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Since the start of the 110th Congress papers from around the nation published hundreds of
editorials supporting federal action to address the threat of climate change.

Noted below is a sampling of editorial opinion compiled by the Pew Environment Group.

For a further look at what editorial pages across the United States are saying about
environmental issues please visit: www.pewtrusts.org.

Editorials calling for federal action on climate change

fiCongress and the states shouldn't wait. The Senate will take up the Lieberman-Warner Climate
Security Act next month. Sponsored by Sens. Joseph I. Lieberman (I-Conn.) and John W. Warner
(R-Va.), the bill would put a price on carbon through a declining cap in greenhouse gas emissions
for each year between 2012 and 2050. In this cap-and-trade system, companies in the
transportation, electric power and manufacturing sectors would purchase and trade allowances for
the right to pollute the air. 0

— The Washington Post, fiStalling in Bali: The Bush administration continues to say one
thing and do another on climate change., 6 December 18, 2007

fiThe cost of acting responsibly is absurdly small — estimated at less than 0.12 percent of the global

economy annually until 2050 — compared to the cost of doing nothing. 0
— [Harrisburg, PA] The Patriot-News, fiTragic disconnect: Economy and environment will suffer
if nothing is done to reduce manmade carbon emissions, 0 November 21, 2007

fiNow ité up to Congress, the presidential candidates and other world leaders to take up their
challenge and the challenge of the Nobel committee. We cannot afford to squander any more
time.o

—The New York Times, AA Prize for Mr. Gore and Science,0 October 13, 2007

flAmerica needs to act. We need a crash development program for new energy sources that don&
emit carbon dioxide. That means moving beyond ethanol and so-called cleaner coal, which
marginally reduce emissions but never can reduce them enough to get us where we need to be.
Most importantly, we need to bring the rest of the world along with us.0

— St. Louis Post-Dispatch, filNaction hero,0 September 27, 2007

fiwhile Europe and other countries focus on mitigating and adapting to global warming, the
United States flounders, years behind. Ité& vital to catch up.o
— The Philadelphia Inquirer, filgnoring Climate Change: As the world burns,0 September 17, 2007
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fiThe time is growing short for the nation to take a serious approach to the dual problems of global
warming and a looming energy crisis.0
— [New London, CT] The Day, fiDay Of Reckoning: Time is running out for the nation to get serious
about global warming, energy conservation, duly 22, 2007

fAs a nation, we have the technology to become more energy-efficient and cut emissions significantly.
But what& missing is urgency in Washington to move us away from cheap-and-dirty fossil fuels toward
the more sensible path of cutting greenhouse gases.o

— The Honolulu Advertiser, filndividuals matter in fixing global warming,0 July 7, 2007

fJust last week, the administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency let it be known that the agency
would not rule until December on whether to give California permission to cut tailpipe emissions. This is
absurd. At that point, nearly two years will have passed since California submitted its request for the
waiver. . . . I1t& a shame the governor needs to go to London to improve our state& chances of getting
help from Washington, D.C., to clean the aird under the Clean Air Act.0
— [Santa Rosa, CA] The Press Democrat, iWwarming talks Prime minister spends last day with another
environmental leader: Hasta la vista, govéner? dune 27, 2007

filt is past time for government to start using all its regulatory muscle to curb the emissions that are
radically changing the planeté climate.0
— The Boston Globe, fiA smaller carbon footprint,0 April 24, 2007

filtGs inexcusable that our nation& profligate energy consumption continues unabated and unabashed, and
yet we refuse to join other nations of the world in pledging to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. It&
unfathomable that a nation so rich in resources and resourcefulness isn& leading the charge to protect our
fragile planet.o

— St. Louis Post-Dispatch, fiActing locally and globally,0 April 22, 2007

fiWe need leadership, in government and in business, to see the problems and seize the opportunities. And

we needed it yesterday.o
— The Buffalo News, iiTime to act is now: Global warming panel& impact report ought to be followed by
policy steps,0 April 16, 2007

fiThe courté first ruling on global warming won&, however, achieve justice without White House
support, congressional action and agency commitment... Congress and the president need to stop talking
tough and start passing laws that provide specific rules, regulations and enforcement.o
— [Stockton, CA] The Record, filté time to clean up: Supreme Court ruling should force the EPA to get a
lot more serious about regulations and enforcement,0 April 12, 2007

fiThe question no longer is whether government and industry will act, but what form the regulations will
take and where they will be written. For now, the states are taking the lead, but eventually the president
and Congress must step up to the plate with a national global-warming strategy that is part of a global
solution.o
— The Des Moines Register, fiNational plan needed on climate change: States can help, but bigger push
required. April 6, 2007

The Pew Charitable Trusts £Pew Environment Group Www.pewtrusts.org



Editorials supporting action to curb global warming Page3 of 16

fiThe aim is for New Jersey to be a national leader, along with California, in the fight against global
warming. The aim is that this state initiatives can help to spur what is most needed: federal action. The
United States under the Bush administration has been slow even to admit that human behavior is
contributing to climate change. The United States needs to act to curb emissions nationally. It also needs
to join, finally, in international efforts to address this worldwide crisis.0

— [Bergen County, NJ] The Record, fiHot debate,0 February 25, 2007

fiGlobal warming is not a spectator sport and its challenges are not for the timid. We need an aggressive
national policy to conserve energy (rigorous fuel-efficiency standards for cars and trucks would be a good
start) and implement cleaner technologies. We need to foster the kind of research and development that
will sharpen our competitive edge in the world and position us to help the no-longer-slumbering giants of
China and India grapple with their growing economies and appetites for energy.o

