Submitted Written Testimony of Marc Morano, the Publisher of CFACT's Climate Depot
Author of BestSelling "The Politically Incorrect Guide to Climate Change" & former staff
of U.S. SenateEnvironment & Public Works Committee
The Pennsylvania House Environmental Resources and Energy Committee
Hearing: "Pennsylvania C02 and climate."
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interviews with UN IPCC scientists and documented how the UN twists and hypes and distorts
sciencein order to pusha political agenda.
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examine the latest peer-reviewed studies and data on the climate as well as the feasibility of the

alleged"solutions."

C02 emissions from the po.wer sector."

Why would Pennsylvania want to subject itself to more outside interference in its energy
policies?
I want to reflect on a little history. I was at ground zero for the cap-and-trade debateswhen I
worked in the U.S. Senatewhen cap-and-trade bills were proposedback in 2007, 2008 and 2009.

acknowledge the reality that such cap-and-trade schemes inevitably raise energy prices for
absolutely no possible climate gain.

Cap-and-tradelegislation hasgone down in defeat in the U.S. Congress in 2003, 2005, 2008, and
2010. It passedthe House in 2009, but the members of Congresswho had voted for it got such an
earful from their constituentswhen they went back to their home districts that SenateMajority
Leader carly Reid never brought the bill up for a vote in the Senatebecausethere were too many
Democratic Senatorsdefecting from supporting the cap-and-trade bill.
Now let's examine why the Govemor wants Pennsylvania to resurrect these failed policies of the
pas

In 20 19, Pennsylvania Govemor Wolf not only has declared a "climate crisis'' but he claims he
climate efforts will somehow alter Pennsylvania stompsand weather.
The University of London processoremeritus Philip Stott has refuted the notion that
govemments can fiddle with C02 emissions and get the desired climate they seek.
''Climate change is govemed 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 (C02), is as misguided as it gets. It's scientiHlcnonsense," Stott has
note
Meanwhile, Pittsburgh's KDKA, the <1:BS..g:jj!!!j31e
reported "The govemor points to our most
recent weather is reason enough (for RGGI climate efforts)
Gov. Wolf declared: "201 8 was Pennsylvania's wettest year on record. the storms that came
brought pounding rain, causingfloods in communities of all sizes."
The first question is, are floods increasing? The peer-reviewed evidence and data clearly says no
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New empirical study: Are floods increasingin North
America and Europe'PNo (and consistent with IPCC.y
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As extreme weather expert Dr. Roger Pielke Jr. noted: "The bottom line on this new NOAA
special report: if you are attributing any extreme other than heat waves to Anthropogenic
Climate Change, you are on weak (or worse) scientific ground." flooding claims usi

Pielke Jr. : 'How about IPCC SREX authors on floods? 5..4..3..: 'A direct statistical link between
anthropogenicclimate change and trends in the magnitude/frequency of floods has not been
established
'
Another analysis by Tony Heller of Real Climate Science found that similar claims about bad
weather were once blamed on "global cooling '' fears in the 1970s.
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Also, the U.S. federal govemment's own scientific findings contradict Gov. Wolfs claims of
increasedflooding. See:
GHCls' - Dr. Rob
The data shows no
systematic increasesin flooding through time' 'USGS research has shown no linkage between
flooding (either increases or decreases) and the increase in greenhouse gases.
Despite the fact that evidence is lacking for increasedflooding events, Govemor Wolf is not
alone in this magical thinking that govemment policies can alter bad weather pattems.
President Obama -- just like Governor Wolf, haspreviously promoted this scientifically baseless
notion that cap-and-trade legislation could somehow alter the climate or weather. Obama
declaredon June 24, 2009, that the congressionalcap-and-trade bill would have huge climate
impacts: "A long-term beneHltis we're leaving a planet to our children that isn't four or Hive
degreeshotter.
But just a few weeks after President Obama made those remarks, his own EPA chief Lisa
Jacksonadmitted the Waxman-Markey cap-and-tradebill would not even detectably reduce

atmosphericC02 levels let alone cool the planet.

or stomte :m ss on plans wouldn t even impa malobal C021esvels' let alone global temperatures
Professor Roger Pielke Jr. of the University of Colorado rejected the notion that EPA or can and
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' The so-called climate benefits ofthe regulations are thus essentially nil, though I
opposeone could gin someup via creative but implausible cost-bene$t analyses.'
)ielke wrote in 2014. ''The US carbon regulations won't irtlluencefuture extreme
weather or its impairts m any detectable way. Hard to believe IJett compelled to write

And former Obama Department of Energy Assistant Secretary Charles Mcconnell was bRttallv
hank about President Obama's EPA regulations on "climate change.''
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what is also clear, scienti$calty and technically, is that EPA's plan will not
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In layman s temps: All of the so-called "solutions" to global warming, whether from the I J S
ETA, the RGGI membership or any Govemor's mansion -- are purely symbolic.
'
Pennsylvania's membership in RGGI promises to resurrect cap-and-trade with all the same

Let's state the stark reality
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Federal emission plans have no measurableimpacts on climate or global emissions.

