
TRENDEVENTS  SEPTEMBER 2006  
 
Technocrats are found not created by clever prose and unfortunately by the facts of life as is 
effectively presented by Frederick Soddy - Money sets the patterns through which human economic activity 

is organised, and those patterns are clearly destructive - of society, of human health and dignity, and indeed of the 
planet - our very ground of being. These problems exist because of a simple misconception deeply embedded in the 
way money is taken to exist - indeed from the very idea that it does in fact exist, that it is some sort of real thing.  
Money is the nothing you get for something so that you can get something else. He received the 1921 Nobel 

Prize in chemistry for his research in radioactive decay and particularly for his formulation of the theory of isotopes. 
Frederick was also interested in technocracy and the social credit movement, which is evidenced by his publications 
Wealth, Virtual Wealth and Debt (George Allen & Unwin 1926) and Money versus Man (1933).  Source: WikipediA 

 

Project Censored Announces the Release of the Top 25 Most Censored Stories - 2005-06 
 
For thirty years Project Censored at Sonoma State University has been reporting the real news that corporate media 
refuses to cover. The 250 student researchers and faculty find cutting-edge news stories that go under-reported in 
the mainstream corporate media... Here again is Project Censored's release of the news that didn't make the news-a 
compilation of the best examples of journalism that the corporate media marginalized in 2005-06.  
 
Full reviews of the stories are published in Censored 2007: 30th Anniversary Edition from Seven Stories Press, 
available at: http://www.projectcensored.org/ 
 
1. Future of Internet Debate Ignored by Media  http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#1 
Throughout 2005 and 2006, a large underground debate raged regarding the future of the Internet. Referred to as 
"network neutrality," the issue has become a tug of war with cable companies on the one hand and consumers and 
Internet service providers on the other. 
 
2. Halliburton Charged with Selling Nuclear Technologies to Iran 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#2 
As recently as January of 2005 and a decade before Halliburton sold key components for a nuclear reactor to an 
Iranian oil development company in violations of US sanctions. 
 
3. Oceans of the World in Extreme Danger  http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#3 
Sea temperature and chemistry changes, along with contamination and reckless fishing practices intertwine to imperil 
the world's largest communal life source. 
 
4. Hunger and Homelessness Increasing in the US http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#4 
The number of hungry and homeless people in US cities continued to grow in 2005. 
 
5. High-Tech Genocide in Congo  http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#5 
The world's most neglected emergency is the ongoing tragedy of the Congo, where six to seven million have died 
since 1996 as a consequence of invasions and wars sponsored by western powers trying to gain control of the 
region's mineral wealth 
 
6. Federal Whistleblower Protection in Jeopardy http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#6 
Special Counsel Scott Bloch, appointed by President Bush in 2004, is overseeing the virtual elimination of federal 
whistleblower rights in the US government. 
 
7. US Operatives Torture Detainees to Death in Afghanistan and Iraq 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#7 
The American Civil Liberties Union released documents of forty-four autopsies held in Afghanistan and Iraq October 
25, 2005. Twenty-one of those deaths were listed as homicides. These documents present irrefutable evidence that 
US operatives tortured detainees to death during interrogation. 
 
8. Pentagon Exempt from Freedom of Information Act 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#8 
In December 2005, Congress passed the 2006 Defense Authorization Act which renders Defense Intelligence 
Agency (DIA) "operational files" fully immune to FOIA requests, the main mechanism by which watchdog groups, 
journalists and individuals can access federal documents. 
 
9. The World Bank Funds Israel-Palestine Wall 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#9 
Despite the 2004 International Court of Justice (ICJ) decision that called for tearing down the Israel-Palestinian Wall-
construction of the Wall has accelerated using World Bank funds. 
 
10. Expanded Air War in Iraq Kills More Civilians 
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http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#10    A key element of Bush's drawdown plans in Iraq 
includes increased uses of airpower. Expanded air strikes will likely lead to increased civilian deaths. 
 
11. Dangers of Genetically Modified Food Confirmedhttp://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#11                                                                              
Several recent studies confirm fears that genetically modified (GM) foods damage human health. 
  
12. Pentagon Plans to Build New Landmines http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#12 
The US plans to resume production of antipersonnel landmines. 
 
#13 New Evidence Establishes Dangers of Roundup 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#13 
New studies reveal that Roundup, the most widely used weed killer in the world, poses serious human health threats. 
 