— The Hartford [CT] Courant, fiGlobal Warming Verdict Is In,0 February 7, 2007

fiYou will know [the White House and Congress] are serious if they take the advice of those leading

compani es aongteenboast gases, driven Ay tarket-based system of trading emission

credits, serving as an incentive for the innovation required to cope with global warming.o

— [Akron, OH] The Beacon Journal, fiWarming to a consensus: Even President Bush has joined the effort
to fight climate change,0 February 1, 2007

fiThe leaders of 10 major U.S. corporations, including Duke Energy, have joined to echo scientistsd
warnings about the potentially serious effects of human activity on the global climate. With big business
taking up the alarm, the federal government has even more reason to put efforts to limit atmospheric
warming high on the agenda.o

— Raleigh [NC] News & Observer, AA greenhouse gambit,0 January 30, 2007

fiOn Monday, the heads of 10 major energy companies made a significant statement in calling on the
Bush administration to institute mandatory limitsongr e e nh ou s e ¢ a &ackandigsteaitens é |t
question is no longer whether human activity contributes to global warming-causing emissions, but what
we can and should do about it.0
— San Antonio Express-News, fiCorporate climate plan provides key leadership,0 January 26, 2007

fiThe debate over climate change underwent a major shift Tuesday when the chief executives of 10 major
corporations joined with four environmental groups to urge the federal government to set mandatory
limits on the emissionsthat contri bute to gl obal warming é Congr
this latest call.o
— Sarasota Herald-Tribune, fiThe business of climate change: Congress should heed corporations6dCall
for Action§o January 26, 2007

fiAt a national level, the country needs leaders who can see beyond the appeal of the odd balmy January
day and resolve to stop humankind& uncontrolled experiment with its habitat.0
— The Boston Globe, fiwarming up to climate change,0 January 12, 2007

fiMeanwhile, the troubled polar bears and breakaway ice shelf are providing us ample warning that global
warming is no longer an issue to be taken up in some distant future year. Congress and the White House
must begin seriously addressing it now, because the solutions won& come overnight.o

— [Fort Worth] The Star-Telegram, fiSending up flares,0 January 5, 2007

fiThe federal government& continued insistence on voluntary measures for curbing carbon dioxide
emissions has been a dismal failure. As science about the consequences of global warming has become
more convincing, ité clear that the course pursued by the Bush administrationd aided and abetted by a
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complacent Congressd is worse than short-sighted.o
— The Hartford [CT] Courant, fiThe Threatened Polar Bear,0 January 2, 2007

Editorials calling for Congressional action on climate change

fiThis Senate will have another chance to provide the American leadership the world needs on climate
change. An ambitious bipartisan bil/l ai med
by midcentury has been approved by a Senate committee and may come to the floor next year. Though
the bill is far from perfect and will provoke intense debate, it could offer a measure of redemption for the
admini strationbés embarrassing failure in Ba
-- The New York Times, fiDisappointments on Climate: A week that could have brought important
progress on climate change ended in disappointment., d December 17, 2007

fiSenators and representatives from both parties need to give more attention to the negative economic,
health and societal impacts of the accelerating climate change. The Bush administration has failed to
respond to this challenge. Congress, which still has more than a year of work to do before the next
president takes office, must start moving legislation that makes sense for the trends that Running and
other scientists have documented. 0

—Billings [MT] Gazette, AA Running start on confronting climate change, 6 November 14, 2007

filnternational leaders are meeting in December to establish a new framework for reducing carbon
emissions. It& crucial that Congress take action, too. Complaining about emissions no longer cuts it. It&
time to act.0

— St. Louis Post-Dispatch, fiClimate of change,0 October 24, 2007

fiDespite Bush& September statement, he remains remiss in failing to support mandatory measures to

reduce emissions. In the absence of decisive leadership from Bush, Congress should take the lead by

adopting legislation to lower emissions.0

— [Fort Worth] The Star-Telegram, fiOn the front burner: The race to thwart global warming suddenly has
experienced acoupleofhardpu s hes o n t hOstober £3c2607

fiThe question now is whether Congress will stand up to fossil fuel industries that continue to try to deny
and delay. A triumvirate of women lawmakers from California i Sens. Barbara Boxer and Dianne
Feinstein and House Speaker Nancy Pelosi 7 could be instrumental in ensuring Congress doesn@ waste
another year in enacting meaningful climate legislation.o

— The Fresno Bee, ALawmakers must act boldly on global climate change,d October 11, 2007

fiThis summer, as lawmakers take up significant areas of energy policy, we hope theydl keep in mind the
greater goal of reducing the carbon emissions that are stoking global warming. This country cannot afford
to support the creation of a bigger carbon-spewing infrastructure even if it solves other problems along
the way.0

— The Denver Post, fiwWrong path toward energy independence: Untangling this country from

at cut

erator

petroleum-based energy systems is a difficult task. Congress should be careful about coal as a solution, 0

June 9, 2007

fiwhile Congress fiddles, many US cities, states, and businesses are sounding the alarm, borrowing

workable parts from oth e mode&s6and urging a national policy.0

— The Christian Science Monitor, iSomething is fresh in Denmark: Its use of wind power and carbon caps
are cited as a global-warming model, but the example only goes so far, May 22, 2007
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fiMr. Johnsond stalling is a symptom of a larger problem, the administrationé reluctance to take seriously
the science of global warming, which in turn explains its reluctance to take meaningful action. Yet the
walls continue to close in, with the scientistsowarnings, the Supreme Court decision, the escalating
pressure from the states and the general public. If President Bush will not lead, Congress must.0

