chavez Write the Green New Deal?” asked Steve Milloy of JunkScience.com, comparing the Green New Deal with the Venezuelan Constitution. He concluded that both are “siren call[s] for the naïve, beckoning them to a socialist utopia.” According to Milloy, “The reason the Green New Deal and the Venezuelan Constitution are so similar is that their common source is likely a United Nations document called the ‘International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights,’ which was passed by the UN General Assembly in 1966 at the behest of the Soviet Union. The UN Covenant itself can be traced back to the Stalin-written Soviet Constitution of 1936.”12


A very likely source for the Green New Deal is the UN Agenda 21 (later updated by the UN in 2015 to Agenda 2030).13


“The origins and the purpose of the Green New Deal couldn’t be more transparent,” wrote Tom DeWeese of the American Policy Center. “From its inception in 1992 at the United Nation’s Earth Summit, 50,000 delegates, heads of state, diplomats and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) hailed Agenda 21 as the ‘comprehensive blueprint for the reorganization of human society.’ ” DeWeese added, “The 350-page, 40 chapter Agenda 21 document was quite detailed and explicit in its purpose and goals.”




Cheap Energy, Rich Lives


“Access to clean water, food, education, abundant and inexpensive energy, fertilizer, advanced agriculture, vaccination and modern health care, science, technology, the internet, and democracy—all made easier through the wealth that the free-market generates—improved global standards of living at an unprecedented speed. Freedom, in other words, has done more to improve humanity’s quality of life in the last 200 years than have any other systems or tools over the last 15,000 years.”


—Tony Morley, “The Great Decline in Poverty over Time”14





The UN documents explained, “Effective execution of Agenda 21 will require a profound reorientation of all human society, unlike anything the world has ever experienced. It requires a major shift in the priorities of both governments and individuals, and an unprecedented redeployment of human and financial resources. This shift will demand that a concern for the environmental consequences of every human action be integrated into individual and collective decision-making at every level.”


Sound familiar?


Earth Summit chairman Maurice Strong announced at the 1992 UN Summit, “Current lifestyles and consumption patterns of the affluent middle class—involving meat intake, use of fossil fuels, appliances, air-conditioning, and suburban housing—are not sustainable.”15


Sound even more familiar?


That same year, Nancy Pelosi introduced an Agenda 21 resolution in Congress to support “a comprehensive national strategy for sustainable development in accordance with the principles of Agenda 21.”16


According to DeWeese, “In 1993, President Bill Clinton ordered the establishment of the President’s Council for Sustainable Development, with the express purpose of enforcing the Agenda 21 blueprint into nearly every agency of the federal government to assure it became the law of the land.…




“Every Aspect of Our Lives”


Democratic House Speaker Nancy Pelosi told audiences in China in 2009 that “every aspect of our lives must be subjected to an inventory” in order to combat climate change.17





“Though the label ‘Green New Deal’ has been passing around globalist circles for a while, it’s interesting that its leaders have now handed it to a naïve, inexperienced” freshman New York Congresswoman. AOC “suddenly found herself rise from bartending to a national media sensation, almost over night,” DeWeese explained.18


Maurice Newman, who was an advisor to then-Prime Minister Tony Abbott of Australia, noted that the UN has been behind all of these green schemes for decades. “After 50 years of failed predictions, people are reasoning that something other than science is behind this alarmism. And that something is the UN. What else?” Newman asked. “Its global reach, back corridors and duplicity have allowed it to build an unchallenged, mutually-reinforcing $1.5 trillion industry of captive politicians, scientists, journalists, crony capitalists and non-governmental organisation activists bent on globalism through anti-Western sentiment and wealth transfer.”




“Doomsday Scenarios”


“The modern pattern of environmental scares started with Rachel Carson’s Silent Spring claiming chemicals are killing birds, only today it is windmills doing the carnage. That was followed by ever expanding doomsday scenarios, from DDT, to SST (supersonic transport), to CFC (chlorofluorocarbons), and now the most glorious of them all, CO2.”


—Ron Clutz at Science Matters19





There are other competing stories about who came up with the Green New Deal. Many would like to claim the mantle.


