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			Foreword

			by John Berlau

			Senior Fellow & Director of Finance Policy

			Competitive Enterprise Institute

			Washington, DC

			Kevin Mooney is a journalist’s journalist. He has broken story after story that have exposed illogic and shady dealings of established political and policy elites and have shown how their misguided policies cause tremendous harm for Americans in building their lives. His stories have resulted in Congressional hearings, federal investigations, and—though not as often as they should—positive changes in policy and media reporting culture.

			I was honored when Kevin asked me to write the foreword to this great book, Climate Porn. In the book, Kevin calls me “a long-time friend and ally,” and I reciprocate the compliment. Being a great friend is one of Kevin’s many fine traits.

			In his reporting, Kevin has revealed that the Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now (ACORN)—despite numerous convictions of the group’s members for voter registration fraud and other crimes—received $53 million over the years in grants from the US government. Reporting from Kevin and others on the group led to Congress banning federal funding for ACORN in 2009, and the group’s dissolution a year later.

			Over the years, Kevin began to specialize in reporting on the established environmental movement, and how its results—and sometimes its intentions—do not lead to a bettering of the situation of humans or even wildlife. In fact, as I note in my book Eco-Freaks: Environmentalism Is Hazardous to Your Health, their situations are frequently worsened with life-threatening consequences due to policies pursued in the name of the environment.

			Kevin’s reporting revealed how Putin’s Russia colluded with the US environmentalists— though not all activists were aware—to fund propaganda against fracking in the US that would threaten Russia’s international energy sales. And as Kevin recalls in this book, when Al Gore was on the verge of winning an Oscar for his documentary An Inconvenient Truth, Kevin—quoting experts including myself and an Oscar nominated documentarian—showed that Gore fell far short of the Academy’s traditional standards for truthfulness in the animated sequence about polar bears dying. Kevin’s reporting showed that the study that was the basis of that sequence showed that far from the “significant numbers” of polar bears drowning due to climate change that Gore claimed, there had been only four documented drownings. Furthermore, those drownings were due to a sudden windstorm, not to a lack of ice due to global warming, as the sequence claimed. Gore’s documentary still won, but Kevin’s story awakened thousands of policymakers and member of the public to the truth.

			In Climate Porn, Kevin’s skills and talents as a journalist are fully on display, but so is his vast knowledge of history and his constructive thinking on practical policy solutions to set things right. He centers his book on the area of the US he knows best: his home state of New Jersey. He describes vividly the Revolutionary War battles of the Second Battle of Trenton and Battle of Princeton that took place in the Garden State, and explains why those battles were so important to securing victory over Great Britain.

			Kevin then fast forwards to today to show how the very liberties secured 250 years ago are in peril because of the collusion of socialists, progressives, and the Green movement. In particular, he shows how New Jerseyans—including the practical conservationists who love nature and watching whales—are harmed by government subsidies to Big Wind. Kevin demonstrates that not only do enormous wind turbines—more than three times the height of the Statue of Liberty and some of them are only about eight miles from the beach— obstruct the beautiful views of whales that Garden State residents have enjoyed for decades on the Jersey Shore, the noise that they generate—according to credible statistical evidence—may be responsible for a recent uptick in whale deaths in the area.

			In Climate Porn, Kevin doesn’t just present problems—he advocates many constructive solutions. To use a metaphor from nature, Kevin gets in the weeds of how to uproot destructive regulations in describing how courts and Congress can utilize the Supreme Court decision, ending broad “Chevron deference” courts have shown to regulatory agencies and the Congressional Review Act to overturn regulations. And on the eve of this nation’s 250th anniversary, Kevin calls for adults and children to acquaint themselves with the principles of liberty our Founding Fathers laid out in the Declaration of Independence and other founding documents.

			My friend Kevin triumphs in Climate Porn with a full satisfying read that hopefully will spur positive action by patriots and true conservationists.

		

	
		
			Introduction

			Dead whales have a story to tell and it’s not one the climate activists will like. That’s because they are largely complicit in what has happened in the past few years. While they bend and twist themselves into all sorts of contortions to deny responsibility, the evidence points to a strong correlation between the wind initiatives climate activists favor and the rising number of carcasses washing up on the beaches. Beginning sometime in December 2022, New York and New Jersey became the scene of a particularly acute rise in whale deaths. We are talking mostly about humpback whales, called “humpies” by beach residents. In Moby Dick, Herman Melville offers up a searing comparison between the majesty of living whales in the ocean and the lack of any animating qualities in the dead whales when they wash ashore. The cadavers that beach dwellers have encountered here in the twenty-first century serve as a symbol of corruption and waste in much the same way as they did for Melville. But with a few modern caveats.