—The New York Times, fA Glacial Pace on Warming,0 April 28, 2007

fiCongress must do what many utilities, oil companies, and manufacturers are lobbying for: Pass national
legislation to slow, stop and reverse the growth of Earth-warming greenhouse-gas emissions in the
shortest time reasonably achievable. Not only would it protect the environment, it would help preserve
national security as well.0

— The Philadelphia Inquirer, AClimate Change: An issue of global security,0 April 22, 2007

fiThat is yet another reason why Congress should be moving ahead with legislation to curb and reverse
America6 production of greenhouse gases. With members of the military elite joining mayors, governors
and business leaders in demanding action, the Democrats in Congress have all the arguments they need to
take the lead.o

—The New York Times, fiWarming and Global Security,0 April 20, 2007

fiCongress, which has a host of bills in the hopper to reduce greenhouse gases, should take note. It won&
be easy to stop this runaway train, but perhaps there& a way to slow it down.o
— [Cleveland, OH] The Plain Dealer, fiThe climes, they are a-changin§o April 17, 2007

fAs others have urged, Congress must come up with &comprehensive climate change legislation,6one that
establishes economy-wide limits on greenhouse gases that will stave off a patchwork of state rules and
even a jumble of EPA regulations that could change from one administration to the next.0

—Muskogee [OK] Daily Phoenix, fiRuling demands action,o April 10, 2007

fiCongress, too, is paying attention to public concerns that the government is not doing enough to reduce
global warming. If the Bush administration continues to drag its feet, Congress should pursue stronger
laws that would better restrict auto emissions and limit industrial pollution.o
— Kansas City [MO] Star, fiU.S. must lead the world in fighting global warming: Despite Supreme Court
ruling, Bush is dragging his feet,0 April 6, 2007

fiThe U.S. Supreme Court& landmark environmental decision Monday on climate change certainly gives
Congress the impetus needed to place stricter limits on motor vehicle emissions and approve a
comprehensive package.o

— [Bridgeport] Connecticut Post, filté up to Congress to act on pollution,0 April 4, 2007

filtG therefore critical that Congress not delude itself into thinking that the court& 5-4 majority ruling
means the Bush administration and its regulators at the EPA soon will resemble Tony BlairG
administration in England, where policy-makers have made the reduction of greenhouse gases a front-
burner issue. Members of Congress need to pass laws raising fuel-efficiency standards for cars and
trucks, lowering carbon-dioxide emissions from coal-fired power plants and encouraging companies to
cap and trade emissions credits.0

— Orlando Sentinel, AClear-eyed ruling: Congress should use the high courté decision to fight global

warming, April 4, 2007

fiAction to confront climate change should be a high priority for lawmakers.o
— The Denver Post, fiCongress and global warming,0 February 9, 2007
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fiA number of different carbon- reducing bills are already on the table in Congress. In coming weeks, US
lawmakers should think far beyond their reelection and pass a global-warming law that most Americans
will accept, even if reluctantly.o
— The Christian Science Monitor, fiGlobal cooling the hot way: A race to pass a climate-change law must
not be done with the usual tilt toward campaign donors, Bebruary 2, 2007

filt would be unfortunate if turf battles between House Democrats stymied efforts to craft a consensus on
how to slow or reverse global warming. Ever since the United States opted out of the Kyoto Accords, it
has watched from the sidelines as the international community grappled with the problem. Since America
is the largest producer of greenhouse gas discharges on the globe, its leadership is essential to finding a
solution while there is still time to minimize rising temperatures and sea levels.0
—Houston Chronicle, fiPolitical heat: Friction between Democratic lawmakers one more impediment to
program to combat climate change, danuary 29, 2007

fiOn Thursday, the House of Representatives is to vote on legislation to combat global warming. 1t& an
opportunity for the new Democratic majority to show it is more in tune with the American people on this
issue than were its Republican predecessors.o
— [Fort Lauderdale] South Florida Sun-Sentinel, fiEnergy Policy: Bill would fight global warming,
promote energy efficiency, danuary 15, 2007

fiThe Bush administration& environmental record is embarrassing, beginning with the pullout of the U.S.

from the Kyoto Protocol agreements. Such head-in-the-sand actions are dangerous to the planet, the

country and the economy. ... The new Democratic Congress has hearings planned this year on global

warming. That a start. But the hearings have to translate into action.o

— Duluth [MN] News Tribune, AiWeird weather and the cost of ignoring global warming: The crisis is real,
and specious economic arguments are no excuse for failure to act,0 January 12, 2007

fiCongress should deal with this problem, relying on the latest research on the environmental and
economic impacts of trying to reduce greenhouse gases.o
— Columbus Dispatch, AiCongress should act: Tough environmental, political issues shouldn@& be left to
judges to decide,0 January 2, 2007

Editorials call for White House action on climate change

fiThe Bush administration & which only recently and grudgingly admitted that global warming is real &
still suggests that U.S. energy policies have little to do with the current international energy crisis, the
deteriorating environment or the political instability around the world. It argues, too, that voluntary
measures are the best answer to reducing the carbon emissions that are the root of the problem. The White
House and its followers are wrong on all counts.0