14. Homeland Security Contracts KBR to Build Detention Centers in the US 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#14 
Halliburton's subsidiary KBR has been awarded a $385 million contingency contract by the Department of Homeland 
Security to build detention camps in the United States for immigrations surges and "news programs." 
 
15. Chemical Industry is EPA's Primary Research Partner 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#15 
The American Chemical Council is now EPA's leading research partner 
 
16. Ecuador and Mexico Defy US on International Criminal Court 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#16 
Ecuador and Mexico have refused to sign bilateral immunity agreements (BIA) with the US, in ratification of the 
International Criminal Court (ICC) treaty, despite the Bush Administration's threat to withhold economic aid 
 
17. Iraq Invasion Promotes OPEC Agenda  http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#17 
The US occupation of Iraq has been used by the US to acquire access to the Organization of Petroleum Exporting 
Countries. 
 
18. Physicist Challenges Official 9-11 Story 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#18 
Research by Brigham Young University physics professor, Steven E. Jones, concludes that the official 9/11 
explanation for the collapse of the World Trade Center buildings is implausible according to laws of physics 
 
19. Destruction of Rainforests Worst Ever  http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#19 
New developments in satellite imaging technology reveal that the Amazon rainforest is being destroyed twice as 
quickly as previously estimated 
 
20. Bottled Water: A Global Environmental Problem 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#20 
Consumers spend a collective $100 billion every year on bottled water in the belief-often mistaken-that it is better for 
us than what flows from our taps. Worldwide, some 2.7 million tons of plastic are used to bottle water each year. 
 
21. Gold Mining Threatens Ancient Andean Glaciers  http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#21 
Barrick Gold, a powerful multinational gold mining company, planned to melt three Andean glaciers in order to access 
gold deposits through open pit mining. 
 
22. Billions in Homeland Security Spending Undisclosed 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#22 
More than $8 billion in Homeland Security funds has been doled out to states since the September 11, 2001 attacks, 
but the public has little chance of knowing how this money is actually being spent. 
 
23. US Oil Targets Kyoto in Europe  http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#23 
Lobbyists funded by the US oil industry have launched a campaign in Europe aimed at derailing efforts to enforce the 
Kyoto Protocol against global warming 
 
24. Cheney's Halliburton Stock Rose Over 3000 Percent Last Year 
http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#24 
Vice President Dick Cheney's stock options in Halliburton rose from $241,498 in 2004 to over $8 million in 2005, an 
increase of more than 3,000 percent 
  
25. US Military in Paraguay Threatens Region  http://www.projectcensored.org/censored_2007/index.htm#25 
South American countries are concerned that a massive air base at Mariscal Estigarribia, Paraguay is designed to be 
a US military stronghold in the region. 
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Contact Information:  Project Censored, Sonoma State University, 1801 East Cotati Ave., Rohnert Park, CA 94928  
707-664-250  censored@sonoma.edu 
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Published on Saturday, September 16, 2006 by the McClatchy Newspapers  

EPA Plans to Close Labs, Drop Scientists and Reduce Oversight  
by David Goldstein  
WASHINGTON - The Environmental Protection Agency intends to close labs, cut its cadre of upper-level scientists 
and reduce regulatory oversight, according to an internal agency document. In a memo dated June 8, a top agency 
official outlined "a set of proposed disinvestments, innovations, efficiencies and consolidations" for the upcoming 
2008 fiscal budget.  
"The decisions we make will be critical, difficult and will have long-term consequences," EPA Chief Financial Officer 
Lyons Gray wrote.  He said the EPA wanted to limit duplication and find "opportunities for consolidation and 
streamlining." EPA assistant administrators, regional administrators, the general counsel and inspector general 
received the memo.  
  
Asked about the memo, the agency said in a statement, "The EPA is committed to being good stewards of our 
nation's environment and good stewards of our nation's tax dollars." It said the agency hoped "to accelerate the pace 
of environmental protection by promoting environmental results and accountability, innovation and using the best 
available science."  
 
Jeff Ruch, the executive director of Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility, a watchdog group that 
obtained the memo, said that rather than consolidating to improve the agency, the EPA was "chopping up the 
furniture to meet external budget targets."  
 
The EPA's budget has been dropping steadily since it reached a record $8.13 billion in fiscal 2003. The Bush 
administration's proposed fiscal 2007 budget was nearly $1 billion lower, but Congress hasn't yet approved a final 
version. The fiscal 2008 budget plan is due in February. Gray said the financial outlook was "very challenging."  
 