			Along the way toward launching new conservation efforts aimed at saving the whales, citizen activists soon discovered that the larger, more well-established self-described environmental organizations were not on their side. As we shall see, that’s partly because many of them are bought and paid for by the wind industry. The money trail is deserving of exposure as it points to a larger trend that should concern anyone devoted to conservation and environmentalism as they are defined in the dictionary. The outfits pushing wind farms, which are every bit as ecologically damaging as they are economically damaging, are now part of the climate movement. That co-option began sometime in the early 1970s when a command-and-control approach to environmentalism out of Washington, DC, displaced local, parochial efforts. This transformation set the stage for contemporary climate activism that has nothing to do with preserving the environment, saving endangered species, or improving human health. Instead, climate movement has everything to do with collapsing constitutional government, ending national sovereignty, and attacking American-style capitalism. Once that is understood, the motivations and behavior of what some have aptly labeled “Big Green” come into focus. The United Nations remains a major incubator for climate schemes detached from sound science and economics, as does the European Union. But with the upcoming 250th anniversary of America’s Declaration of Independence, there’s an opportunity here to reassert national sovereignty at least here in the US. But we are faced with an either-or choice. Either we will become an independent, free country again, or we will succumb to the globalist machinations of unaccountable international bodies. The good news is that under the reloaded Trump administration there have been some incremental movements back in the right direction. But what’s needed is more than just a speed bump. To secure enduring and lasting changes, the administration and its allies will need to completely dismantle the “Climate Industrial Complex” through a determined deregulatory effort. The final chapter seizes on a formal legislative proposal that deserves greater support and amplification that would translate into a lasting victory for the cause of American freedom. By restoring constitutional structures, the climate movement can be brought to heel. By awakening the public to the dangers of a movement that resists debate and open inquiry, its practitioners can be exposed.

			But before we can get to this point, we need to tell the story about everyday Americans who have been victimized by the collapse of constitutional government. Because we’ve been told there is a climate emergency, due process has been suspended, elected officials neutered, and unaccountable bureaucrats empowered. There is no time for democratic debate and deliberation. Only emergency government action will suffice as it lays waste to livelihoods, careers, and reputations. Who are these victims?

			They include your friends, neighbors, relatives, and fellow countrymen in varied professions and trades. There are also people in the academia in government positions, and in business who have lost their careers after speaking out against the climate agenda. Property owners have also lost their livelihoods. But a countermovement is underway. Updated scientific research that points to natural variability as opposed to human activity as the primary drivers of climate change is also finding expression. There’s also a broad cross section of American citizens who have come to recognize that the policy changes climate activists seek to implement are in fact quite bad for the environment. We can also call on climate activists as their own worst witnesses since there is now some tacit admission on their part that their climate schemes do not work as advertised.

			Suddenly free-market environmentalism that reaches back to earlier and prouder American traditions is finding renewed expression. But the hour is late, and proponents of centralized planning operating under the climate moniker currently have the upper hand. Why is that? There’s the natural ebb and flow of history Thomas Jefferson nicely encapsulated: “The natural progress of things is for liberty to yield and government to gain ground.” But there are also sources for American renewal that are not available in Europe and other parts of the world. As we shall see, this means restoring the natural law to its proper station in our constitutional order.

			Another problem concerns a cultural unwillingness to tackle pornography for misguided libertarian reasons. The harmful effects pornography has on the psyche, senses, and overall human health is a well-established reality. But the deleterious impact climate pornography has had on the scientific method is a relatively new phenomenon. There’s fallout here not just for the scientists themselves but also for young students who are being told they have no future. Because climate porn is running rampant in the media and academia, the prevailing view among future generations is that the American way is the wrong way and that it is catastrophic to the climate and unjust to third world communities. This is a lie, and it’s one that can be uprooted. But it requires something in the way of willpower. There are pockets of citizen activists, genuine scientists, alterative media outlets, and even politicians who have this in spades. They are willing to be vilified, to risk becoming deplatformed, and to suffer professional setbacks. The prospects for American freedom and independence depend greatly on their success.