— Chattanooga Times Free Press, A Nobel Prize for Al Gore,0 October 17, 2007

fiNow, if only the Bush administration would take that threat as seriously as the Nobel committee does.0
—  Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, Alnconvenient but noble: Former Vice President Al Gore deserves
credit for sounding the alarm on a serious threat to the Earthd s fouhamanrcaused climatec hange, 0
October 14, 2007

fiAs we celebrate the 100th birthday of our National Park Service, will we be relieved to know that we are
at least taking steps to counter the effects of climate change, or will we find ourselves still mired in denial
and inaction?0

— [Fredericksburg, VA] The Free-Lance Star, fiWwarming warning: Parks serve as global warming
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barometer,0 August 15, 2007

fiMeanwhile, across Washington, Mr. Bush was assuring the media that he takes climate change
&eriously,6even if he doesn& favor mandatory curbs on greenhouse gases. It& a sad day for science and
public policy when an American president and his chief scientist expose such willful ignorance of one of
mankind®& looming threats.o

— Toledo Blade, fiClimate of ignorance,0 June 11, 2007

filt has become abundantly clear that the Bush administration needs to stop stalling and enact strict
regulation of tailpipe emissions of greenhouse gases.0
— The Denver Post, AEPA must step up on greenhouse gases: Global warming needs to be attacked on
multiple fronts, including auto emissions. The federal government needs to heed the Supreme Court , 0
May 24, 2007

fiBush should rethink this strategy of denial and delay, and grant California& request. If the federal
government is unwilling to lead the fight against global warming, it should at least get out of the way and
let the states move ahead.o

— [Eugene, OR] The Register-Guard, fiLet states lead way,0 May 23, 2007

fiwith each passing day, the case for global warming becomes clearer and the importance of taking action
more urgent. In the United States, by far the world& largest single generator of greenhouse gases, cities
and states are answering the challenge by creating new opportunities for innovation and technology. The
Bush administration should be leading these efforts; instead, it sitting on the sidelines.o

— The Boston Globe, fiThe Greening Of Beantown,d April 17, 2007

fiThe president, despite the Supreme Court ruling, the U.N. reports and a growing international effort to
reduce carbon dioxide and other gases that are responsible for global warming, prefers to remain mute,
barely acknowledging the problem. That might be good politics for a president and administration
dependent on energy producers for fiscal support, but it is a recipe for disaster.o

— Chattanooga Times Free Press, fiSilence in face of danger,0 April 16, 2007

fi[E]Jven if the Bush administration& attitudes don& change, its actions must. Now that the court has told
the EPA where its duty lies, a continued failure to fulfill those duties is simply unacceptable.o
— Lexington [KY] Herald-Leader, fiNo more shirking: Court has spoken on EPA& regulatory duty,0
April 5, 2007

fiThe United States, the world& leading producer of the greenhouse gases that cause global warming,

must take the lead. That means the Bush administration must get its head out of the sand and produce the

comprehensive strategy it has long been promising.0

— [Fort Lauderdale] South Florida Sun-Sentinel, fiClimate: ISSUE: Effects of warming are already here, 0
April 4, 2007

fiThe Bush administration and the EPA have already wasted too much time. Scientists tell us we have 10
years in which to avert a climate change catastrophe. The debate over whether global warming is real is
over. Ité time to act responsibly. For starters, that means the administration and the EPA should allow
states to move forward and implement the California standards for car emissions.o

— The Hartford [CT] Courant, Austices Rule On Warming,0 April 4, 2007
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filf the Bush administration were smart, it would sit down with agency heads, environmental groups,
business leaders and others to hammer out an acceptable approach to CO2 regulation.o
—Portland [ME] Press Herald, fiMaine& clean-car rules win Supreme boost,0 April 4, 2007

fAnd if the EPA continues to dally, Congress must step in and force the Bush administration to do its job
by specifically requiring the EPA to set limits on carbon emissions.0
— [Woodland, CA] The Daily Democrat, fiHigh court backs state law that regulates cars: At Issue:
Controlling greenhouse gas emissions. Our Opinion: U.S. Supreme Court decision to regulate greenhouse
gas emissions needs action from White House, April 4, 2007

fiPresident Bush would do much to repair his battered international standing by having this country set an
example. He should take the lead on this seriouschalle nge, cal l ing for an ambiti o
mechanism here (with 5 percent of the world& population and one-quarter of all greenhouse emissions)
and then pressing others to follow.0
— [Akron, OH] The Beacon Journal, fiClimate for change: The strong scientific consensus on global
warming highlights the opportunity for this country to take an aggressive lead,0 February 6, 2007

fiThe Bush administrationé failure to participate in a global effort to curb greenhouse gas emissions is a
head-in-the-sands mistake, the sooner reversed the better.0
— The Denver Post, fiStep up on carbon emissions,0 January 31, 2007

fiCarbon dioxide from burning fossil fuelsd especially by power plants and automobilesd is the principal
source of greenhouse gases. Yet the Bush administration has been a steadfast opponent of mandatory
limits or tougher fuel-economy standards... 1tG time for the Bush administration to adopt a different
course. It should work with business leaders and Congress to develop rigorous, realistic limits on
greenhouse gas emissions.o

— The Hartford [CT] Courant, iWarming To Emissions Caps,0 January 28, 2007

fiThe White House has been exceedingly slow in acknowledging the role that burning fossil fuels plays in
global warming. Now, with their new initiative, industry CEOs have leapfrogged the executive branch.
To the point that they would even talk about global warming and greenhouse gases, administration
officials were stuck on allowing only voluntary curbs on emissions. The White House now can either
choose to get in the game or it can be left behind.o