In his memo, he asked for plans to close at least 20 percent of the EPA's 16 research laboratories by 2011 - a 
minimum 10 percent cut by 2009 and another 10 percent by 2011. He asked agency officials to suggest upper-level 
staff cuts, which would include scientists, analysts and managers. His memo hinted that more reductions could be 
necessary later. Staff cuts could worsen what some experts have said is already a deteriorating situation, particularly 
with a significant number of EPA employees due to retire over the next decade.  
 
M. Granger Morgan, the head of the Engineering and Policy Department at Carnegie Mellon University and the 
chairman of the EPA Science Advisory Board, told Congress in March, "The agency is in danger of losing core 
scientific expertise in both conventional and emerging environmental issues." Morgan testified that research and 
development spending at the agency had fallen more than 16 percent since 2004.  
 
                                                      <><><><><><><><><><>                                                                                                    
 

                                           The Peak Oil Crisis: Hyping Jack No. 2 
By Tom Whipple, Falls Church News     September 14, 2006 
 http://www.fcnp.com/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=223&Itemid=33 
 
The story broke the morning after Labor Day, when the Wall Street Journal ran a front-page piece reporting that 
Chevron along with two partners had announced the results of a major oil production test in the Gulf of Mexico. The 
partners Chevron, Statoil, and Devon Energy ran the test on a well known as Jack No. 2 that was drilled last year in 
the Lower Tertiary zone of the Gulf of Mexico. This zone is about 80 miles wide, 300 miles long and is located about 
175 miles off shore. The well was unusual in that it went to a depth of 28,000 feet and the drilling began under 7,000 
feet of water. 
 
Released details of the test noted that a number of technical breakthroughs had been achieved. By using the latest 
technology, Chevron was able to discern and drill into promising geological structures that had previously been 
hidden below a layer of sound-absorbing silt. The test, which achieved flow rates of 6,000 barrels per day (b/d), 
established that oil could be extracted at acceptable rates from very deep deposits. It also set several records for 
extracting oil under conditions of extreme pressures and temperatures. 
 
Although no formal estimate as to the size of this particular find was announced, background briefers spoke of the 
possibility that the zone could contain from 3 to 15 billion barrels of oil in scattered deposits. If this speculation were 
to prove true, it would put the Lower Tertiary in a class with Alaska’s Prudhoe Bay and increase domestic US oil 
reserves by 50 percent. News of this great “discovery” naturally was replayed by nearly every newspaper and TV 
network in the country. Katie Couric ran a segment about the discovery on her first evening news show. Most 
reporting emphasized the possibility that the US might have found another 15 billion barrels of oil in its own backyard, 
but tempered the jubilation with the news that the find would have no immediate impact on gasoline prices. 
 

http://www.realcities.com/mld/krwashington/15529682.htm
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A few, mostly financial journalists, took the announcement as an opportunity to disparage the idea of imminent peak 
oil. These writers are aware that should world oil production go into decline within the next decade the world’s 
economy would be in a lot of trouble, not to mention the credibility of those who make a living by forecasting decades 
of growth ahead. Therefore, they eagerly accepted the dubious premise that this one test proves that plenty of oil can 
be found by drilling deeper so long as oil prices remain high enough to support the costs of ultra-deep oil production; 
advanced technology is used to the fullest; and environmental restrictions are lifted. Several pronounced peak oil a 
dead issue. 
 
As the week wore on however, knowledgeable geologists and petroleum engineers began to question all the 
euphoria. First they noted that the Jack No. 2 test was not conducted on a single oil field that might contain 15 billion 
barrels oil. Rather, it was one test of a well in a zone that extends for hundreds of miles under the Gulf of Mexico. 
Whatever producible oil the zone contains will likely be found in numerous smaller deposits. 
A number of wells have already been sunk in the Lower Tertiary. Some were dry holes and a few struck oil bearing 
rock, which may have the potential to produce oil profitably. So far, only a handful of these exploratory wells have 
struck deposits of light oil, which may be possible to produce. Others have struck thicker oils that may be impossible 
to extract from extreme depths at acceptable rates. What seems to be turning up in the deeper waters of the Gulf are 
a series of smaller oil fields — some of which may someday be profitable to produce and some of which probably 
won’t. Extrapolating this situation to a major new discovery that will delay the onset of peak oil is clearly a reach. 
 

To extract oil from 20,000 feet below the surface, where the pressures run to 20,000 pounds per square inch (psi) 
and the temperature of the oil is in the order of 200 degrees centigrade, is going to be a major technical challenge. 
Wells drilled to these depths will cost in the range of $100 million each. To drill and set in place the production 
equipment for one of these fields may cost on the order of $1.5 billion, or more, as the cost of oil production 
equipment is inflating rapidly. 
 