According to Grist magazine, New York Times columnist Thomas Friedman “started calling for a ‘Green New Deal’ to end fossil fuel subsidies, tax carbon dioxide emissions, and create lasting incentives for wind and solar energy” in 2007.


But, as the same Grist article reported, there is a UK tax scholar named Richard Murphy “who also claims to have coined the phrase ‘Green New Deal’ around the same time as Friedman.” Murphy has claimed, “I don’t even know who Tom Friedman is. If he used the term, it’s complete coincidence.”20


Liyu Woldemichael of the Kenan Institute for Ethics at Duke University posits a different origin for the Green New Deal: “It was in fact first proposed in 2006 by the European Greens, an incredibly progressive European party, during the global market crash.” As Woldemichael explained, “The European Greens fought to address climate change and embraced an economic bill of rights. Moving from European politics to American politics, the Green New Deal became central to the Green Party with Jill Stein 2012 run for President.”21


If at First You Don’t Succeed…


Michael Shellenberger, who was named a “Hero of the Environment” by Time magazine, has detailed how he co-founded an earlier version of the Green New Deal back in 2003. “I was one of the founders of sort of the original Green New Deal between 2003 and 2007,” Shellenberger revealed in 2019.23 “In the early 2000s, my colleagues and I dusted off the Green New Deal created by [New Yorker writer Barry] Commoner and called it a ‘New Apollo Project,’ ” Shellenberger wrote. “All of the basic elements were the same: massive taxpayer investments in renewables, organics, efficiency, mass transit, and much else in the progressive agenda that can be justified as somehow reducing emissions.”24




Of the People—or of the Elites?


“In a stunning revelation from a 2009 UN document titled ‘Rethinking the Economic Recovery: A Global Green New Deal,’ it is discovered that Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez’ (AOC) Green New Deal is not a new movement of the people, but rather a crafty (and plagiarized) creation of a small group of global elite working through the United Nations,” author Patrick Wood reported at Canada Free Press in 2019. “The 144-page report was headed by Edward B. Barbier, a professor of Economics and Finance at the University of Wyoming at the time, but specifically prepared for the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP).”


The acknowledgements from the UNEP report reveals a who’s who of the environmental Left involved. The report states that a “consultation meeting was held at the UN Foundation, Washington DC, February 4, 2009 with experts, amongst others, from the Center for American Progress, Pew Center on Global Climate Change, Union of Concerned Scientists, UN Foundation, World Resources Institute and the Worldwatch Institute.”


Wood added: “The modern ‘creators’ of the Green New Deal claim that they developed it over a weekend. If true, it was only because they had a copy of ‘Rethinking the Economic Recovery: A Global Green New Deal’ sitting in front of them to copy text and then localizing it for the United States.”22





The principles of climate “action” embedded in the Green New Deal came to life with the election of President Barack Obama in 2008.


As Grist magazine explained, “Presidential candidate Barack Obama added a Green New Deal to his platform. In 2009, the United Nations drafted a report calling for a Global Green New Deal to focus government stimulus on renewable energy projects.”25




Deja Vu All Over Again


“In 1930s, President Franklin Roosevelt, progressive Republicans, and Democratic socialists similarly understood the necessity of cheap energy and food for lifting people out of poverty. That essentially materialist and progressive vision continued through President Lyndon Johnson’s ‘Great Society’ programs of the sixties. That all changed in the 1970s. It was then that Malthusian conservationists and socialists in the US and Europe argued against helping poor nations develop as they had done, with dams, fossil fuels, industrialized farming, and factories.”


—environmentalist Michael Shellenberger26





Cap-and-trade climate legislation, which had gone down to defeat in Congress in 2003, 2005, and 2008, did pass the House in 2009. But the members of Congress who had voted for the cap-and-trade bill got an earful from their constituents when they went back to their home districts.


And the UN’s 2009 Copenhagen Climate Summit ended up fizzling out due to the growing lack of trust in the UN climate claims after the leaked “Climategate” emails showed top UN officials colluding to keep the climate narrative alive by suppressing dissent, deleting evidence, threatening science journal editors, and avoiding Freedom of Information Act requests.