		

	
		
			Chapter 1

			Saving the Whales, Taking on Big Wind, and Debunking the Climate Narrative

			Somewhere between placid Long Beach Island and gaudy Atlantic City, there’s a place where fortuitous beachgoers can become whale watchers. The bottlenose dolphins are everywhere off the coast, and you can see them humping up and down in their pods in contrast to sharks that cut straight across the water. The whales are not exactly rare, either, and that spout shooting straight up out of the water just a few miles offshore is not a boat. The largest sea creatures are quite the sight for summertime visitors and year-round residents.

			Unfortunately, both the whales and the dolphins appear to be endangered by offshore wind turbines.

			I say “appear” because government officials leading the climate movement deny that wind initiatives harm marine life.

			At the federal level, former President Joe Biden’s National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration and Bureau of Ocean Energy Management repeatedly denied any connection between whale deaths and wind power.1 At the state level, former New Jersey Governor Phil Murphy, a two-term Democrat, and his administration were every bit as adamantine in denying any link between the dead whales washing up on the shore and the wind energy schemes they supported.2

			Yet Jersey Shore residents working to preserve their beach views have accumulated considerable evidence that debunks the drivel government agencies pass along to pliable, passive media organs. The problem, beach dwellers say, is not just the wind farms themselves but also the wind energy vessel surveys that are set in motion prior to each new project.

			It’s on the Jersey Shore that we find the disconnect that exposes what the climate movement is all about—its true motivations and its desired policy outcomes. Political figures who ran on a platform of promoting environmentalism, preserving open spaces, and protecting endangered species advocated projects up and down the East Coast that did quite the opposite. The climate movement’s anti-scientific, anti-economic, and anti-American impulses were all on full display during the push for offshore wind power.

			The disconnect doesn’t end there. The largest, most well-funded environmental advocacy groups—such as the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC), the Sierra Club, the National Wildlife Federation (NWF), and the League of Conservation Voters (LCV), to name just a few—have not exactly been going to bat for the whales or for pristine beaches.

			Instead, they are either running silent or advocating some version of “responsible wind power” that theoretically gives marine life ample room to maneuver.3 In their public statements, groups like the NRDC argue that “climate change is the major environmental challenge of our time.”4 Other traditional green causes like “Save the Whales” therefore must be subservient to any efforts aimed at heading off what we are told is a pending climate catastrophe.

			So, what gives? Jersey Shore residents devoted to environmentalism find themselves in the surreal position of squaring off against politicians who campaigned as environmentalists and conservationists. Even worse, they are up against self-described environmental activists who invest heavily into the political class.

			Defining and Understanding Climate Porn

			Welcome to the world of what I and others aptly described as “climate porn.”

			Actual pornography can come in many forms. There are videos, audio, social media, and pictures. All involve indulging in fantasy and distortions of reality. Studies show that excessive exposure to porn can lead to decreased sexual satisfaction, an increased likelihood of divorce, and mental health problems.5 In similar fashion, excessive exposure to propaganda passed along as climate science can lead to decreased faith in human possibilities, a reduction in the quality of life, and harmful public policy choices. The incessant utilization of worst-case scenarios in climate literature subtracts time and attention away from more reality-based scenarios that can be met through human ingenuity. By deliberating inflating and exaggerating future climate impacts, climate activists make it more difficult for contemporary government figures to pivot and adjust toward more probable climate events that could be managed with proper planning. Put another way, human society will be better equipped to handle climate impacts if they are richer and wealthier. It is the most economically destitute and least industrialized societies that are the most vulnerable. Climate activists seem hell-bent on keeping them that way.

			Unfortunately, the field of “climate science” continuously indulges in pornographic-type fantasies tied in with deliberate distortions of reality that ultimately do great harm to human health and well-being. Climate porn is built on an edifice of anti-scientific pursuits designed to impose the advocates’ desired policy outcomes. But there is a cure gaining steam, and it comes to us from independent-minded scientists willing to push back against the vast network arrayed against them.

			For example, multiple studies suggest that wind farms lead to rising energy costs and ecological damage. Yet they’re dismissed by climate activists who, addicted to climate porn, insist everything must take a back seat to the impending “climate crisis.” Man-made contributions to global warming are such a dire emergency, these activists argue, that wind power is needed to transition away from fossil fuels. Otherwise, human emissions will cause a climate catastrophe replete with unnatural warming and rising sea levels that will doom the planet.

			This isn’t what the scientific research shows. But—as this book documents—the climate movement is not about science any more than it is about climate. Ultimately, it’s about a quest for political power and a desire on the part of neo-Marxists and economic central planners to target and dismantle American-style capitalism.