Add to this the problem of what to do with very hot oil and the associated natural gas as it comes flowing to the top of 
a well 7,000 feet under the Gulf and 175 miles from shore. The decision to attempt production from these ultra-deep 
fields will not be taken lightly by the oil companies involved. 
 

Although there are no geopolitical problems or nationalistic governments involved in producing oil from the Gulf of 
Mexico, the fields are right in its center — out where the Category 4 and 5 hurricanes really get wound up. On top of 
this there are questions of how much oil can be extracted from an ultra-deep field with extreme pressures. Although 
the recent test produced 6,000 barrels a day, for a month, a knowledgeable old geologist opined that he would like to 
see a test run for a year or more before committing billions to a whole new regime of oil production. 
 

Assuming that producing oil from the Lower Tertiary turns out to be economically and technically feasible, will new 
production from the region have anything to do with delaying peak oil? The answer an emphatic NO. Knowledgeable 
observers who have commented on the issue agree that even if all goes well, it is unlikely that more than 300-
500,000 b/d of production could come into production from all the possible fields in the Lower Tertiary over the next 
five to seven years. In the meantime, the world will have burned another 150 to 200 billion barrels of oil and US 
production from fields will decline from the current 5 million b/d to somewhere around 4 million b/d. 
 

This suggests that it will take some spectacular and unlikely gains from new production to offset the natural decline 
currently underway in the US. Of still greater concern is production from Mexico’s giant 2 million b/d Cantarell oilfield, 
most of which is exported to the US. Creditable reports suggest that Cantarell is entering very rapid depletion and 
may be producing at a fraction of its current level five years from now. It would be virtually impossible for this level of 
new production from the Lower Tertiary to come online in the next five years.So long as the world continues to 
consume some 31 billion barrels of oil a year, there is still nothing in sight that can forestall imminent peak oil. 
                                                               

                                                                         <><><><><><><><><><><><> 
The Denial Industry 
The Guardian, September 19, 2006 
 
ExxonMobil is the world's most profitable corporation. Its sales now amount to more than $1bn a day. It makes most 
of this money from oil, and has more to lose than any other company from efforts to tackle climate change. To 
safeguard its profits, ExxonMobil needs to sow doubt about whether serious action needs to be taken on climate 
change. But there are difficulties: it must confront a scientific consensus as strong as that which maintains that 
smoking causes lung cancer or that HIV causes Aids. So what's its strategy? 
 
The website Exxonsecrets.org, using data found in the company's official documents, lists 124 organisations that 
have taken money from the company or work closely with those that have. These organisations take a consistent line 
on climate change: that the science is contradictory, the scientists are split, environmentalists are charlatans, liars or 
lunatics, and if governments took action to prevent global warming, they would be endangering the global economy 
for no good reason. The findings these organisations dislike are labelled "junk science". The findings they welcome 
are labelled "sound science". 
 
Among the organisations that have been funded by Exxon are such well-known websites and lobby groups as 



TechCentralStation, the Cato Institute and the Heritage Foundation. Some of those on the list have names that make 
them look like grassroots citizens' organisations or academic bodies: the Centre for the Study of Carbon Dioxide and 
Global Change, for example. One or two of them, such as the Congress of Racial Equality, are citizens' organisations 
or academic bodies, but the line they take on climate change is very much like that of the other sponsored groups. 
While all these groups are based in America, their publications are read and cited, and their staff are interviewed and 
quoted, all over the world. 
 
By funding a large number of organisations, Exxon helps to create the impression that doubt about climate change is 
widespread. For those who do not understand that scientific findings cannot be trusted if they have not appeared in 
peer-reviewed journals, the names of these institutes help to suggest that serious researchers are challenging the 
consensus. 
 
This is not to claim that all the science these groups champion is bogus. On the whole, they use selection, not 
invention. They will find one contradictory study - such as the discovery of tropospheric cooling, which, in a garbled 
form, has been used by Peter Hitchens in the Mail on Sunday - and promote it relentlessly. They will continue to do 
so long after it has been disproved by further work. So, for example, John Christy, the author of the troposphere 
paper, admitted in August 2005 that his figures were incorrect, yet his initial findings are still being circulated and 
championed by many of these groups, as a quick internet search will show you. 
 
