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Dear Reader,
This report is 

going to change 
our lives for the 
next 10 to 12 
years and deter-
mine the fate of 
the Earth. It’s so 
important that 
I’m publishing 
the whole report 

for those of you who feel like looking at 
it or even reading it. I was confused by 
some things so asked my friend, climate 
scientist, and GBC board member Dr. 
Michael Mann to help me out, which he 
did graciously and quickly. I’ve put in 
three of his excellent books in case you 
want to do even more reading.

I set aside one week to do this, my very 
first special edition in the past 10 years, 
so those of you who are waiting for me 
to publish your stories, have no fear, I’m 
still on schedule to do that starting with 
our December issue. Since I got the No-
vember issue done so early, it seemed 
silly to start the one for December before 
it’s even November. Please be patient. I’ll 
start working with you next week. Also, 
please remember that I work my paying 
job on weekends and can’t answer emails 
or Facebook posts very quickly then.

So, here is a unique publication for 
you to share with your friends and fam-
ily. I find it ironical that I’ve been pub-
lishing newspapers for 10 years past and 
this issue will determine my life for the 
future 10 years. Gee, I’ll be 83 by then = 
YIKES!

In the meantime and until 2028, carry 
on with your own wonderful projects 
with renewed vigor, stamina, and deter-
mination to succeed. I will support and 
encourage you in any way possible. 

For the Earth Always,

Iona
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What is The Go-Back Club all about?
We want to change people’s hearts. Our 

members live simply (or try to) so that our 
collective carbon footprint grows smaller and 
smaller every day. We are working toward a 
common goal of reducing our individual im-
pacts on climate change to protect future gen-
erations and all life. 

Who are we trying to attract?
We hope to reach people who are concerned 

about global warming and realize that they are 
part of the problem but don’t know what to 
do. We invite them to join our Club. Please tell 
your family and friends about us. They can go 
to www.gobackclub.org to learn more.

What are we trying to achieve?
Our members are part of the global move-

ment of people who know that global warming 
is an immediate threat and who want to prevent 
further harm and even reverse the situation. 

We look to others for inspiration.
People are “like a blind man walking ran-

domly toward a cliff. The only thing that 
will save him is to go backwards.” Michael 
Mann (GBC board memeber, climate scien-
tist, member of the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change), told us aa couple of 
years ago referring to tipping points on a visit 
to Penn State, where Mann is director of the 
Earth Systems Science Center  

“Our life is frittered away by detail. Sim-
plify, simplify, simplify! Simplicity of life and 
elevation of purpose.” Henry David Thoreau

Please send me your stories and photos. I 
rely on our members’ contributions. I’m not 
looking for ugly. I’m not looking for dark. I’m 
not looking for hatred. I’m looking for the op-
posites to help raise our readers’ spirits. There 

is enough ugly and dark and hateful in the 
world. This newspaper provides an antidote 
– BEAUTY, LIGHT, LOVE. (Funny is OK, 
too!)

Thank you for sending me your material for 
consideration. 

Guidelines for Submissions
I love learning about wonderful projects 

around the world. At the moment, I’m having 
trouble keeping up but I’ll publish yours  as 
soon as I can. It takes quite a bit of work to get 
everything right. 

Please send stories directly via email to ion-
aconner@pa.net and include jpg photos with 
captions and photo credits. Don’t worry about 
grammar or punctuation; I proofread and edit 
everything without changing the content. 

It’s very hard for me to work on Facebook, 
although I find many great stories there. That’s 
why I want you to send everything to me 
through email. I often will ask questions  on Fa-
cebook after I receive your material, but that’s 
not how I want to receive your work initially. 

Thank you.

        What on Earth is The Go-Back Club? 
A Simple-Living/Action Brigade

        
Our Motto: Use it up, wear it out, make it do or do without.

