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In the interest of free speech and giving students more than one side of an issue, I have 
included a personal commentary with sources [See Part Two] presenting other points of view 
regarding the climate change debate [i.e. from climatologists / meteorologists / atmospheric 
physicists, astrophysicists, biogeographers, ecologists] that present the evidence that carbon 
dioxide never has been, nor is now, a main driver behind climate change and that we are not in 
a climate emergency; as well as the economic problems of advocating for the shutting down of 
the fossil fuel industry particularly for a nation such as Canada.  
 
Do people want their full Canada Pension Plan that they have paid into, affordable health care, 
affordable transportation, affordable post-secondary education without dumping massive debt 
onto the next generation?  Do people want to see a small number of crony capitalists (not true 
free enterprisers/capitalists) get rich through corrupt carbon trading schemes while the rest of 
us pay higher and higher taxes? We have already seen this in British Columbia with the previous 
government when the Auditor General revealed that millions of dollars were transferred from 
hospitals and schools to big corporations to pay for dubious carbon credits so those public 
buildings could be carbon neutral. Does the developing world not have a right to utilize their 
fossil fuels to also lift millions of people out of poverty and short life expectancies just like we 
did in the High-Income Countries? 
 
I think students have the right to hear the other side of the argument, and to say that the 
science is settled according to 98% of scientists is simply not true. There is still a large % of 
scientists that do not agree with carbon dioxide being deemed a pollutant. For example, a 
student who is going to be majoring in physics at UBC came back to visit last week. He is doing a 
paper on climate change and has been reviewing the recent scholarly literature. He was 
shocked to find in his research that about half of the scientists do not think that carbon dioxide 
is a main driver behind climate change. This contradicts the overwhelming doom and gloom 
message in the mainstream media and in most elementary and high schools.  
 
I challenge students to research both sides and come to their own conclusions. Climate change 
is a huge part of the IB Geography Curriculum and students are encouraged to know both sides 
and I show documentaries on both sides. I am certainly open to hearing any new evidence. 
Personally, as I study this issue more and more, I am convinced that carbon dioxide is not a 
main driver based on historical evidence. For example, the analysis of ice core samples 
worldwide consistently shows that variations in carbon dioxide levels have never been a driver 
behind temperature change. Instead, temperature change occurs first in the atmosphere and 
then carbon dioxide levels in the atmosphere change as the oceans either release carbon 
dioxide with warming or absorb more carbon dioxide with cooling. There is a lag time of several 
hundreds of years between the change in temp. in the atmosphere followed by the change in 
CO2 levels in the atmosphere due to the oceans being so vast, they take longer than the land to 
heat up or cool down. There is though, a clear correlation between changes in the role of 

http://www.vancouversun.com/technology/Auditor+general+delivers+damning+report+carbon+trading+system+Crown+corporation+that/8160696/story.html


cosmic rays in forming clouds influenced by changes in the energy output of the sun and 
temperature variations over time - see the documentary link "The Great Global Warming 
Swindle" for the science details. 
 
In summary, I am not losing any sleep about carbon dioxide levels in the atmosphere and there 
have been several climate disaster predictions that have not come true. For instance, in the 
early 1970s, scientists were panicking that we were going back to another ice age 
and a few were even suggesting that coal dust should be spread on glaciers to reduce their 
reflective properties (i.e. reduce the albedo effect). Now, it is being suggested that the 
atmosphere should be geoengineered by the US military by spraying sulphur dioxide in the 
stratosphere to reflect solar radiation. I also became aware of this plan a couple of months ago. 
While branded as harmless, there are those who are quite concerned about actively putting an 
actual known pollutant into the atmosphere.  
 
[Note: When burning fossil fuels (eg coal), SO2 can mostly be removed by using scrubbers in 
smokestacks. Perhaps we can help the developing world by transferring more of this 
technology at low or no cost to reduce acid rain and smog.] 
 
I am also concerned about the level of anxiety that this issue is causing many young people. 
Should not we be paying more attention at least in the Canadian context on ensuring that our 
citizens are drinking clean water throughout our nation as we seem to be hearing more and 
more stories about contaminated water supplies be it on northern reserves or in big cities and 
high schools. Or how about ensuring that we do not dump raw or only partially treated sewage 
into our waterways which is still continuing in many communities? These are the environmental 
issues that I would argue are of much greater importance for our nation and we need the fossil 
fuel sector to help pay for the solutions. 
 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oYhCQv5tNsQ
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oYhCQv5tNsQ
https://fee.org/articles/4-catastrophic-climate-predictions-that-never-came-true/