But they do not stop there. The chairman of a group called the Science and Environmental Policy Project is Frederick 
Seitz. Seitz is a physicist who in the 1960s was president of the US National Academy of Sciences. In 1998, he wrote 
a document, known as the Oregon Petition, which has been cited by almost every journalist who claims that climate 
change is a myth. 
 
The document reads as follows: "We urge the United States government to reject the global warming agreement that 
was written in Kyoto, Japan, in December 1997, and any other similar proposals. The proposed limits on greenhouse 
gases would harm the environment, hinder the advance of science and technology, and damage the health and 
welfare of mankind. There is no convincing scientific evidence that human release of carbon dioxide, methane, or 
other greenhouse gases is causing or will, in the foreseeable future, cause catastrophic heating of the Earth's 
atmosphere and disruption of the Earth's climate. Moreover, there is substantial scientific evidence that increases in 
atmospheric carbon dioxide produce many beneficial effects upon the natural plant and animal environments of the 
Earth." 
 
Anyone with a degree was entitled to sign it. It was attached to a letter written by Seitz, entitled Research Review of 
Global Warming Evidence. The lead author of the "review" that followed Seitz's letter is a Christian fundamentalist 
called Arthur B Robinson. He is not a professional climate scientist. It was co-published by Robinson's organisation - 
the Oregon Institute of Science and Medicine - and an outfit called the George C Marshall Institute, which has 
received $630,000 from ExxonMobil since 1998. The other authors were Robinson's 22-year-old son and two 
employees of the George C Marshall Institute. The chairman of the George C Marshall Institute was Frederick Seitz. 
 
The paper maintained that: "We are living in an increasingly lush environment of plants and animals as a result of the 
carbon dioxide increase. Our children will enjoy an Earth with far more plant and animal life than that with which we 
now are blessed. This is a wonderful and unexpected gift from the Industrial Revolution." It was printed in the font and 
format of the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences: the journal of the organisation of which Seitz - as he 
had just reminded his correspondents - was once president. 
 
Soon after the petition was published, the National Academy of Sciences released this statement: "The NAS Council 
would like to make it clear that this petition has nothing to do with the National Academy of  Sciences and that the 
manuscript was not published in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences or in any other peer-reviewed 
journal. The petition does not reflect the conclusions of expert reports of the Academy."  But it was too late. Seitz, the 
Oregon Institute and the George C Marshall Institute had already circulated tens of thousands of copies, and the 
petition had established a major presence on the internet. Some 17,000 graduates signed it, the majority of whom 
had no background in climate science. It has been repeatedly cited - by global-warming sceptics such as David 
Bellamy, Melanie Phillips and others - as a petition by climate scientists. It is promoted by the Exxon-sponsored sites 
as evidence that there is no scientific consensus on climate change. 
 
All this is now well known to climate scientists and environmentalists. But what I have discovered while researching 
this issue is that the corporate funding of lobby groups denying that manmade climate change is taking place was 
initiated not by Exxon, or by any other firm directly involved in the fossil fuel industry. It was started by the tobacco 
company Philip Morris. 
 
In December 1992, the US Environmental Protection Agency published a 500-page report called Respiratory Health 
Effects of Passive Smoking. It found that "the widespread exposure to environmental tobacco smoke (ETS) in the 
United States presents a serious and substantial public health impact. In adults: ETS is a human lung carcinogen, 
responsible for approximately 3,000 lung cancer deaths annually in US non-smokers. In children: ETS exposure is 
causally associated with an increased risk of lower respiratory tract infections such as bronchitis and pneumonia. This 
report estimates that 150,000 to 300,000 cases annually in infants and young children up to 18 months of age are 
attributable to ETS." 



Had it not been for the settlement of a major class action against the tobacco companies in the US, we would never 
have been able to see what happened next. But in 1998 they were forced to publish their internal documents and 
post them on the internet. 
 
Within two months of its publication, Philip Morris, the world's biggest tobacco firm, had devised a strategy for dealing 
with the passive-smoking report. In February 1993 Ellen Merlo, its senior vice- president of corporate affairs, sent a 
letter to William I Campbell, Philip Morris's chief executive officer and president, explaining her intentions: "Our 
overriding objective is to discredit the EPA report ..Concurrently, it is our objective to prevent states and cities, as well 
as businesses, from passive-smoking bans." 
 
To this end, she had hired a public relations company called APCO. She had attached the advice it had given her. 
APCO warned that: "No matter how strong the arguments, industry spokespeople are, in and of  
themselves, not always credible or appropriate messengers." 
 