And Pennsylvania'sefforts will not havean impact on climate or global emissions.Claiming the
RGGI "mandatory market-basedprogram" will impact climate in any way is not scientific.
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Danish Statistician Bjom Lomborg haswritten about the UN's intemational efforts to cap C02
emissions through the Paris pact:
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global warming by about eight months at the end of the century.''

Obviously, Pennsylvania's climate efforts will not even be measurable.As Geologist gli99pliX

:«
measure global temperature, '' Wrightstorle wrote.

Wrightstonealso noted
Dstitute) revealed that

nernberslates saw a 12 percertl drop in goods production and cl 34 percent drop in
production ofenergy-intensive goods. This is likely attributable to a 64 percent increase

n electricity prices in RGGI stcttesbetween2007-20]S. Additionally, according to the
study, the cost ofwind and solar power has averaged two to three times the megawattlour rate clscompared to existing conventional.fuel sources. Any increase o.frenewable
energy supplies would necessarilyJUrther the price increases to consumers.''
Vrightstone called the RGGI's policies an attempt to '' impose a costly and ecortomicatLy
=rippting carbon trading system is an attempted end-ruK around the GOP to intplement a
tax without legislative approvctl.

The 20 18 CATO analysis also found
I'here were no added emissions reductions or associated health bene$1ts/romthe RGGI
program.
' Spettdirtg oJ RGGI revenue on energy el$ciency. wind, solar power', and low-income
fuel assistance had minimal impact. ''
RGGI allowance costs added to already high regional electric bills.
The RGGI program shiftedjobs Lo other states. A national carbon tax would shiftjobs
o other countries. .4 better policy to reduce C02 emissions is to encourage innovation
ether than rely on taxes and regulation. The United States has already reduced
:missions 12 percent/rom 2005 to 2015, more than any other developed country with a
Urge economy,mainly through innovations in natural gas drilling techniques.''
And
token C02 dip.''

found the "RGGI invested $2.5 Billion for a

Reductions oJ C02 directly attributable to investments madefrom the auction proceeds
)nly total 5a%n
ofthe observed C02 redtlctionsfrom 2009 to 201 7. Thosepoor results

:ombirled with $2.5 billion investmentscosts result in a nearly $900 cost per ton ofC02
educed. That valuelar exceeds the social cost oJ carbon value contrived to prove the
paine ofC02 reductions, '' Caiazza wrote.
When you expand the concept of the RGGI's regional cap-and-tradeprogram to a national
carbon tax, the cost-benefit analysis still fails.

SpencerP Morrison, the Editor-In-Chief of the National EconomicsEditorial wrote on
December1, 2017: "CARBON TAXES & CAP-AND-TRADE INCREASE GLOBAL C02
EMISSIONS. PERIOD."
In realiW, carbon taxes arejust that: taxes. They're a money-grab disguised with good
intentions. Worsestill, carbon taxes will not reduce our greenhousegas emissions.
Instead, adopting carbon taxes in the Westwitt actually raise global carbon emissionsby
olbhoring economicacttviWfrom relatively environmentally-friendly places, like the
LJSAand Germany, to places with tax envirortmentat lctws,like China.
Carbott taxes, or other analogous pricing schemes, are now prevalent in Western

Europe, and are making headway in North America. For example, CaLUorntcirecently
joined.forces with the Canadian Pro'pincusof Ontario and Quebec to create an integrated
cap-and-trade carbon market.
I'akerstogether, thesefacts suggest that everyfactory pushed out of the West daleto
carbon taxesactually Increasesglobal emissionsdramatically, and this witt continlLeto
be the case .for deccldes to come.
:' Carbon taxes are a pipe dream

Summation
The real successstory here is that U.S. greenhousegas emissions have actually been declining in
recent years. But that decline is not due to the heavy hand of regulation. A 2016 U.S. Energy
Information Administration (EIA) report attributed the "increased use of natural gas for
electricity generation'' or tracking, as the reason for declining emissions. Pennsylvania has been
doing it right by climate policy. If you are concemed about C02 emissions, Pennsylvania's
fracking boom can be thanked.
Thanks in part to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania'senergy policies, the U.S. is leading the
way globally -- doing better than any of the Eurpean signatories -- with C02 emission reductions
due to the natural gas fracking boom. The United Statesisn't leading the developed world in
greenhouse gas reduction because of cap-and-trade schemes. Unleashing our domestic energy
with our technology has brought about this inexpensive, plentiful and affordable natural gas -that is the reasonthe U.S. is leading.