Fair Use Law: http://copyright.gov/fair-use/more-info.html
Fair use is a legal doctrine that promotes 

freedom of expression by permitting the un-
licensed use of copyright-protected works 
in certain circumstances. Section 107 of the 
Copyright Act provides the statutory frame-
work for determining whether something is a 
fair use and identifies certain types of uses—
such as criticism, comment, news report-
ing, teaching, scholarship, and research—as 
examples of activities that may qualify as fair 
use.  Section 107 calls for consideration of the 
following four factors in evaluating a question 
of fair use:

(1) Purpose and character of the use, in-
cluding whether the use is of a commercial 
nature or is for nonprofit educational pur-
poses:  Courts look at how the party claiming 
fair use is using the copyrighted work and are 
more likely to find that nonprofit educational 
and noncommercial uses are fair.  This does 
not mean, however, that all nonprofit educa-
tion and noncommercial uses are fair and all 

commercial uses are not fair; instead, courts 
will balance the purpose and character of the 
use against the other factors below.  Addition-
ally, “transformative” uses are more likely to be 
considered fair.  Transformative uses are those 
that add something new, with a further pur-
pose or different character, and do not substi-
tute for the original use of the work.

(2) Nature of the copyrighted work:  This 
factor analyzes the degree to which the work 
that was used relates to copyright’s purpose of 
encouraging creative expression. . . . 

(3) Amount and substantiality of the 
portion used in relation to the copyrighted 
work as a whole:  Under this factor, courts 
look at both the quantity and quality of the 
copyrighted material that was used. If the use 
includes a large portion of the copyrighted 
work, fair use is less likely to be found; if the 
use employs only a small amount of copyright-
ed material, fair use is more likely. . . . 

(4) Effect of the use upon the poten-
tial market for or value of the copyrighted 
work:  Here, courts review whether, and to 
what extent, the unlicensed use harms the 
existing or future market for the copyright 
owner’s original work. In assessing this factor, 
courts consider whether the use is hurting the 
current market for the original work (for exam-
ple, by displacing sales of the original) and/or 
whether the use could cause substantial harm 
if it were to become widespread. . . . 

Please note that the Copyright Office is un-
able to provide specific legal advice to individ-
ual members of the public about questions of 
fair use.  See 37 C.F.R. 201.2(a)(3). For fur-
ther information, see https://www.copyright.
gov/fair-use/more-info.html.

Fair Use Logo
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IPCC PRESS RELEASE  
 

8 October 2018  
 
Summary for Policymakers of IPCC Special Report on Global Warming of 1.5ºC approved by 

governments 
 
INCHEON, Republic of Korea, 8 Oct - Limiting global warming to 1.5ºC would require rapid, far-
reaching and unprecedented changes in all aspects of society, the IPCC said in a new assessment. 
With clear benefits to people and natural ecosystems, limiting global warming to 1.5ºC compared to 
2ºC could go hand in hand with ensuring a more sustainable and equitable society, the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) said on Monday.  
 
The Special Report on Global Warming of 1.5ºC was approved by the IPCC on Saturday in Incheon, 
Republic of Korea. It will be a key scientific input into the Katowice Climate Change Conference in 
Poland in December, when governments review the Paris Agreement to tackle climate change.  
 
“With more than 6,000 scientific references cited and the dedicated contribution of thousands of 
expert and government reviewers worldwide, this important report testifies to the breadth and policy 
relevance of the IPCC,” said Hoesung Lee, Chair of the IPCC. 
 
Ninety-one authors and review editors from 40 countries prepared the IPCC report in response to 
an invitation from the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) when it 
adopted the Paris Agreement in 2015. 
 
The report’s full name is Global Warming of 1.5°C, an IPCC special report on the impacts of global 
warming of 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels and related global greenhouse gas emission pathways, 
in the context of strengthening the global response to the threat of climate change, sustainable 
development, and efforts to eradicate poverty.  
 
“One of the key messages that comes out very strongly from this report is that we are already 
seeing the consequences of 1°C of global warming through more extreme weather, rising sea levels 
and diminishing Arctic sea ice, among other changes,” said Panmao Zhai, Co-Chair of IPCC 
Working Group I.  
 
The report highlights a number of climate change impacts that could be avoided by limiting global 
warming to 1.5ºC compared to 2ºC, or more. For instance, by 2100, global sea level rise would be 
10 cm lower with global warming of 1.5°C compared with 2°C. The likelihood of an Arctic Ocean 
free of sea ice in summer would be once per century with global warming of 1.5°C, compared with 
at least once per decade with 2°C. Coral reefs would decline by 70-90 percent with global warming 
of 1.5°C, whereas virtually all (> 99 percent) would be lost with 2ºC. 
 