The Climategate scandal and the cost of the cap-and-trade legislation prompted many Democrat senators to pull their support, and as a result Majority Leader Harry Reid never allowed a vote on cap-and-trade in the upper house.


The Obama administration had been poised to enforce a climate-regulation scheme that would have huge costs to America’s economy, liberty, and sovereignty—and that was scientifically meaningless. In fact, it was based not on science but on a superstition: that government regulations and UN treaties could regulate the climate and storminess of the Earth.


So when Climategate made it impossible to get cap-and-trade legislation passed, President Obama went the way of executive orders and green stimulus instead. And then, as Grist magazine lamented, “Big-ticket policies like a carbon tax or a cap-and-trade system and sunsetting the $20 billion in subsidies to oil, gas, and coal each year never came to fruition. Even the regulations the administration did achieve—like tightening fuel economy standards and incentivizing utilities to produce more renewable energy—disintegrated as soon as the Trump administration took over.”27




“Fraud, Pure and Simple”


The Climategate emails showed that UN IPCC scientists were holding together the global warming narrative and the supposed scientific “consensus” that supported it by subterfuge and intimidation. The Climategate scandal opened a lot of eyes to the fact that the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change was more political than scientific.


“I view Climategate as science fraud, pure and simple.” —Princeton physicist Robert Austin’s take on the scandal that exposed the very unscientific conduct of UN IPCC scientists28





“Is a Green New Deal likely to work? Ours didn’t,” Shellenberger wrote of the early attempts with his version of the plan. “People don’t remember, President Obama—we spent about $150 billion dollars on renewables between 2009 and 2015. And we just kept encountering the same kind of problems everywhere that were related both to the essential unreliability of solar and wind. They just depend on when the sun is shining and the wind is blowing, which is 10% to 40% of the year….


“Twenty-five billion was wasted on biofuels. Tens of billions more were wasted on energy efficiency programs that cost more than they were worth. Well-connected venture capitalists got rich. Wealth was distributed upwards. And the renewables it subsidized contributed to rising electricity costs,” Shellenberger said.


Solar energy has a long track record. “I traced the history back as far as it goes until I finally discovered the first call for the U.S. to invest ‘hundreds of millions’ for solar energy due to its ‘tremendous potential.’ It was made by the U.S. secretary of the interior—in 1949,” Shellenberger disclosed.


Headlines from the long history of unrequited solar energy hopes is revealing, as a list put together by Shellenberger demonstrates:




“Solar Energy: What the Sun’s Rays Can Do and May Yet Be Able to Do”— The author notes that while solar is not yet economical “the day is not unlikely to arrive before long” [Washington Star—July 20, 1891]


“Use of Solar Energy Near a Solution.” “Improved Device Held to Rival Hydroelectric Production” [New York Times—April 4, 1931]


“MIT Will ‘Store’ Heat of the Sun” [New York Times—November 5, 1939]





The history of solar power optimism goes back to at least 1833, according to Shellenberger. “In 1833, a utopian socialist German immigrant to the U.S. proposed to build massive solar power plants that used mirrors to concentrate sunlight on boilers, mile-long wind farms, and new dams to store power. ‘It is just possible the world is standing at a turning point,’ a New York Times reporter gushed in 1931, ‘in the evolution of civilization.…’ ” Shellenberger wrote. “All that was needed was a Green New Deal.”29










CHAPTER 3 Man-Made Climate Change Is Not a Threat



Global warming hype and hysteria dominate the news media, academia, schools, the United Nations, and the U.S. government. The Green New Deal is being pushed on Capitol Hill and in the 2020 presidential race as the “solution” for an alleged “climate crisis.”


School-skipping teen climate activists testify before the U.S. Congress and the United Nations, and young children are recruited for lawsuits against the U.S. government for its alleged climate “inaction.”1 The phrase “climate emergency” has emerged as the favorite for climate campaigners.2


But the arguments put forth by the global warming advocates grossly distort the true facts on a host of issues, ranging from rising sea levels and record temperatures to melting polar caps and disappearing polar bears.