So the fight against a ban on passive smoking had to be associated with other people and other issues. Philip Morris, 
APCO said, needed to create the impression of a "grassroots" movement - one that had been formed spontaneously 
by concerned citizens to fight "overregulation". It should portray the danger of tobacco smoke as just one "unfounded 
fear" among others, such as concerns about pesticides and cellphones. APCO proposed to set up "a national 
coalition intended to educate the media, public officials and the public about the dangers of 'junk science'. Coalition 
will address credibility of government's scientific studies, risk-assessment techniques and misuse of tax dollars ... 
Upon formation of Coalition, key leaders will begin media outreach, eg editorial board tours, opinion articles, and brief 
elected officials in selected states." 
 
APCO would found the coalition, write its mission statements, and "prepare and place opinion articles in key 
markets". For this it required $150,000 for its own fees and $75,000 for the coalition's costs. 
 
By May 1993, as another memo from APCO to Philip Morris shows, the fake citizens' group had a name: the 
Advancement of Sound Science Coalition. It was important, further letters stated, "to ensure that TASSC has a  
diverse group of contributors"; to "link the tobacco issue with other more 'politically correct' products"; and to 
associate scientific studies that cast smoking in a bad light with "broader questions about government research and 
regulations" - such as "global warming", "nuclear waste disposal" and "biotechnology". APCO would engage in the  
"intensive recruitment of high-profile representatives from business and industry, scientists, public officials, and other 
individuals interested in promoting the use of sound science". 
 
By September 1993, APCO had produced a "Plan for the Public Launching of TASSC". The media launch would not 
take place in "Washington, DC or the top media markets of the country. Rather, we suggest creating a series  
of aggressive, decentralised launches in several targeted local and regional markets across the country. This 
approach ... avoids cynical reporters from major media: less reviewing/challenging of TASSC messages." 
 
The media coverage, the public relations company hoped, would enable TASSC to "establish an image of a national 
grassroots coalition". In case the media asked hostile questions, APCO circulated a sheet of answers, drafted by 
Philip Morris. The first question was: 
 
"Isn't it true that Philip Morris created TASSC to act as a front group for it? 
 
"A: No, not at all. As a large corporation, PM belongs to many national, regional, and state business, public policy, 
and legislative organisations. PM has contributed to TASSC, as we have with various groups and corporations across 
the country." 
 
There are clear similarities between the language used and the approaches adopted by Philip Morris and by the 
organisations funded by Exxon. The two lobbies use the same terms, which appear to have been invented by Philip 
Morris's consultants. "Junk science" meant peer-reviewed studies showing that smoking was linked to cancer and 
other diseases. "Sound science" meant studies sponsored by the tobacco industry suggesting that the link was 
inconclusive. Both lobbies recognised that their best chance of avoiding regulation was to challenge the scientific 
consensus. As a memo from the tobacco company Brown and Williamson noted, "Doubt is our product since it is the 
best means of competing with the 'body of fact' that exists in the mind of the general public. It is also the means of 
establishing a controversy." Both industries also sought to distance themselves from their own campaigns, creating 
the impression that they were spontaneous movements of professionals or ordinary citizens: the "grassroots". 
 
But the connection goes further than that. TASSC, the "coalition" created by Philip Morris, was the first and most 
important of the corporate-funded organisations denying that climate change is taking place. It has done more 
damage to the campaign to halt it than any other body. 
 
TASSC did as its founders at APCO suggested, and sought funding from other sources. Between 2000 and 2002 it 
received $30,000 from Exxon. The website it has financed - JunkScience.com - has been the main entrepot  
for almost every kind of climate-change denial that has found its way into the mainstream press. It equates 
environmentalists with Nazis, communists and terrorists. It flings at us the accusations that could justifably be levelled 
against itself: the website claims, for example, that it is campaigning against "faulty scientific data and analysis used  



to advance special and, often, hidden agendas". I have lost count of the number of correspondents who, while 
questioning manmade global warming, have pointed me there. 
 