“Every extra bit of warming matters, especially since warming of 1.5ºC or higher increases the risk 
associated with long-lasting or irreversible changes, such as the loss of some ecosystems,” said 
Hans-Otto Pörtner, Co-Chair of IPCC Working Group II.  
 
Limiting global warming would also give people and ecosystems more room to adapt and remain 
below relevant risk thresholds, added Pörtner. The report also examines pathways available to limit 
warming to 1.5ºC, what it would take to achieve them and what the consequences could be.  

Source: https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2018/10/special-climate-report-1-5oc-is-possible-but-requires-unprecedent-
ed-and-urgent-action/
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“The climate crisis is here and 
already impacting the most 
vulnerable,” notes 350.org’s 
program director. “Staying 

under 1.5ºC is now a matter 
of political will.”

By Jessica Corbett
Common Dreams: October 8, 2018

 
Underscoring the need for “rapid, far-

reaching, and unprecedented” changes to 
life as we know it to combat the global cli-
mate crisis, a new report from the Intergov-
ernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 
– the United Nations’ leading body for cli-
mate science – details what the world could 
look like if the global temperature rises to 
1.5°C versus 2°C (2.7°F versus 3.6°F) above 
pre-industrial levels, and outlines pathways 
to reducing greenhouse gas emissions in the 
context of sustainable development and ef-
forts to eradicate poverty.

“Climate change represents an urgent 
and potentially irreversible threat to hu-
man societies and the planet,” the report 
reads. “Human-induced warming has al-
ready reached about 1°C (1.8°F) above pre-
industrial levels at the time of writing of this 
Special Report... If the current warming rate 
continues, the world would reach human-
induced global warming of 1.5°C around 
2040.”

Approved by the IPCC in South Korea 
on Saturday ahead of COP24 in Poland in 
December, Global Warming of 1.5°C was 
produced by 91 authors and reviewers from 
40 countries. Its release has elicited calls to 
action from climate campaigners and poli-
cymakers the world over.

“This is a climate emergency. The IPCC 
1.5 Report starkly illustrates the difference 
between temperature rises of 1.5°C and 2°C 
– for many around the world this is a matter 
of life and death,” declared Karin Nansen, 
chair of Friends of the Earth International. 
“It is crucial to keep temperature rise well 
below 1.5 degrees without offsetting, car-
bon markets, and geoengineering, but the 
evidence presented by the IPCC shows that 
there is a narrow and shrinking window in 
which to do so.”

The report was requested when the in-
ternational community came together in 
December of 2015 for the Paris agreement, 

which aims to keep global warming within 
this century “well below” 2°C, with an ul-
timate target of 1.5°C. President Donald 
Trump’s predecessor supported the accord, 
but Trump has vowed to withdraw the Unit-
ed States, even as every other nation on the 
planet has pledged their support for it. In 
many cases, however, sworn support hasn’t 
led to effective policy. 

 “It’s a fresh reminder, if one was needed, 
that current emissions reduction pledges 
are not enough to meet the long-term goals 
of the Paris Agreement. Indeed, they are not 
enough for any appropriately ambitious tem-
perature target, given what we know about 
dangerous climate impacts already unfold-
ing even at lower temperature thresholds,” 
Rachel Cleetus, lead economist and climate 
policy manager for the Union of Concerned 
Scientists, wrote ahead of its release.

“The policy implications of the report are 
obvious: We need to implement a suite of 
policies to sharply limit carbon emissions 
and build climate resilience, and we must do 
all this is in a way that prioritizes equitable 
outcomes particularly for the world’s poor 
and marginalized communities,” Cleetus 
added.