— [Springfield, MA] The Republican, fiDiscussion heating up over global warming,0 January 26, 2007

fiFor six years now the Bush administration has feinted and dodged from its responsibilities on climate

change.0
— [Portland] The Oregonian, fiThe polar bear in the living room,0 January 2, 2007

Editorials support national cap-and-trade program for carbon emissions

fiThe Warner-Lieberman bill would undeniably do good by the environment. In Washington these days,
that is a very big victory indeed. 0
— Norfolk Virginian Pilot, AWarner energy bill puts nation ingear, 0 D e c 6, 80b7e r
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fiAround the world, industrial nations are moving quickly to snag a slice of the fast-growing carbon trade.
Bipartisan support for carbon allowances is growing on Capitol Hill, and we remain hopeful that
Congress will pass cap-and-trade legislation. For environmental and economic reasons, the United States
should not sit this one out.0
— The Dallas Morning News, fiCarbon as Currency: U.S. being left on sidelines of booming market,0
July 16, 2007

fiDespite White House obstinance, carbon dioxide caps are inevitable in the next few years. The dangers
of global warming are so serious, from higher sea levels to more frequent droughts and intense storms to
health-endangering summer heat waves, that Congress cannot avoid acting.o

— [Newark] Star-Ledger, fiMore power to PSE&G,0 June 12, 2007

fiThe United States, as the world& greatest emitter of carbon dioxide, must do more. Instead of focusing
only on voluntary, market-driven measures, the nation should be looking at conservation and some form
of cap-and-trade system that would allow for economic development and environmental protection.o

— San Antonio Express-News, fiU.S. must be aggressive on climate change plan,0 June 5, 2007

fiwhat& needed today is an immediate cut in the global emissions of greenhouse gases, not some half-
baked vague plan to do something down the road. While certain details of climate change remain
unresolved, there is little doubt that global warming is happening and that human activity is a significant
factor. It time to act. Sadly, the presidenté proposal falls far short.0
— Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, fiBush& warm-up pitch: The president still isné ready to take the field to
fight climate change. And that& too bad, because ité time for action to cut greenhouse gases, 0
June 2, 2007

fiBut he can@ expect his voluntary, national approach to be taken seriously unless America leads by
example i which means Mr. Bush would put before Congress a carbon-tax or cap-and-trade proposal to
address climate change. Without that, ité just talk.0
— The Washington Post, fiMr. Bush Warms Up: The president joins the climate-change
debated finally,0June 2, 2007

fiAt least now the states have the green light to move ahead. So does Congress, which should pass
legislation that mandates tough caps on emissions.0
— [Melbourne] Florida Today, fiThe green light: Supreme Court ruling a victory in growing fight to
combat global warming,0 April 6, 2007

fiThere is a need to put a price on carbon to force companies to abandon older, dirtier technologies for

newer, cleaner ones. Right now, everyone is using the atmosphere like a municipal dump, depositing

carbon dioxide free. Start charging for the privilege and people will find smarter ways to do business.0
—The New York Times, fiThe Truth About Coal,0 February 25, 2007

fEffective legislative responses will look for ways to mitigate problems and provide relief, the essence of
cap-and-trade pollution-reduction strategies.o
— The Seattle Times, fiGregoireG green road map,0 February 11, 2007

fiMembers of both parties in Congress have proposed market-friendly plans to cap emissions. Congress
needs to pass a plan, then dare the president to veto it.0
— Orlando Sentinel, fiRefusal to lead: President Bush isn@ taking needed steps on global warming. 0
February 9, 2007
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fiThe demand for Congress to set cap-and-trade standards is meaningful only if the cap is tough enough to
make a substantial reduction in carbon dioxide emissions. The levels agreed to by the corporations arend
there yet, but they are a start. Congress should be interested in pushing them forward now under a fairly
short time frame and thinking long-term about tightening them further.o

— Bangor [ME] Daily News, fiCorporate interest,0 January 25, 2007

filnternational efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions will produce enormous economic opportunities
for American businesses, a f act seemingly | dstchGongresocinsldtac uct i oni ¢
help those companies succeed, and to reduce the nearly unrelenting rush to environmental degradation.
Congress can, and should, cap carbon dioxide emissions by empowering the Environmental Protection
Agency to regulate greenhouse gases as it does other pollutants.o
— St. Louis Post-Dispatch, fiA new day,0 January 9, 2007

fiCongress should quickly enact strong new emission standards for coal-fired power plants that cap carbon
dioxide emissions but do not give any special allowances for newly permitted plants that attempted to
game the system by slipping in under the regulatory wire.0

—Waco Tribune-Herald, iCongress should protect air quality,0 January 2, 2007

Editorials call for renewed U.S leadership role in international efforts

fiPotential disruptions of a warmer world aside, there's a green revolution ahead. The conference at Bali
could write its blueprint, with the United States writing the headlines. Instead, the Bush administration is
moping on, and dragging other big polluters out with it. A comprehensive agreement to improve on
Kyoto (which had its problems) won't work without the United States, China and India. 0
— The Daytona Beach News-Journal, AUS error in Bali: Sitting out a green revolution
to protect fossil past, 6 December 9, 2007

filt's not easy being green. But there are American politicians out there somewhere who are willing to
make the hard choices. These leaders will see that changing the way we live can be an economic boon,
not a bust, for a country with as much entrepreneurial intelligence as our own. Someday we will be the
global leader, rather than the global pariah, when it comes to the environment. It's still not very clear
when that someday will be. 6