			Point to any initiative launched in the name of climate change and it’s a sure bet it seeks to circumvent American constitutional government, impose a global regulatory scheme, and undercut the free market. Notice, for instance, that any climate agreement forged internationally or nationally invariably bypasses elected chambers. In addition, climate and environmental laws impose a top-down regulatory approach that torpedoes America’s federalist system.

			In this book, we are not going to distinguish too much between climate and the environment as such, since the climate movement has hijacked any remaining remnants of environmentalism as it’s defined in the dictionary. Moreover, as we shall see, climate policies are not exactly good for the environment or conservation. It’s time to blow the lid off a campaign that is rooted in anti-Americanism, antagonistic to human freedom, diametrically opposed to sound science, and hell-bent on globalism.

			For decades, climate activists have had the upper hand thanks to friends in high places. Internationally, the bureaucracies of the United Nations and European Union remain fully committed to climate activism. In the United States, former President Joe Biden adopted a “whole-of-government approach to climate” that prioritized wind and solar power. Blue-state governors like New Jersey’s Phil Murphy followed in lockstep, using the “climate emergency” as a rationale for bilking taxpayers.

			Biden’s Interior Department approved the Atlantic Shores South offshore wind energy project in July 2024.6 The effort originated as a fifty-fifty joint venture between Atlantic Shores Offshore Wind, LLC (Atlantic Shores), Shell New Energies US LLC, and EDF-RE Offshore Development, LLC (a subsidiary of EDF Renewables North America). Commonly referred to as Atlantic Shores, the company proposed up to two hundred total wind turbine generators and up to ten offshore substations with subsea transmission cables. Just a few years ago, the proposed wind project off the Jersey Shore looked on track to become a reality.

			But Donald Trump had pledged during his 2024 presidential campaign to put an end to government-funded wind power initiatives, and the ground began to shift very quickly once he took office. As the Biden White House receded into history in January 2025, opponents of offshore wind farms suddenly found that they had the political wind at their backs.

			Standing up against such projects, up and down the East Coast, is a broad cross section of citizen activists. A battlefield for their activism is Long Beach Island, or LBI as it is commonly known—a barrier island and popular beach vacation spot that sits along the Atlantic Ocean off Ocean County, New Jersey. The group Save Long Beach Island (Save LBI) draws from property owners, business owners, homeowners, and representatives within the tourism and fishing industries.7 It is headed by Bob Stern, an engineer who previously worked in the US Department of Energy. He estimates the group has about five thousand members and supporters through social media and email. Allied groups include Protect Our Coast New Jersey and Defend Brigantine Beach, an area sandwiched between LBI and Atlantic City.

			Save LBI is not opposed to wind power per se. Individual members hold a range of views on climate and the future challenges to humanity. But they are all united in their belief that the spacing, proximity, and concentration of what the planned project envisions would wreck their beach communities without having any appreciable benefits for the climate. Save LBI’s website and literature are replete with visual renditions and photo simulations of what the proposed Atlantic Shores wind turbines would look like off the Jersey Coast.

			Save LBI also packed its website with information about the potential economic and environmental fallout from the project.8 One of the slide presentations shows how large the windmills would be compared to familiar objects. With some reaching a height of 1,046 feet, the windmills would be larger than the Statue of Liberty, the Washington Monument, oceanfront hotels—and they would even approach the size of some skyscrapers. This would completely fence in the Jersey Shore, increase airborne noise, dilute the scenery, and, yes, damage the environment.9 Beach views would be irreparably harmed, along with natural habitats.

			On the economic front, Save LBI made it clear the project would devastate property values and businesses. The group published information showing New Jersey electricity costs would increase 22 percent for residential rates, 27 percent for commercial rates, and 32 percent for industrial rates. That’s more than $53 billion above (2024) market prices. Save LBI projects that would mean a 25 percent loss in tourist visits to LBI, more than $450 million in lost revenue, more than 5,300 in lost jobs, and $1.3 billion in lost value for oceanfront properties.10

			Litigation began in earnest at the state and federal levels in 2023 when Save LBI and its allied groups filed suit against the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection and the National Marine Fisheries Services, a division of the US Department of Commerce. But the coup de grâce may have come in January 2025. In a carefully calibrated suit filed against a slew of federal agencies, Save LBI upped the ante and cited a wide range of environmental laws.