“We want a just transition to a clean en-
ergy system that benefits people, not corpo-
rations,” Nansen emphasized. “Only with a 
radical transformation of our energy, food, 
and economic systems, embracing environ-
mental, social, gender, and economic jus-
tice, can we prevent climate catastrophe and 

temperature rises exceeding 1.5°C.”
“The science in the IPCC Report on 1.5°C 

speaks for itself. Staying under 1.5ºC is now 
a matter of political will,” responded 350.
org program director Payal Parekh. “The 
climate crisis is here and already impacting 
the most vulnerable and the least respon-
sible for creating it. The only way to achieve 
it is to stop all fossil fuel extraction and re-
direct the massive resources currently spent 
on the fossil fuel economy towards the re-
newable energy transition.”

The report’s key findings – outlined in the 
Summary for Policymakers(pdf) – include:

• Climate models project robust differ-
ences in regional climate characteristics 
between present-day and global warming 
of 1.5°C, and between 1.5°C and 2°C. These 
differences include increases in: mean tem-
perature in most land and ocean regions, 
hot extremes in most inhabited regions, 
heavy precipitation in several regions, and 
the probability of drought and precipitation 
deficits in some regions.

• Climate-related risks to health, liveli-
hoods, food security, water supply, human 
security, and economic growth are project-
ed to increase with global warming of 1.5°C 
and increase further with 2°C.

• Pathways limiting global warming to 
1.5°C with no or limited overshoot would 
require rapid and far-reaching transitions 
in energy, land, urban and infrastructure 
(including transport and buildings), and 

UN Experts Warn of ‘Climate 
Catastrophe’ by 2040 Without ‘Rapid’ 
and ‘Unprecedented’ Global Action

Photo: @IPCC_CH/Twitter
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change held a press conference on its new report in South Korea on 
Monday, October 8, 2018. 

IPCC continued on next page
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industrial systems. These systems transi-
tions are unprecedented in terms of scale, 
but not necessarily in terms of speed, and 
imply deep emissions reductions in all sec-
tors, a wide portfolio of mitigation options, 
and a significant upscaling of investments 
in those options.

• All pathways that limit global warm-
ing to 1.5°C with limited or no overshoot 
project the use of carbon dioxide removal 
(CDR).

• Limiting the risks from global warm-
ing of 1.5°C in the context of sustainable 
development and poverty eradication im-

plies system transitions that can be enabled 
by an increase of adaptation and mitigation 
investments, policy instruments, the accel-
eration of technological innovation, and be-
havior changes.

• Strengthening the capacities for climate 
action of national and sub-national authori-
ties, civil society, the private sector, indig-
enous peoples, and local communities can 
support the implementation of ambitious 
actions implied by limiting global warming 
to 1.5°C. International cooperation can pro-
vide an enabling environment for this to be 
achieved in all countries and for all people, 

in the context of sustainable development.
International cooperation is a critical en-

abler for developing countries and vulner-
able regions.

This work is licensed under a Creative 
Commons Attribution-Share Alike 3.0 License

Source: https://www.commondreams.
org/news/2018/10/08/un-experts-warn-
climate-catastrophe-2040-without-rapid-
and-unprecedented-global
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What’s Not in the Latest Terrifying IPCC 

Report? New Research on Climate Tipping Points
By Jon Queally
Common Dreams: October 9, 2018 

[NOTE FROM THE EDITOR: Climate Sci-
entist Michael Mann, mentioned in this ar-
ticle, is a GBC Board member and friend.]

If the latest warnings contained in Mon-
day’s report by the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change (IPCC) – which includ-
ed pronouncements that the world has less 
than 12 years to drastically alter course to 
avoid the worst impacts of human-caused 
global warming and that nothing less than 
keeping all fossil fuels in the ground is the 
solution to avoid future calamities – have 
you at all frightened or despondent, experts 
responding to the report have a potentially 
unwelcome message for your already over-
burdened heart and mind: It’s very likely 
even worse than you’re being told.

After the report’s publication there were 
headlines like: “We have 12 years to act on 
climate change before the world as we know 
it is lost. How much more urgent can it 
get?” and “Science pronounces its verdict: 
World to be doomed at 2°C, less dangerous 
at 1.5°C,” and “A major new climate report 
slams the door on wishful thinking.”

