Brexit threatens Climate Gravy train – time for Clexit
By Jo Nova, joannenova.com.au/, 3 August 2016
Brexit was seismic. Even Nature can see the threat — The UK was big promoter of Climate
witchcraft, but it’s gone now:
“Brexit might be an excuse for some EU countries to withhold their signature,” says Oliver
Geden, head of the EU Research Division at the German Institute for International and Security
Affairs in Berlin. Before the Paris talks, the EU had pledged to cut its greenhouse-gas
emissions by at least 40% by 2030, relative to 1990 levels.
“The UK not being part of the negotiating mix means there is likely to be less pressure for
ambitious targets and ensuring that the EU delivers on its Paris agreement commitments,” says
Martin Nesbit, a policy expert at the Institute for European Environmental Policy in London.
But don’t relax, the Clexit movement is needed more than ever
Czech President Dr. Václav Klaus recognises this, and he Monckton, Morano, I and many
others from 60 countries have joined the new Clexit movement started by Viv Forbes. Check
it out. Brexit gave us a big advantage but we must press it home.
There are lots of reasons Paris may still succeed
The Paris agreement may appear to be struggling with just 22 tin-pot countries (sorry Norway)
and 1% of man-made emissions signed up, but watch the pea. We all know if the emissions
cuts were supposed to be same for every nation it would never get off the ground, but like
the Paris UN convention, it’s all theater – the signing of the “agreement” was just for show.
And many ratifications can be too. Not for the West, but for countries like India, China, or
Russia — they can ratify their weak promises to do almost nothing. If they do, they will bring
their 4%, 20% and 7% of human emissions under the Paris agreement umbrella which will cost
those countries little, but be a major PR victory for the UN. It would inflict real pain on the
Western nations stupid enough to sign and ratify, but most of the rest of the world would be
agreeing to nothing much, and benefiting from competing with a hobbled West. Let’s shut
down a few more factories in Birmingham, Adelaide or Austin.
China, India and Russia want to be bought off by the UN. View their protests now as a part of
their negotiating ploys to wring more Pork. Few developing countries face much electoral
backlash, and all of them have something to gain from the Climate Gravy Train. China,
especially, has been getting rich on carbon credits for dams it was going to build, and factories
that it made dirty just to get the credits for cleaning up. And there are other non-climate playing
cards that any of these countries could be bought off for — consider India, which says it will
delay signing the deal, but really wants to get membership to the Nuclear Suppliers Group
(NSG) saying: “An early positive decision by the NSG would have allowed us to move forward
on the Paris Agreement.”
In other words with a big pot of UN pork up for grabs, the thing stopping the “ratification” of
expensive energy and the collective hair-shirt of The West are western voters, specifically, US
voters. If Hillary wins the only thing stopping the agreement will be the US congress.

The Paris climate deal is about politics and power, not the weather
The point of the Paris agreement is not to change world temperatures, or even to cut emissions
of CO2, it’s to prop up the Green Industrial Complex of renewable-energy (worth $300b plus
just in the EU), and the $2 Trillion global carbon trading schemes that financial houses stand
to profit from. If the UN cared about CO2 emissions we all know they would choose the most
cost effective way to reduce them (super critical coal, nuclear power, and programs like Direct
Action which cost a mere $14/ton in reduction as opposed to the $50 – $120 per ton that wind
“farms” cost.
If Greens cared about the environment they would care that carbon credits don’t cut carbon
emissions, that no one counts emissions properly, and that corruption is rife. Everything about
this is deceptive. The Paris Agreement is a treaty, even though it is not called one. It’s called
“non-binding”, though it could bind real costs, but that was also important, so Obama (or
Hillary) can ratify it without taking to to Congress.
Check out Clexit.