— San Gabriel Valley [CA] Tribune, "All aboard the Kyoto train," December 8, 2007

fiFor too long, the United States has cast itself as a potential victim of global warming regulation, with the
rest of world creating a web of rules and restrictions that would stifle the U.S. economy. But the opposite
can be true if Americans embrace the opportunity to lead in new technologies and imagine less energy-
intensive lifestyles i or at least more independent ones that break the chains tying them to the electric grid
and the corner gas station. 0

— Detroit Free Press, fiTake on planet challenge, 0 D e c 6, @0b7e r

fiThis country is the globe® leading emitter of greenhouse gases. No surprise, then, the international

community, alert to the persuasive science about rising seas and vanishing polar bears, looks to

Washington for leadership, the kind candidate Bush abandoned once in the White House.0

— [Akron, OH] The Beacon Journal, fiClimate for change: The president once favored mandatory curbs on
greenhouse gases,0 October 3, 2007
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fiwwhen Australia signs on to Kyoto, the United States will be alone among industrialized nations in
refusing to sign. That is a dishonorable distinct
security, dragging us into and getting us bogged down in an unnecessary war while real threats fester, will
be what he is remembered for most, perhaps. But his obstructionism on global warming is equally
reprehensible. 0
— Chattanooga Times Free Press, fiwar, warming and electoral defeat, 6 November 27, 2007

fiOnce again, leaders of the world industrialized nations met at the United Nations to lay the
groundwork for meaningful strategies to tackle global warming. And instead of taking center stage, the
Bush administration opted for the wings, holding parallel meetings and generally playing the spoiler.0
— The Hartford [CT] Courant, i APoor CIl i mat e For 2,@087ange, 0

filf Bush were truly worried about China and India& climate impact, he would seek to include them in an
international treaty. Instead, he works to increase their dependence on fossil fuels. What a miserable
legacy.0

— The Fresno Bee, AiU.S. fails to help nations reduce carbon footprints,0 August 18, 2007

AThis week@ U.N. meeting was important talk, but it was still mostly talk. The hard work is planned for
another world conference, in Bali, Indonesia, in December. The U.S. government needs to show up for
that meeting, and be ready to deal. Or we can just send Arnold. He knows what the future looks like, and
he® not afraid of it.0
— The Buffalo News, fiDon@& fragment climate talks: Bush administration goes its own way while
U.N. seeks global approach,0 September 30, 2007

fiThe United States must lead, and the only way it can do so is by instituting its own binding carbon
dioxide reduction program on U.S. industry.0
— The Washington Post, iMr. Bush Gets Warmer: But the president still resists mandatory limits on
global carbon emissions.0 September 29, 2007

fi is is a time for genuine leadership by the United States, the world& major spewer of greenhouse
gases, to provide an example to newer economies by imposing its own limits on the carbon emissions that
contribute to global warming.o

— The Baltimore Sun, fiRump Session,d September 27, 2007

fiThe Bush administration may have been shamefully slow to join other countries in reversing the growth
of the greenhouses gases, mainly carbon dioxide, that cause global warming. But the writing& on the
wall. Even leaders of U.S. industry and electrical utilities are urging the government to set carbon limits
so they can know what to expect and begin planning.o
— Lexington [KY] Herald-Leader, fiFool& gold: Coal-fueled special session a waste of money,0
June 28, 2007

ABushds recent c a lfottackling warndng thrns euivto be moze wf drisvobstinkted
opposition to firm pollution reductions. The president still insists that long-term goals to reduce CO2
pol |l uti on b motmandatony.iBecaaset df therprasident® recalcitrance, the U.S. lags far
behind other countries and even behind states such as New Jersey, which are moving to enact binding
greenhouse gas standards. The longer Bush delays, the more Washington risks getting frozen out of the
leading role in global warming planning that he says he wants for America.0

— [Newark] Star-Ledger, fiState pressure on warming,0 June 10, 2007
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fiThis year climate change was put at the top by the host, German Chancellor Angela Merkel. For
Americans, what was most interesting was, first, the compromise that the United States insisted ond the
desirability of emission reductions, but no timetable and no targetsd and, second, the distance that still
separates the Bush position from that of scientists and governments of most of the rest of the world. The
U.S. stance most resembles that of Chinad a notorious, irresponsible polluter which also works to avoid
targets on environmental issues.0

— Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, fiSo-so summit: The G-8 ends with unanswered questions,0 June 10, 2007

fiThe Group of Eight leaders agreed yesterday to call for a substantial reduction in global emissions to
slow down the warming of the planet, but President Bush apparently led the way in resisting efforts to
make any concrete commitments. Thaté too bad, but not surprising. When it comes to global warming,
President Bush has spent most of his tenure in a state of denial on the critical need for action or finding
ways to slow down action by others.o
— Miami Herald, fiMaking haste slowly on global warming: Plan Stops Short of Full Commitment to
Reduction Goals,0June 9, 2007

fiThe White House missed a chance to show initiative on a crucial issue that& important to other world
leaders. Now it will be up to Bush& successor to make a difference.o
— San Francisco Chronicle, fiPolitical hot air,0 June 8, 2007

fiOnce again and not surprisingly, the federal government has shown its appalling lack of leadership on
global warming. This time it was at the G-8 Summit in Germany, where President Bush& objections
have deep-sixed a German proposal to establish concrete, long-term targets for reducing greenhouse gas
emissions.o

