
The Green New Deal’s plan to reduce U.S. emissions “as much as 
technologically feasible” by 2030 will do little to affect global climate and will 
be destructive to our economy and our individual liberties.
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If the entire U.S. moves to 100% renewable electricity generation by 2030, 
the MAGICC6 model used in many IPCC reports predicts that the atmospheric 
concentration of CO2 would be a mere 0.7% lower in 2050, and global 
temperatures would be reduced by 0.015°C. If all U.S. emissions were eliminated 
by 2030, CO2 concentrations would be only 2.1% lower and temperatures only 
0.053°C lower.
 
Renewable energy subsidies and mandates in other countries have raised 
electricity prices while doing little to nothing to reduce CO2 emissions. Germany 
has seen electricity prices to rise 50% in the past 10 years while barely reducing 
CO2 emissions.
 
California’s climate change policies, which the Green New Deal seeks to apply to 
the whole country, are being challenged in court for causing “unlawful disparate 
impacts to minority populations," a fact that directly contradicts the far-fetched 
notion espoused in the resolution’s goal of repairing the “historic oppression” of 
minority communities.
 
Economic freedom and the prosperity afforded by abundant and reliable energy 
leads to better environmental protection. The United States achieved dramatic 
environmental improvements in the past 50 years through technology, not 
socialism.

The Green New Deal seeks to eliminate the energy resources that are 
currently the only means to produce enough affordable, reliable energy for 
the billions of people that need to be lifted from poverty.
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Despite billions of dollars in subsidies directed toward renewable energy over the 
past few decades, 80% of our total energy is still derived from hydrocarbons or 
fossil fuels—the most affordable, abundant, reliable energy source today. Wind and 
solar account for only about 8% of our electricity production and 3% of our total 
energy.
 
Fossil fuels have helped raise life expectancy, increase our standard of 
living, revolutionize agricultural production, and make it possible for the earth to 
support billions of people. Bans on the extraction of fossil fuels are immoral and 
harmful in a world where billions are still suffering from energy poverty.
 
The intermittency and low energy density of solar and wind energy make them 
unsuitable for powering the bulk of a modern economy. Using subsidies and 
mandates to prop up these inadequate resources consumes land, destroys habitat, 
and raises taxes without moving the needle on climate change.
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The National Climate Assessment (NCA), which the Green New Deal 
resolution cites for justification, considers the worst-case scenarios to be 
“business as usual” and is likely grossly overestimating both the costs of 
climate change and the benefits of reducing CO2 emissions.
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The RCP8.5 scenario, which the NCA uses as its baseline scenario, represents 
the upper 1-5% of the range of outcomes the IPCC considers in its models. This 
scenario assumes the worldwide rate of carbon emissions will almost triple, 
hardly a realistic scenario.
 
More than half of the predicted $500 billion in lost economic output by the end 
of the century is derived from the costs of “extreme temperature mortality” and 
“lost labor hours” due to stronger and more frequent heat waves. These 
predictions neglect our ability to adapt to long-term changes in climate and run 
counter to the current pattern of Americans migrating to warmer states.
 
Although the NCA claims that extreme weather events will be more frequent and 
more intense as global temperatures rise, there has been no statistically 
significant increase in the frequency or intensity of hurricanes, droughts, floods, 
and other extreme weather in the U.S. in recent years as temperatures have risen.

Contrary to the Green New Deal’s claims of imminent catastrophe by 2030, 
the best science suggests that increasing CO2 concentrations will continue 
the mild warming of recent years and that the effects will be moderate and 
manageable.
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Most climate scientists believe human CO2 emissions have been warming the 
planet and will continue to do so, but despite the conclusions the NCA and IPCC, 
there is not a consensus that such warming will be rapid and catastrophic. 
 
Reports in the mainstream media tend to use the most extreme predictions of 
climate models and disregard uncertainties. Satellite data indicates that CO2 has a 
modest correlation to a relatively small amount of warming, and past predictions 
about climate change have usually erred toward predicting more warming than 
what has occurred.
 
A study of satellite data concluded that over the past three decades, the 
worldwide gross productivity of plants increased substantially, primarily due to 
CO2 fertilization and mild warming. The effects on increased crop yields 
are overwhelmingly positive.

Energy and environmental policy should be centered on maximizing human flourishing and human freedom. Empowering individuals to make 

decisions that are best for their well-being and the environment around them. Proposals such as the Green New Deal that apply heavy-handed, 

centralized government actions to arbitrarily restrict our energy choices will not improve our economy or the environment.

We need to carefully examine the costs and benefits of these proposals and avoid policies that restrict liberty and slow human flourishing in the 

name of a precautionary principle fueled by unproven models and contradicted by observed data and basic math.
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