			Thomas Stavola Jr., the attorney representing Save LBI, said in a press release, “This lawsuit serves as the first of its kind, launching a wide-ranging challenge against Atlantic Shores’ federal approvals, based on violations of environmental statutes such as the National Environmental Policy Act, the Endangered Species Act, the Marine Mammal Protection Act, the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, the Coastal Zone Management Act, and the Clean Air Act.… We believe we have organized a compelling case that will demonstrate that these federal agencies were derelict in their respective duties to take critical information into account, and moreover, made arbitrary assumptions that entirely failed to disclose and consider the injurious impacts of the Atlantic Shores South project.”11

			The timing of the suit could not have been better for wind opponents, as President Trump rolled out an executive order placing a freeze on both leasing federal areas for new offshore wind projects and issuing federal permits for projects that are underway. The one-two punch of the innovative federal lawsuit and Trump’s executive actions marked a major turning point.

			As Bob Stern explained in a statement on behalf of his group, Trump’s order did not outright cancel existing leases or rescind previous project approvals, but it did put into place the legal mechanisms to do so. That’s because his order calls for a review of existing leasing and permitting practices, and a report submitted back to the president to identify any legal, environmental, or other bases for rescinding or amending prior approvals. The order also directs Attorney General Pam Bondi and Interior Secretary Doug Burgum to intervene in pending litigation and seek changes in relief consistent with the order.

			“This makes Save LBI’s recently filed broad federal litigation, along with prior ones, which we believe the administration is aware of, critically important,” Stern said in an interview. “They are likely to serve as test cases for how the new Interior Secretary and attorney general implement the results of their leasing and permitting review.”12

			He continued: “The legal arguments and detailed supporting technical analysis in our lawsuits should also provide strong justification for the secretary of the Interior to cancel existing leases and rescind project approvals.”

			The goal of the Save LBI federal suit is to rescind all federal approvals for offshore wind projects and specifically get the Atlantic Shores South project halted. That goal now appears within reach even before any decisive court action. Just a few weeks after the suit was filed, the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities announced that it would terminate its fourth round of offshore wind solicitations without awarding a bid. Another major blow came when Shell New Energy, the fifty-fifty joint venture partner, announced it was withdrawing.

			Whales, property owners, homeowners, business owners, tourists, and anyone with a stake in beach communities got at least a temporary reprieve. The planned construction of two hundred, thousand-foot-plus-high monstrosities about eight miles off Long Beach Island was put on hold.

			While this was a major victory for beach community stakeholders, the flawed state and federal processes that enabled the project in the first place still need to be addressed. Save LBI has since rolled out several action items that could find implementation in the Trump administration. This matters because climate activists have not exactly given up on the project.

			For starters, Save LBI would like federal legislation designed to eliminate tax credits and other incentives in the Inflation Reduction Act to make certain that green energy companies cannot profit at the expense of taxpayers. They are also asking Trump’s Interior Department to cancel the lease area, not just for the purpose of canceling any current projects but also to prevent any future projects from moving forward. Save LBI is also doubling down on its litigation, since it’s now possible that the Justice Department lawyers may agree with some or even all of their claims. A court judgment determining the Atlantic Shores approvals were not lawful in the first place would set a strong precedent to prevent similar approval methods from being used.

			A year out from the 250th anniversary of America’s birthday, the bill Trump signed into law on July 4, 2025, freed taxpayers from at least some green subsidies. But the court cases continue to churn.

			Then there are the ongoing efforts to protect the North Atlantic right whale. As Save LBI points out, a safe migration corridor along the East Coast is imperative to protect this creature. There are good reasons to believe wind projects block and impede the whale’s migration.

			And finally, Save LBI is asking federal officials to allow for greater public input on any upcoming projects. The Trump administration’s decision to review the leasing and permitting for East Coast wind projects came as welcome news. But in the future, the public and any opposition groups should not be excluded from voicing their concerns, as they were under the Biden administration.

			A search for climate activists who would get behind all or any of these suggestions would be in vain. Instead, the heavy lifting is left to average citizens, the real environmentalists.

			Stern regarded the Trump administration’s review of the leasing and permitting practices to all offshore wind projects as an opportunity for everyone involved with Atlantic Shores South to “reflect on how a project with virtually no benefit, high cost, and significant environmental damage proceeded so far.”13

			He added: “Our work on this over the last few years showed that the entire process of site selection and project review was fundamentally flawed.”

