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Springfield, VA – There has been a really BIG international conference in Glasgow, Scotland the past two weeks.  It has a rather curious and unfortunate name, COP26, which I have found, has generated little resonance among American citizens, in spite of occasional headlines.  COP26 (full name, United Nations Climate Change Conference of the Parties) is the 26th iteration of a “climate summit” during which world leaders periodically show up to make announcements committing their nations to attain certain goals – always in the distant future – to alleviate what are perceived to be deleterious effects of “climate change.”  

Behind the scenes at COP26 are innumerable panels, meetings, working groups, and other confabs attempting to agree on actions to be endorsed in a final statement of the conference.  One of the U.S. attendees, Jake Sullivan, President Biden’s National Security Advisor, proclaimed, “The U.S. is stepping up to do its part.”  Similar niceties have been also uttered by other U.S. allies, including Japan, the European Union, Korea, and Canada.  Mr. Sullivan conveniently failed to mention that two of the world’s most significant players, China and Russia, were conspicuously absent from COP, undoubtedly because they see it for what it is:  virtue signally by developed countries and shake-down ploys by lesser-developed nations.  So far, our “part” has been to fly scores of bureaucrats and politicians across the Atlantic in gas guzzling planes to sip wine and eat brie with smug “we’re better than you” grins.

There were several ironies associated with the meeting.   First of all, it is being held in a gray and chilly city (trust me on this one…been there several times) in the early stages of a European winter widely predicted to be short on fuel with pleas to the Russians to keep sending its hydrocarbons to keep everyone warm.  Then the U.S. President urges “climate action” while immediately begging the oil cartel, OPEC, to increase production to help lower gasoline costs in his country while at the same time considering plans to shut down yet another oil pipeline from Canada to America.  Say it ain’t so, Joe!

The most consistent outcome of these international gatherings is that the goals are always set far in the future after most of the politicians making the promises are long gone.  The second “non-outcome” is that most nations will attempt to create a “cut-out” for their country such that they are not obligated to do as much as others.  Australia, for example, refuses to commit to a 30% reduction in methane by the end of the current decade because it would decimate their cattle and sheep industry (the animals are heavy methane emitters).  China and India laughed at the world following the renowned 2015 Paris Climate Accord because they were allowed to do essentially nothing until 2030.   Both kept building more coal-fired plants (and continue to do so) to keep their economies booming while those silly westerners put their hopes on “green” solutions.

Africans, and other less-developed nations, openly argue that they should have no part in reductions of any sort until they can use fossil fuels to achieve the same level of economic success that more advanced nations have benefited from for centuries.  Yoweri Museveni, the President of Ghana, for example, recently wrote in the Wall Street Journal, “Africans have a right to use reliable, cheap energy, and doing so doesn’t prevent the development of the continent’s renewables.  Forcing Africa down one route will hinder our fight against poverty.”   Museveni has a point:  you guys on top now want to change the rules so that us far below have no chance to catch up.

These international climate summits have always been far more about talk than action.  Back in 2009 rich countries made a pledge of $100 billion to poorer countries as a bribe to get them to say that they would play along with the lofty goals, but virtually none of that money was delivered; it was all talk.  A group of Southeast Asians countries is now asking in Glasgow for more international aid to finance their emission reductions to the tune of $367 billion over the next five years.  I hope they understand that, in spite of promises that will undoubtedly be rendered, they will ultimately receive nada.

As I have written many times previously, none of these schemes to reduce world temperatures have any accompanying realistic plan on how to replace the sources of energy being produced by current methods.  Here in the U.S. our government wants to dramatically reduce the use of fossil fuels, but have provided no workable blueprint for replacement energy on the necessary scale.  For example, if Americans have electric vehicles forced on them (e.g., as a “health” issue), just how is that enormous amount of electrical energy going to be produced?   The silence has been deafening.

My personal regret is simply that I did not have the catering contract for COP26 to provide food and booze to the tens of thousands of high rollers in attendance – at least that would have produced some good for my family and the American economy.

I thought you might like to know.
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