In fact, there is no “climate crisis” or “climate emergency.”


The UN, climate activists, the media, and academia are using the climate scare as an opportunity to lobby for their alleged “solutions,” which require massive government expansion and central planning.


This chapter will take the reader through the facts on the claims about climate, energy, and the environment from the media, UN, and Green New Deal advocates.


Princeton professor emeritus of physics Will Happer explained why climate activists are wrong. “Aside from the human brain, the climate is the most complex thing on the planet. The number of factors that influence climate—the sun, the earth’s orbital properties, oceans, clouds, and, yes, industrial man—is huge and enormously variable,” Happer said.3


The global warming coalition can accurately be called climate change cause deniers. They deny the hundreds of causes and variables that influence climate change and instead try to pretend that carbon dioxide is the climate control knob overriding all the others factors and that every bad weather event is somehow “proof” of “global warming” and an impending climate “emergency.”


The Consensus “Pulled from Thin Air”


Despite former vice president Al Gore’s 2019 claim that the threat from anthropogenic climate change is “beyond consensus of 99 percent of the scientists,” the facts say otherwise.4 There is absolutely no scientific “consensus” about catastrophic man-made climate change. Claims that 97 or 99 percent of scientists agree are not backed up by any credible study or poll.


UN IPCC lead author Dr. Richard Tol has admitted, “The 97% is essentially pulled from thin air, it is not based on any credible research whatsoever.”5


The claim that 97 percent of scientists agree is based in part on a survey of seventy-seven anonymous scientists. Not thousands of scientists or even hundreds of scientists—but seventy-seven.6


Scientists were quick to debunk another study, authored by blogger John Cook and claiming a 97 percent consensus of climate studies. Climatologist David Legates of the University of Delaware and three co-authors reviewed the same studies as Cook did, and their research revealed that “only 41 papers—0.3 percent of all 11,944 abstracts or 1.0 percent of the 4,014 expressing an opinion, and not 97.1 percent—had been found to endorse” the claim that human beings are to blame for a majority of the current warming.7


MIT climate scientist Richard Lindzen called the purported 97 percent consensus “propaganda.”


Dr. Lindzen: “They never really tell you what they agree on. It is propaganda. So all scientists agree it’s probably warmer now than it was at the end of the Little Ice Age. Almost all scientists agree that if you add CO2 you will have some warming. Maybe very little warming. But it is propaganda to translate that into it is dangerous and we must reduce CO2, etc.”8


In 2017 Princeton professor emeritus of physics William Happer pointed to the parallels with the seventeenth-century “consensus” on witches. “I don’t see a whole lot of difference between the consensus on climate change and the consensus on witches. At the witch trials in Salem the judges were educated at Harvard. This was supposedly 100 percent science. The one or two people who said there were no witches were immediately hung. Not much has changed,” Happer quipped.


Carbon Dioxide Is Not the “Control Knob” of the Climate


There is a lack of connection between higher levels of CO2 and warming. During the Ice Age, CO2 levels were ten times higher than they are today.9


There are many, many factors that impact climate—including volcanoes, wind oscillations, solar activity, ocean cycles, volcanoes, the tilt of the Earth’s axis, and land use. CO2 is just one factor, not the control knob of the climate.


University of Pennsylvania geologist Dr. Robert Giegengack has declared, “CO2 is not the villain that it has been portrayed.”


Today’s levels of roughly four hundred parts per million (PPM) of CO2 are not alarming. In geologic terms, today’s CO2 levels are among the lowest in earth’s history.10


“Climate change is governed by hundreds of factors, or variables, and the very idea that we can manage climate change predictably by understanding and manipulating at the margins one politically selected factor (CO2), is as misguided as it gets. It’s scientific nonsense,” University of London professor emeritus Philip Stott has noted.


Atmospheric scientist Hendrik Tennekes, a pioneer in the development of numerical weather prediction and former director of research at the Netherlands’ Royal National Meteorological Institute, declared: “I protest vigorously the idea that the climate reacts like a home heating system to a changed setting of the thermostat: just turn the dial, and the desired temperature will soon be reached.”11
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