— [Syracuse] The Post-Standard, AGlobal side-stepping,0 June 8, 2007

flAmericans can no longer let their leaders ignore the problem.o
— The Charleston [WV] Gazette, AiMenace: More warming proof,0 June 7, 2007

filtGs clear the U.S. needs to be part of any global solution. But the president shouldn& be allowed to
hijack the process with an amorphous plan that is a poor substitute for the hard work of others who have
long realized the danger of global climate change.0

— The Denver Post, fiBush& about-face on warming,0 June 4, 2007

fiThe challenges posed by global warming are too dire for the U.S. to be proposing vague and voluntary
half-measures. The international community, and a majority of Bush& constituents, increasingly and
rightly are demanding more aggressive measures. And it appears that Bush will keep resisting them until
he leaves office.0
— The Salt Lake Tribune, fiBush& half-measure: His global-warming plan too little, too late,0
June 4, 2007

fiOne can only hope the administration has finally recognized that its policy of diplomatic disengagement
and obstruction has made a solution to global warming more difficult, while worsening the accumulating
human and economic costs.0
—The Washington Post, A Swi t ¢ h i n Ifdincens @ew fJ.8. stanc&d Iimiting greenhouse gas
emissions might break global warming stalemate, dune 4, 2007
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fiéThe UnitedStat e s t ak e s t h Bushsdidofglabel wasnang. iVMsongs Hurgpe tékes it
seriously. The United States remains mired in mixed messages and in need of serious action.o
— The Sacramento Bee, iA week of mixed messages on global warming,0 June 3, 2007

fiThe world perspective increasingly is so jaded that getting the U.S. leadership to say a few nice words is
progress. Thaté not a hopeful sign for genuinely addressing any international problem, let alone one as
serious as global warming.o

— Seattle Post-Intelligencer, fiGlobal Warming: A painful buildup,6 June 3, 2007

fiThe world has the power and economic means to reduce the harmful effects of climate change, but does
it have the political will? Without a framework that creates global participation, the solutions offered in
the latest international report on global warming can be only marginally successful.0

— [Riverside, CA] The Press-Enterprise, iClimate unity? dJay 12, 2007

fiThe price tag for climate change in blood and money will grow exponentially the longer the United
States refuses to join the international community in curtailing the greenhouse gas emissions that fuel the
phenomenon. Even if the worst effects of global warming occur elsewhere, we will be begetting an
infinitely more dangerous and desperate world to future Americans.o
—Houston Chronicle, iWeather wars: U.N. debate about global warmingé effects foresees a grim future
of climate-induced conflict, April 23, 2007

fiThe United States should be the international leader in finding the best way to deal with global warming,
and it can@ do that without demonstratingd not just promisingd a willingness to change its own ways.0
— Austin American-Statesman, fiCourt makes it clear: Greenhouse gases cand& be ignored,0
April 4, 2007

fi[T]he United States is shirking its moral responsibility, and its basic self-interest, by refusing to join with
other countries in an enforceable program to reduce greenhouse emissions. Scientists, by nature, need to
be cautious. Bush and other politicians, by contrast, are recklessly endangering our future by refusing to
take action.o

— The Sacramento Bee, fiMajor meltdown: Global warming fight requires resolve,0 February 6, 2007

fiThe United States, which has 5 percent of the world& population but creates 20 percent of global
emissions, is obligated to play a strong leadership role before it is too late.0
— The San Diego Union-Tribune, fiGetting warmer: Combating emissions requires worldwide effort,0
February 6, 2007

fiThe time for strong action is past due, and the United States, which is the largest contributor of
greenhouse gases to the atmosphere, has to move beyond denial and pointing fingers, and assume
leadership of the issue.0
— [Harrisburg, PA] The Patriot-News, Alnformation overload: We don& want to slight any of these vital
issues, including global warming, that have come forth,0 February 5, 2007

fiAs the world& No. 1 emitter of greenhouse gases, the United States must take the lead. Our nation has
hung back from international efforts with the lame excuse that Third World countries were getting special
treatment. In fact, these nations are simply trying to emulate the fabulous U.S. lifestyle they glimpse in
movies and on TV. This country can@ expect them to curb their own global-warming emissions until we
demonstrate that Americans are willing to do s0.0
— [Salem, OR] Statesman Journal, fiActions now can help curb global warming: Businesses, citizens
should not wait for official policies,0 February 5, 2007
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fltG not too late to act to prevent the worst-case global warming scenario. But there is no time to waste.
In a contest between the short-term interests of the global economy and the survival of the planet and all
its inhabitants in the long-term, the planet must win. We must stop being bystanders and start acting like
stewards.0

— St. Louis Post-Dispatch, iACLIMATE CHANGE: No time to waste,0 February 4, 2007

fiwith the issuance of the United Nations6comprehensive survey, the debate is effectively over
concerning the reality of global warming. The next debate must begin in earnest concerning how best the
United States can protect its citizens from the consequences of climate change.o
— Houston Chronicle, fiMelting doubts: The latest United Nations assessment of the human role in global
warming should spur a U.S. search for solutions. Bebruary 3, 2007

fiwedve said it before: Global warming is the greatest environmental threat that humanity has ever faced
é The United States, with al/l its economic
not resisting it.0
—[San Jose] The Mercury News, fiCalifornia, Congress take lead in fight against climate change,0
January 19, 2007

fiThe United States, long ambivalent about global warming, needs to play a lead role in organizing

worldwide cooperation to devise a plan that attacks the problem on multiple levels. Absent such

leadership, the world will move to emergency conditions in a relatively short time. Time is running out

for responsible nations to answer this challenge. The U.S. should be in the lead.0