			In an interview, Stern commented on how the 2024 US Supreme Court ruling overturning the so-called “Chevron doctrine” could boost Save LBI’s case against the feds. The demise of Chevron puts the public on more of an even keel with the unelected administrative agencies that had been running wild since the 1984 ruling in Chevron v. Natural Resources Defense Council.14 Now that the court has reversed itself, agencies are no longer given deference when it comes to the interpretation of controversial regulatory rules.

			“Hopefully, this means the courts will give equal weight to both arguments in a case like ours when it comes to making interpretations of the law,” Stern said. “From a layman’s perspective I don’t know why any party should get a deference on anything. You should be on a level playing field and let the arguments decide.”15

			Getting beyond questions of interpretation, Stern is not sure how far the demise of Chevron extends to hard facts and numbers.

			“We challenged NOAA’s numbers in terms of how far the noise extends and how this noise impacts marine life,” Stern said. “We are making the argument that the numbers used by NOAA are not scientifically based and greatly minimize the impact the project would have.”

			One of the slide presentations posted by Save LBI on its website contrasts the New Jersey proposal with projects in Europe located farther offshore with less of an impact.16 When a climate initiative in the United States surpasses the green ambitions of Europe, it’s time to stop and ask some hard questions. New Jersey Governor Murphy’s stated rationale was to wean residents and businesses off conventional fuels for the purpose of reducing global warming. Climate remains the go-to fallback position for such political figures and the wind industry. But an analysis by the Heritage Foundation shows that any temperature changes that might result from the wind project would be so infinitesimal as to be meaningless.17 Meanwhile, the project would blow a hole in the wallets of state residents.

			This battle has significant implications not just for America’s coastlines but for its very system of constitutional government and free enterprise.

			No Climate Consensus but Plenty of Fraud

			Contrary to the climate porn widely reported in media outlets, uncritically taught in K–12 schools and propagandized across college campuses, there is no genuine consensus on what drives climate change. But there are updated studies that now indicate natural variations as opposed to human emissions are largely responsible for warming and cooling trends. That reality is not in line with the political agenda of the climate movement, however, which is highly reliant on deceitful alterations of scientific data.

			The UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, or IPCC, has been the main enabler of government policies putting the screws to American industry and independence. The IPCC released its First Assessment Report in 1990. The Sixth Assessment Report, the latest in the series, was produced in 2023. The seventh is a work in progress. Up until now, each report has been built around the idea that human emissions are producing dangerous and even catastrophic levels of global warming.

			Thankfully, in recent years, there has been something of a course adjustment. It began with the “Climategate” scandal in November 2009, when a still-unidentified whistleblower leaked thousands of emails from the Climate Research Unit at the University of East Anglia in Great Britain that showed IPCC “scientists” were willing to cook the books to get results supposedly demonstrating that climate change was a dire threat.

			Now, the countermovement gaining traction under Trump has provided genuine scientists with the opening they need to push back. This matters, because scientists who have produced research that runs counter to the pronouncements of the IPCC and other government bodies can be counted among the climate movement’s victims. These individuals and organizations have been deplatformed, silenced, and muzzled because they do not march in lockstep with the climate establishment. This has been done to the great detriment of the scientific process.

			For example, Willie Soon, an astrophysicist and geoscientist based in Salem, Massachusetts, who heads up the Center for Environmental Research and Earth Sciences (CERES), has been making waves with fresh research that challenges the popular narrative on climate. In partnership with the Heritage Foundation, CERES published a new study in December 2024 making the case that the United Nations had failed to properly account for total solar irradiance (TSI) when reaching its conclusions. (TSI is the term used to describe the sunlight or energy that arrives at Earth.) The joint Heritage and CERES study also raised questions about the impact of the Urban Heat Island (UHI) effect on weather stations around the world.

			The CERES report challenging these assumptions is not exactly an outlier. The Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC), as the name implies, is a nongovernmental organization of scientists and scholars who have joined together to present their own assessment of the science and economics of global warming. The obvious advantage is that because it is not a government agency, its members have no politically biased notions about climate change and the role of human greenhouse gas emissions. The NIPCC can thus pursue its research in a dispassionate, objective manner without any coercive influences dictating policy preferences.18

			On questions of substance involving warming and cooling trends, contrarian climate scientists with expertise in relevant fields have been gaining traction. But the political battle has only now been joined. While it’s important to continue the debate—and to show that there is a debate, since the climate establishment denies this—it’s equally important to call attention to who the real victims and villains are in the realm of public policy. The real threat to humanity comes not from climate change as such, but from the climate change activists and their policies.