But as Jamie Henn, co-founder and pro-
gram director for the international climate 
group 350.org, stated in a tweet on Tuesday, 
the “scariest thing about the IPCC Report” 
is the fact that “it’s the watered down, con-
sensus version. The latest science is much, 
much, much more terrifying.”

Henn was actually responding to Penn 
State University climate scientist Michael 
Mann who was pushing back against those 
criticizing the IPCC report as too “alarm-
ist” in its declarations and warnings. “If 
anything,” Professor Mann declared, “it is 
the opposite. Once again, with their latest 
report, they have been overly conservative 
(ie. erring on the side of understating/un-
derestimating the problem).”

This is very possibly true and there is 
much scientific data and argument backing 
this up. As Henn and Mann both indicate, 
the IPCC report is based on the consensus 
view of the hundreds of scientists who make 
up the IPCC – and it’s been consistently true 
that some of the most recent (and increas-
ingly worrying) scientific findings have not 
yet found enough support to make it into 
these major reports which rely on near-
unanimous agreement.

According to Durwood Zaelke, founder 
of the Institute for Governance and Sustain-
able Development, speaking to the Guard-
ian in the wake of the latest IPCC report, 

it “fails to focus on the weakest link in the 
climate chain: the self-reinforcing feedbacks 
which, if allowed to continue, will accelerate 
warming and risk cascading climate tipping 
points and runaway warming.”

In August, as Common Dreams reported, 
research published by Johan Rockström, and 
his colleagues at the Stockholm Resilience 
Centre in Sweden, found that it is precisely 
these feedback loops and tipping points that 
should most frighten and concern human-
ity. While nascent and not conclusive in its 
findings – two of the reasons you won’t find 
it referenced in the IPCC Report – the study 
warned that humanity may be just 1°C away 
from creating a series of dynamic feedback 
loops that could push the world into a cli-
mate scenario not seen since the dawn of the 
Helocene Period, nearly 12,000 years ago.

Quoted in Tuesday’s Guardian article 
about the dangers of ignoring potential 
tipping points, Nobel prize laureate Mario 
Molina, who shared the award for chemis-
try in 1995 for his work on ozone depletion, 
said, “The IPCC report demonstrates that it 
is still possible to keep the climate relatively 
safe, provided we muster an unprecedented 
level of cooperation, extraordinary speed, 
and heroic scale of action. But even with its 
description of the increasing impacts that 
lie ahead, the IPCC understates a key risk: 
that self-reinforcing feedback loops could 
push the climate system into chaos before 
we have time to tame our energy system and 
the other sources of climate pollution.”

The purpose of recognizing the terrifying 
predictions is not to instill fear, however, 

climate campaigners and advocates for bold 
solutions say.

In a paper authored last year titled “Lead-
ing the Public into Emergency Mode: A 
New Strategy for the Climate Movement”, 
Margaret Klein Salamon writes that while 
a World War II-style mobilization is nec-
essary to achieve the kind of emission cuts 
and energy transformation that science now 
mandates, understanding the stakes does 
not necessarily mean being debilitated by 
that knowledge. In an op-ed for Common 
Dreams, she argued that, “Intense, but not 
paralyzing, fear combined with maximum 
hope can actually lead people and groups 
into a state of peak performance. We can 
rise to the challenge of our time and dedi-
cate ourselves to become heroic messen-
gers and change-makers.”

And as Rajiv Sicora, senior manager of 
research for The Leap, wrote to his group’s 
supporters in an email, “This is not the time 
to turn away, whether in fear or in active 
denial of the facts. This is a time to use our 
fear as fuel because the report also makes 
clear that the worst effects of global warm-
ing can still be prevented, and the urgency 
of transformative change should excite and 
empower all of us who are fighting for jus-
tice anyway.”

This work is licensed under a Creative 
Commons Attribution-Share Alike 3.0 License

Source: https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2018/10/09/whats-not-latest-terrify-
ing-ipcc-report-much-much-much-more-
terrifying-new-research

Photo: David McNew/Getty Images
A burned truck and structures are seen at the Butte Fire on September 13, 2015 near San Andreas, 
California. California governor Jerry Brown has declared a state of  emergency in Amador and Calaveras 
Counties, where the 100-square-mile wildfire has burned scores of  structures so far and is threatening 6,400 
in the historic Gold Country of  the Sierra Nevada foothills.
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Email from Fossil Free News: October 13, 2018

A month on from the mass #RiseforCli-
mate mobilizations around the world, we’re 
seeing public discourse turn back to climate 
change this week. A new United Nations re-
port, detailing the dangers of a world above 
1.5˚C of warming, has just been published 
– and it’s a tough wake up call. 