The man who runs it is called Steve Milloy. In 1992, he started working for APCO - Philip Morris's consultants. While 
there, he set up the JunkScience site. In March 1997, the documents show, he was appointed TASSC's executive 
director. By 1998, as he explained in a memo to TASSC board members, his JunkScience website was was being 
funded by TASSC. Both he and the "coalition" continued to receive money from Philip Morris. An internal document 
dated February 1998 reveals that TASSC took $200,000 from the tobacco company in 1997. Philip Morris's 2001 
budget document records a payment to Steven Milloy of $90,000. Altria, Philip Morris's parent company, admits that  
 
Milloy was under contract to the tobacco firm until at least the end of 2005. 
He has done well. You can find his name attached to letters and articles seeking to discredit passive-smoking studies 
all over the internet and in the academic databases. He has even managed to reach the British Medical Journal: I 
found a letter from him there which claimed that the studies it had reported "do not bear out the hypothesis that 
maternal smoking/ passive smoking increases cancer risk among infants". TASSC paid him $126,000 in 2004 for 15 
hours' work a week. Two other organisations are registered at his address: the Free Enterprise Education Institute 
and the Free Enterprise Action Institute. They have received $10,000 and $50,000 respectively from Exxon. The 
secretary of the Free Enterprise Action Institute is Thomas Borelli. Borelli was the Philip Morris executive who 
oversaw the payments to TASSC. 
 
Milloy also writes a weekly Junk Science column for the Fox News website. Without declaring his interests, he has 
used this column to pour scorn on studies documenting the medical effects of second-hand tobacco smoke and 
showing that climate change is taking place. Even after Fox News was told about the money he had been receiving 
from Philip Morris and Exxon, it continued to employ him, without informing its readers about his interests. 
 
TASSC's headed notepaper names an advisory board of eight people. Three of them are listed by Exxonsecrets.org 
as working for organisations taking money from Exxon. One of them is Frederick Seitz, the man who wrote the 
Oregon Petition, and who chairs the Science and Environmental Policy Project. In 1979, Seitz became a permanent 
consultant to the tobacco company RJ Reynolds. He worked for the firm until at least 1987, for an annual fee of 
$65,000. He was in charge of deciding which medical research projects the company should fund, and handed out 
millions of dollars a year to American universities. The purpose of this funding, a memo from the chairman of RJ 
Reynolds shows, was to "refute the criticisms against cigarettes". An undated note in the Philip Morris archive shows 
that it was planning a "Seitz symposium" with the help of TASSC, in which Frederick Seitz would speak to "40-60 
regulators". 
 
The president of Seitz's Science and Environmental Policy Project is a maverick environmental scientist called S Fred 
Singer. He has spent the past few years refuting evidence for manmade climate change. It was he, for example, who 
published the misleading claim that most of the world's glaciers are advancing, which landed David Bellamy in so 
much trouble when he repeated it last year. He also had connections with the tobacco industry. In March 1993, 
APCO sent a memo to Ellen Merlo, the vice-president of Philip Morris, who had just commissioned it to fight  
the Environmental Protection Agency: "As you know, we have been working with Dr Fred Singer and Dr Dwight Lee, 
who have authored articles on junk science and indoor air quality (IAQ) respectively ..." 
 
Singer's article, entitled Junk Science at the EPA, claimed that "the latest 'crisis' - environmental tobacco smoke - has 
been widely criticised as the most shocking distortion of scientific evidence yet". He alleged that the Environmental 
Protection Agency had had to "rig the numbers" in its report on passive smoking. This was the report that Philip 
Morris and APCO had set out to discredit a month before Singer wrote his article. 
 
I have no evidence that Fred Singer or his organisation have taken money from Philip Morris. But many of the other 
bodies that have been sponsored by Exxon and have sought to repudiate climate change were also funded by the 
tobacco company. Among them are some of the world's best-known "thinktanks": the Competitive Enterprise Institute, 
the Cato Institute, the Heritage Foundation, the Hudson Institute, the Frontiers of Freedom Institute, the Reason 
Foundation and the Independent Institute, as well as George Mason University's Law and Economics Centre. I can't 
help wondering whether there is any aspect of conservative thought in the United States that has not been formed 
and funded by the corporations. 
 
Until I came across this material, I believed that the accusations, the insults and the taunts such people had slung at 
us environmentalists were personal: that they really did hate us, and had found someone who would pay to help them 
express those feelings. Now I realise that they have simply transferred their skills. 
 