— [New London, CT] The Day, A Big Collapse In Greenland: Melting glaciers reveal islands where once
there was solid land. &anuary 17, 2007

fiAs the largest producer of greenhouse gases, America must eschew the nearly religious intensity of its
resistance to lifestyle sacrifices to protect the world for future generations. Acknowledging the danger, to
bears and humans, is the necessary first step.o

— [Louisville] The Courier-Journal, fiEndangered bears, and globe,0 January 3, 2007

Editorials support state and local initiatives in the absence of federal leadership

fiEvery administration since the 1970s has respected California's right by law to promulgate standards that
exceed those adopted by the federal government. That shouldn't change just because the administration
doesn't agree. O

-- [Harrisburg, PA] The Patriot-News, AEPA ignores counsel: Agency on shaky legal ground in denying
right of 18 states to set their own emission standards, 6 December 26, 2007

filt is bordering on Orwellian for an organization called the Environmental Protection Agency to block
states from doing just that & protecting the environment. 0
— [New London, CT] The Day, fiLower Car Emissions: The federal government should adopt, not block
the car emission rules proposed by 16 states., 6 December 23, 2007
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fiThe Bush administrationé stonewalling of 12 states, along with several others waiting to see how the
EPA rules before adopting the new standards, has gone on long enough. The Senate should approve
legislation introduced by Sens. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif., and Bill Nelson, D-Fla., that would force the
EPA to make a decision on Californiaé waiver request by the end of September.o

— [Eugene, OR] The Register-Guard, fiMake EPA do its job,0 August 7, 2007

fiCalifornia asked the EPA in 2005 for permission to impose stricter emission standards and is still
waiting for an answer. It appears the White House is encouraging the foot-dragging.o
— The Tampa Tribune, fiMany Battles Await Governor In His New War On Emissions,0
July 18, 2007

filf neither Congress nor the Bush administration are willing to enact strict regulation of tailpipe emissions
of greenhouse gases, they should step aside and let California, Oregon and 10 other states do it on their
own.o

— [Eugene, OR] The Register-Guard, fiLead 0 or let states,0June 7, 2007

filn the absence of leadership on climate change from the White House, remarkable movements are under
way in statehouses, boardrooms and places of worship. A coherent federal plan is needed, but no one is
waiting while the incumbent stalls.0

— The Seattle Times, fiThe global agenda: stewardship vs. stalling,0 June 6, 2007

fiAs of this week, the Bush administration was still rejecting proposals from the European Union and
others on tougher carbon-emission goals. Fortunately, the mayors recognize international cooperation is
needed.0

— [Nashville] The Tennessean, fiMayors group moves to end the polluting ways of cities,0 May 30, 2007

fiSo it looks as if the federal government, barely willing to acknowledge the problem, won@ be part of the
solution until ité forced to do so through the leadership of the states.0
— The Honolulu Advertiser, fiClimate-change bill sets Isles on right path,0 May 1, 2007

fiThe ruling should also prompt the EPA to give federal approval to CaliforniaG emissions standards.
California® 2002 law requires that by 2016, vehicles sold in California emit 30 percent less carbon
dioxide than 2000 models. But the state needs a federal waiver for the law to take effect, a move the EPA
has avoided. Thereé no reason now for the EPA not to grant the waiver.0

— [Riverside, CA] The Press-Enterprise, fiClimate evasion,0 April 5, 2007

fiMinimally, though, the EPA must approve Republican California Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger®
request for a waiver to impose strong new car emission rules in 2009. Then, Washington, Oregon and
other states can follow Californiad lead on cleaner cars. Unless Bush wants to tarnish his legacy further,
he should stay out of the way of the kind of sensible action he once promised.o

— Seattle Post-Intelligencer, fiCarbon Emissions: Blockbuster ruling,0 April 4, 2007

fiThe science of global warming is overwhelming and the call to action about as clear as it can be. The
federal government has been moving far too slowly so it makes sense for states to lead.0
— Seattle Post-Intelligencer, AGlobal Warming: One car at a time,0 February 27, 2007

fiFive states here. Ten states there. With or without any leadership from President Bush, the United States
is going to mount a real and effective response to global climate change.o
— [Portland] The Oregonian, fiOn warming, a coalition of the willing: Oregon and four other states
properly decide they can& wait for federal leadership on climate change,o February 27, 2007
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fiCap-and-trade systems have worked to reduce emissions of other pollutants, and the strategy is the most
promising way to attack climate change. Yes, it would be far preferable to have a national cap-and-trade
system. But Kulongoski is right to propose partnering with California and Washington in a regional plan
or, if that fails, going it alone in Oregon.o
— [Portland] The Oregonian, fiThe little state that could: Oregon fihas all the ingredients,d including
leadership, to help pull the nation ahead on energy and climate issues,0 January 26, 2007

fiSince the Bush administration still refuses to deal seriously with global warming, it has been left to the
states to curb the greenhouse gas emissions that trap the sun& heat. Yesterday, Governor Deval Patrick
fulfilled an important campaign pledge by re-enlisting Massachusetts in a pact of Northeastern states
committed to capping the carbon dioxide released by their electric utilities.0

— The Boston Globe, fiGlobal cooling,0 January 19, 2007
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