			How Climate Activism Served as a Dress Rehearsal for COVID Shutdowns

			Destructive climate activism has even bled into other areas of policy. For example, COVID policies and climate activism go hand in hand, with the latter giving tactical inspiration to the former. COVID-19 governmental mandates, school closures, business closures—and all-too-successful efforts to silence critics—were pulled straight from the climate activism playbook. Parents who wanted their taxpayer-funded schools reopened were vilified. So were business owners and religious leaders who dissented from shutdown edicts. In retrospect, it was the average citizens who lost the most during the COVID-19 shutdowns. Meanwhile, political figures who championed the shutdowns saw to it that they were largely immune from the policies they implemented.

			Likewise, political figures and celebrities leading the charge for climate initiatives, and who attack those who produce and use fossil fuels, have no problem owning beachfront property, flying private jets, or riding in SUVs. It’s the rest of us who have to suck it up.

			As part of the progressive Left, climate activists have borrowed from the Left’s slick, manipulative use of a “victimhood” narrative. They tell us incessantly that the most vulnerable populations are also the most susceptible to the effects of man-made climate change: those living in poverty, low-income households, people with medical disabilities, children, third world nations, and the broadly defined “underprivileged.” The movement has identified three main villains in this victimization narrative: the capitalist system, the fossil fuel industry, and constitutional checks and balances that mitigate against sweeping government actions. In reality, it is the most vulnerable populations in the poorest regions that have suffered the most from the anti-energy impulses of the climate movement. The time has long since passed to turn the victimhood narrative back against leftists operating under the false guise of a climate emergency.

			That’s an achievable goal thanks in no small part to some serious overreaching on their part—and the rise of a countermovement. The East Coast hosts several of them, in addition to Save LBI.

			The “Save the Whales” campaigns on the East Coast provide an overdue opening for free-market environmentalists to have their say. The federal environmental laws Save LBI cites in its litigation have been misused, abused, and misapplied to enrich green activist groups and their attorneys.

			Moving from New Jersey farther south to Virginia Beach and into the Carolinas, an agile group known as the Committee for a Constructive Tomorrow, or CFACT, has been asking all the right questions of federal agencies. CFACT fills a much-needed niche in the environmental debate space, since command-and-control efforts having squeezed out free-market solutions to environmental and climate challenges since the early 1970s.

			In March 2024, CFACT joined with allied organizations to file suit against the Biden administration over another offshore wind project. This one comes compliments of Dominion Energy, a publicly traded utility company headquartered in Richmond, Virginia. Unlike the Jersey project, Dominion’s Coastal Virginia Offshore Wind effort is already well underway. The CFACT coalition argues that the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, the National Marine Fisheries Service, the Interior Department, and the Commerce Department violated the Endangered Species Act when they approved the Dominion Energy Project. The suit names the agencies and Dominion Energy as defendants.

			CFACT has called attention to statistical evidence showing that offshore wind sonar surveys first authorized by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) in 2016 are responsible for whale deaths. After Joe Biden took control of NOAA, they did a 180, releasing an analysis concluding that there are “no known links between large whale deaths and ongoing offshore wind activities.”

			The “biological opinion” the feds issued is flawed, CFACT president Craig Rucker argues, because it only looked at each wind project individually rather than taking “a more comprehensive approach” that accounted for the whales’ migratory pattern.

			Like his allies up in Jersey, Rucker has expressed dismay that some of the larger environmental groups such as the Sierra Club and the Natural Resources Defense Council have not come out against offshore wind plans that can damage natural habitats.

			“There’s no way an environmental group should be in favor of offshore wind,” Rucker said. “They are always opposed to offshore oil drilling which involves only speculative harm. But here we actually see dead whales washing up on beaches in Virginia and other places along the East Coast and this is happening in increased numbers. But all we hear from the environmental groups is crickets.”

			CFACT successfully petitioned the Trump Justice Department to stay the course. This way defendants could adopt a more intensive review of the permits the Biden administration awarded to Dominion.

			Rucker is particularly concerned about the North Atlantic right whale population, which is listed as endangered. Only 350 remain—with only about 70 females capable of producing new offspring, according to court records.

			“Whales are a migratory species, meaning they are not just staying off the coast of Virginia,” Rucker explained. “The population will be impacted by projects up and down the East Coast whether it’s in New Jersey, Maryland, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, or other states. That’s the problem with how the feds operated under Biden. They needed to look at the cumulative effect on the whale population up and down the coast.”