While they have been most effective in the United States, the impacts of the climate-change deniers sponsored by 
Exxon and Philip Morris have been felt all over the world. I have seen their arguments endlessly repeated in 
Australia, Canada, India, Russia and the UK. By dominating the media debate on climate change during seven or 
eight critical years in which urgent international talks should have been taking place, by constantly seeding doubt 
about the science just as it should have been most persuasive, they have justified the money their sponsors have 
spent on them many times over. It is fair to say that the professional denial industry has delayed effective global 
action on climate change by years, just as it helped to delay action against the tobacco companies. 
This is an edited extract from Heat, by George Monbiot, published by Allen Lane. To order a copy for 16.99 with 



free UK p&p (rrp 17.99), go to Guardian.co.uk/bookshop or call 0870 836 0875. 
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At what price progress?   Staff Reporter: MURRAY WHYTE    September. 23, 2006 
<http://www.thestar.com/NASApp/cs/ContentServer?pagename=thestar/Layout/Article_Type1&c=Article&cid=1158961810919&call_
pageid=968332188492&col=968793972154&t=TS_Home> 

  
Fort McKay, Alta.-From its source at the ancient glacier that bears its name, the Athabasca River tumbles down from 
the Rocky Mountains in Jasper and into the valley it has carved over the millennia, its icy waters rushing east and 
north through the foothills and high Alberta plains.... Halfway on its journey north to Lake Athabasca, the river rushes  
through the most rapidly-industrializing place on Earth: the oil sands.  This river, of glacial water, is bound for the 
muskegs and fens of the Athabasca delta, crashes into the modern priorities of the new West: the stampede for 
wealth. The river's bounty the makes it all possible. 
 
Along the river's edge, existing oil-sands operations and approved developments siphon 349 million cubic metres of 
the river's flow each year - roughly the amount of water used by Calgary and Edmonton annually combined - to 
extract heavy crude oil from the black muck that holds it. Including other projects awaiting approval, that allocation 
swells to 529 million cubic metres. "I don't think anybody who thinks about this realistically can believe it's 
sustainable," says David Schindler, the pre-eminent scholar on ecological policy and hydrology at the University of 
Alberta.  Schindler’s 30-year study on the river's flow level shows a disquieting trend: a decline in volume of 30 per 
cent over that span. And the river's banks have receded by nearly two metres over that time. 
 
But, to free the crude oil, as many as 4 1/2 barrels of water are needed to yield a single barrel of oil. The leftover 
petrochemical brew, too toxic to be returned to the river, accumulates in tailing ponds with a combined surface area 
of 50 square kilometres, visible from space, that have been growing for decades.  Operators like Suncor and 
Syncrude, oil sands pioneers, have learned to do more with less, recycling water and taking only a portion of what 
their licences permit.... But that's as much a result of necessity as it is conservation: In 1995, the National Oil Sands 
Task Force laid out a growth plan to reach 1 million barrels per day by 2020. That target has already been passed: 
The oil sands today produces 1.2 million barrels every day. As new projects come online, according to the task force, 
that number will triple in 15 years, and grow fivefold in 25.  Estimates put the known reserves at close to 179 billion 
barrels - second-largest on Earth, after Saudi Arabia. 
 
In the next 10 years, oil companies from Europe, India, China and the U.S., will spend another $70 billion digging up 
the oily black ground. An open pit nearly 3,000 square kilometres in size will grow, swallowing streams, wetlands and 
boreal forest, razing habitat for fish, birds and woodland caribou.  That dimension is only the surface. The proportion 
of oil sands accessible from ground level is less than 10% The rest of the bitumen - the term for the oil-saturated 
muck - is deep underground. Companies have a number of methods to extract it, like injecting superheated oxygen or 
steam as deep as 300 metres below to boil the oil free.  Millions of cubic metres of river water, thick with toxic by-
products like naphthenic acid, bubble and build in the ponds, never to be returned. According to the U.S. Department 
of the Interior, Syncrude's dam, which holds back nearly three decades of waste water, is the second-largest on Earth 
after the Three Gorges Dam in China. 
 
Alberta's environment minister, Guy Boutilier, says he's "comfortable with the framework we have for the Athabasca." 
But Schindler calls it "an old Alberta trick: If you don't have data, you can't say there's a problem."  In just a few years, 
the Fort McMurray area has become the largest source of carbon dioxide emissions in Canada. By 2015, it's 
estimated the town - projected population 100,000 - will emit more greenhouse gases than the entire nation of 
Denmark, population 5.4 million. 
 
The development is creating vast wealth in the province, both for individuals and governments. In 1998, the provincial 
government, through its oil sands royalty program, collected $197 million. Next year, that figure will be $1.7 billion.  
But many have started to wonder at what cost. A government proposal last year to prioritize oil sands development 
over all other issues in the north - education, health care, environment - was met with such a public backlash that it 
was scrapped.  
                                                            <><><><><><><><><><><><> 

Technocracy’s Definition of a Criminal:  Any human being, with predatory instincts, and 
insufficient capital to start a Corporation. 
 
 


