Message from the Coauthors
From the Preface
This new volume in the Climate Change Reconsidered (CCR) series, titled Climate Change
Reconsidered II: Fossil Fuels, assesses the costs and benefits of the use of fossil fuels with a
special focus on concerns related to anthropogenic climate change. It is the fifth volume in the
CCR series produced by the Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC).
NIPCC was created by Dr. S. Fred Singer in 2003 to provide an independent peer review of
the reports of the United Nations’ Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). Unlike
the IPCC and as its name suggests, NIPCC is a private association of scientists and other experts
and nonprofit organizations. It is not a government entity and is not beholden to any political or
corporate benefactors. This and previous volumes in the CCR series, along with other
publications and information about NIPCC, are available for free on NIPCC’s website at
www.climatechangereconsidered.org.
The NIPCC authors, building on previous reports in the CCR series as well as new literature
reviews, find that while climate change is occurring and a human impact on climate is likely,
there is no consensus on the size of that impact relative to natural variability, the net benefits or
costs of the impacts of climate change, or whether future climate trends can be predicted with
sufficient confidence to guide public policies today. Consequently, concern over climate change
is not a sufficient scientific or economic basis for restricting the use of fossil fuels.
The NIPCC authors do something their IPCC counterparts never did: conduct an evenhanded cost-benefit analysis of the use of fossil fuels. Despite calling for the end of reliance on
fossil fuels by 2100, the IPCC never produced an accounting of the opportunity cost of
restricting or banning their use. That cost, a literature review shows, would be enormous.
Estimates of the cost of reducing anthropogenic greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions by the
amounts said by the IPCC to be necessary to avoid causing ~2°C warming in the year 2050
range from the IPCC’s own estimate of 3.4% to as high as 81% of projected global gross
domestic product (GDP) in 2050, the latter estimate nullifying all the gains in human well-being
made in the past century. Cost-benefit ratios range from the IPCC’s own estimate of 6.8:1 to an
alarming 162:1. The costs of specific emission mitigation programs range from 7.4 times to
7,000 times more than the benefits, even assuming the IPCC’s faulty science is correct.
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The NIPCC authors conclude, “The global war on energy freedom, which commenced in
earnest in the 1980s and reached a fever pitch in the second decade of the twenty-first century,
was never founded on sound science or economics. The world’s policymakers ought to
acknowledge this truth and end that war.”
We thank the more-than-100 scientists, scholars, and experts who participated over the
course of four years in writing, reviewing, editing, and proofreading this volume. This was a
huge undertaking that involved thousands of hours of effort, the vast majority of it unpaid. The
result exceeded our hopes, and we trust it meets your expectations.
The NIPCC authors cite thousands of books, scholarly articles, and reports that contradict the
IPCC’s alarmist narrative. We once again tried to remain true to the facts when representing the
findings of others, often by quoting directly and at some length from original sources and
describing the methodology used and qualifications that accompanied the stated conclusions. The
result may seem tedious at times, but we believe this was necessary and appropriate for a
reference work challenging many popular beliefs.
We acknowledge that not every scientist, economist, or historian whose work we cite
disagrees with IPCC positions or supports ours, even though their research points in that
direction. We recognize there may be some experts we quote who are dismayed to see their work
cited in a book written by “skeptics.” We ask them to read this book with an open mind and ask
themselves how much of what they think they know to be true is based on trust, perhaps
misplaced, in claims propagated by the IPCC. Even scientists need to be reminded sometimes
that skepticism, not conformity, is the higher value in the pursuit of knowledge.
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