			CFACT’s goal is to have Dominion cease construction of the Virginia Offshore Wind Project, which would consist of 176 wind turbines located twenty-five miles off the coast of Virginia Beach.

			The Dominion project is already well underway. Rucker estimates the company already put half of what they need during the summer of 2024 to get the wind farm up and running. But he finds that his group is uniquely qualified to take down the project.

			“I’m not aware of any other conservative think tank that has actually been granted standing on an ESA case for defending a species,” Rucker said. “We think of ourselves as kind of a Greenpeace of the Right.”

			Because Rucker has taken an active role in Save the Whales campaigns, this likely helped him and CFACT to gain standing. Even so, they remain at a disadvantage financially against some of the large, established green groups like the Sierra Club and the NRDC. As Rucker explains, the left-leaning environmental advocacy groups view the offshore wind project as an extension of the Virginia Clean Economy Act, a state-level version of what is now termed the Green New Deal.

			That “deal” arose on February 7, 2019, when Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez of New York and her Senate counterpart, Massachusetts Senator Ed Markey, introduced resolutions calling for a “10-year national mobilization effort” to completely end the use of fossil fuels in the United States, and to transition the nation’s economy to so-called renewable energy sources. Media outlets began using the term “Green New Deal” to describe the resolutions, which serve as a blueprint for the movement’s major goals and its preferred methodology for achieving those goals.

			From that moment, anything that might traditionally be viewed as a conservation or environmental cause, including save the whales campaigns, would take a back seat to the Green New Deal’s assaults on capitalism and free markets.

			Today, a solution may be in order, compliments of Save LBI. The New Jersey group plans to petition NOAA to designate a migration corridor for the right whale, since it involves a critical habitat vital to the survival of the species. If NOAA complies, wind turbines would be prohibited from operating in the area.

			Despite all the environmental damage, proponents of offshore wind claim it’s still needed to offset the anticipated damage to the climate from CO2 emissions. Save LBI’s Bob Stern would like to see more evidence that is the case.

			“Show me the benefit,” he said. “Congress goes ahead and passes the Inflation Reduction Act with all these tax credits to offshore wind, but I haven’t seen a single piece of paper, much less a report, that shows how offshore wind is going to benefit the climate. I don’t think expensive programs should go forward based on just vague statements.”

			Yet they have, in many instances.

			Observations Versus Modeling

			Scientific observations, as opposed to computer models, tell us the climate is always changing and natural influences are primarily, if not entirely, the cause. Humanity is not a blight on the planet, as activists claim, and rising levels of CO2 actually have environmental benefits.

			But central planners, big-government schemers, and globalists have seized upon climate change as the rationale for their real agenda.

			That agenda has nothing to do with the climate or the environment. This is why, for example, climate activists operate in effective opposition to the Endangered Species Act and other environmental laws. The strategy at work is highly dependent on the willful distortion of scientific data. This fantasy-peddling is an example of climate pornography, one the public has been forced to stare at since the inception of the IPCC. The goal is to arouse the senses, induce excitement, and inspire extreme, unhealthy actions. They’ve come close to succeeding.

			But there are some hopeful indications that the climate movement has passed its high-water mark. A countermovement is now underway that is making some serious headway in the second Trump administration. The American Energy Alliance, a Washington, DC–based nonprofit that favors free-market energy policies, has put together a list of “50 actions” the Trump administration has taken to unleash American energy. The list is focused in part on unwinding the United States from international climate agreements and Biden-era initiatives that lock down domestic energy production under the auspices of climate change. There’s a firm understanding that American freedom and American energy independence go hand in hand.

			Still, the climate movement maintains structural and financial advantages that can be instantly reactivated by the federal bureaucracy—the unelected fourth branch of government that has taken hold of America. How much success President Trump has in reining in the fourth branch is an open question despite some early success.

			Today, in the run-up to the 250th anniversary of American independence, this book will attempt to pull back the veil on the real motivations of the climate movement and its ideology. It will show how the instruments of unaccountable government power have been turned against free-thinking scientists, homeowners, business owners, academics, honorable public servants, and private citizens. They are part of a copious list of genuine victims who have a story to tell, one that turns the climate narrative upside down. The upcoming anniversary of American independence provides an ideal opportunity to explore this subject matter, since it is nothing less than American independence that climate activists continuously target.
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