Pennsylvania is a national energy successstory. Why would you allow your Govemor -- for
purposes of virtue signaling, to threaten this energy successstory of helping the U.S. convert to
naturalgas fracking?
Pennsylvania will be ceding the authority of its energy policies to the RGGI's unelected
bureaucrats. It will matter little who Pennsylvaniansvote for if their own elected leaderswill not
be able to enact policies as they see Hit.
RGGI's climate "solutions" will only end up passing the taxesalong to Pennsylvania consumers

But of course,theproponentswon't call it a "tax."
Pennsylvania's citizens will suffer. Energy, jobs, competitiveness and economic decisions will
be transfered over to regulators who are not accountable to the voters and who will be in charge
of decisions that will impact Pennsylvaniansevery day.
It will be tuming over key state decisions to a multi-state consortium instead ofin house. Why
would Pennsylvania want to be influenced and regulated by stateslike New York, which has
tumed its back on science, energy, and technology by banning fracking?
Pennsylvania has a lot to teach the state of New York about energy policy, not the other way
around.

Ultimately, joining RGGI will make Pennsylvania less competitive with other statesand it will
bypassthe legislature.

RGGlwilldo nothing but saddle Pennsylvania with meaninglesspolitical feel-good climate
change inspired regulations.
Fossil fuels have been one of the greatestliberators of mankind in the history of our planet. Is it
greedy to want heat, A/C, lower infant mortality, longer life expectancy? Fossil fuels have been
the moral choice in energy.
Limiting Pensslvanainsenergy choices does not "address'' climate concems
There is no need to be opposed to solar or wind power, but Pennsylvanianscannot allow proven,
plentiful and cheap energy from fossil fuels to be banned or taxed for no benefit either to the
climate or the state's economy.
The Pennsylvania legislature and its political leaders should reject RGGI's interference in the
state's energy economy.

Permsylvaniashould reject theseso-called "mandatory market-basedprograms" that will
increasecosts,bureaucracy, damagejob producing and do nothing for the environment.
Make no mistake, these climate schemesare nothing more than the regulatory state and its
promoters trying to usethe "global warming" scarelegislation passedthat would otherwise not
standachance.
Instead of keeping fossil fuels in the ground, it is time to proclaim proudly that Pennsylvania has
beendoingitrighton energy.
Pennsylvania should instead keep RGGI 's cap-and-trade/carbontaxes in the ground:
And permanently bury energy raising policies with job-killing impacts
Simply stated: Pennsylvania's entry into RGGI alleged "mandatory market-based program"
would bring about real economic pain for no absolutely no climate gain.
As Halloween approaches.It is time for the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to pound a
stake through their heart of this energy,job and economy-killing plan and halt Governors Wolf
and RGGI's interference in Pennsylvania's awesomeenergy bonanza.
Thank you for your time today
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Basic Climate ScienceSciencebackground information
C02 is not the "control knob" of the climate
There is a lack of connection between higher levels ofC02 and warming. During the lce Age,
C02 levels were 10 times higher than they are today. '
There are many, many factors which impact climate - including volcanoes, wind oscillations,
solar activity, ocean cycles, volcanoes, tilt of the Earth's axis, land use, C02 is just one factor,
and not the control knob of the climate.

I GreenpeaceCo-Founder Dr. Patrick Moore
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University of Pennsylvaniageologist Dr. Robert Giegengack has declared ''C02 is not the villain
that it has been portrayed."
Today's levels of roughly 400 parts per million (PPM) of C02 are not alarming. In geologic
terms, today's C02 levels are among the lowest in earth's history. 2
"Climate change is governed by hundreds of factors, or variables, and the very idea that we can
manage climate changepredictably by understanding and manipulating at the margins one
politically selected factor (C02), is as misguided as it gets. It's scientiHlcnonsense." - 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 researchat the Netherlands' Royal National Meteorological
Institute, has declared: "I protest vigorously the idea that the climate reacts like a home heating
system to a changed setting of the thermostat: just tum the dial, and the desired temperature will
soonbereached."
According to Greenpeaceco-founder Dr. Patrick Moore: ''We had both higher temperatures and
an ice age at a time when CO2 emissions were 10 times higher than they are today.'' An lce Age
occurred when CO2was 10 times higher than today.
The world is not going to end in 12 years due to "climate change."
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But relax. AOC is wrong. Climate Tipping Points date back to at least 1864. Explained: ''As
early as 1864 George Perkins Marsh, sometimes said to be the father of American ecology,
wamed that the earth was 'fast becoming an unfit home for its "noblest inhabitant,"and he
wamed of "climatic excess,as to threaten the depravation, barbarism, and perhaps even
extinction ofthe species.'''
In 1989, the UN was once trying to sell their "tipping point" rhetoric to the public. U.N. Warnin
of I C)-Year'Clllmate
According to the 1989 AP article, "A senior
U.N. environmental official says entire nations could be wiped off the face of the Earth by rising
sealevels if the global warming trend is not reversed by the year 2000. Coastal flooding and crop
failures would create an exodus of 'eco-refugees,' threatening political chaos."

Scienceat the University of Pennsylvania