All over, people are speaking out about 
what the new report on 1.5 means – that sci-
ence itself necessitates an end to fossil fuels 
as fast as we possibly can. 

This has the potential to be a turning 
point. People everywhere are waking up to 
the fact that a livable world is a Fossil Free 
world. Wherever you are, you can help de-

liver this urgent message to local leaders 
and encourage them to go Fossil Free.

In the meantime, catch up on what’s been 
happening in the Fossil Free movement 
globally the past two weeks.

 In Incheon, South Korea last week, scien-
tists and politicians gathered to hammer out 
a Summary of the new Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) report. It 
details the differences between 1.5˚C and 2˚C 
of warming – and how we’re currently not on 
track to hit either. As serious as our situation 
is, scientists insist it’s still technically possible 
to limit warming to 1.5˚C, but it’ll require an 
unprecedented scale of change. 

The news is sparking groups everywhere 
to organize report deliveries to local targets 

and other actions to relay the ur-
gent need to get off fossil fuels. 
Some have already happened in 
places like Japan (above) and Bra-
zil, where activists in Rio de Jani-
ero protested outside an oil and 
gas auction on September 28. 

Across Asia, we’ve seen com-
mitments piling up to get rid of 
coal once and for all. First, Japan’s 
Marubeni, one of the world’s 
biggest power plant developers, 
announced they won’t invest in 
any new coal-fired power plants. 
Then Standard Chartered, one of 
the biggest coal investors globally, 
said goodbye. And late last week, 
two government-run pension 
funds in South Korea committed 
to end coal investment.  All this 

is thanks to work from the movement – like 
those putting out the Cool Bank awards in 
Japan. It represents huge progress as Asia 
is the region where the world’s dirtiest fos-
sil fuel is expanding fastest. This testimony 
from a community suffering pollution from 
a nearby coal plant in Bataan, the Philip-
pines shows just what’s at stake. 

In Germany, forced evacuations have 
spurred powerful acts of international soli-
darity supporting the movement to save 
Hambach, a beautiful 12,000-year-old for-
est which is threatened by the expansion of 
one of Europe’s biggest source of CO2 emis-
sions: Hambach lignite coal mine. After a 
court finally ordered an injunction to stop 
the evacuation of the Forest Protectors on 
Friday, 50,000 people turned up Saturday to 
march in support. It’s a big win – but now 
Germany needs to take the next step and 
end coal for good.  

Two weeks ago, just ahead of the Nobel 
Prize announcements, activists outside the 
Nobel museum in Stockholm, Sweden re-
minded the Nobel Foundation that it’s time 
to clean up their act and divest. The Foun-
dation, which delivers the famous annual 
prize, still invests in fossil fuels – despite the 
fact that over 115,000 people from around 
the world have signed on to the group’s peti-
tion to Divest Nobel.

 “When there is a Pacific rugby test, why 
is it that we can fill the seats with 19,000 
supporters? How do we figure how to gather 
that same support for the work that the Pa-
cific Climate Warriors do?”

People Around the World React to IPCC Report

Reactions continued on next  page
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The Pacific Climate warriors have been vis-
iting Australia to share their realities in the 
Pacific dealing with the impacts of climate 
change right now. In Sydney, they visited the 
Cronulla Sharks Rugby club to try to connect 
their work to a much wider audience. It’s part 
of their Pacific Pawa Frontline Truths story-
telling tour that’s wrapping up this week.  

 SolarXL puts solar arrays along the path 

of the proposed route of Keystone XL pipe-
line. They recently finished the third solar 
installation in Naper, Nebraska. As a partic-
ipating landowner along the route exclaims, 
“Five years later we’re still here and the 
pipeline isn’t!” Watch and share the video 
at https://www.facebook.com/350.org/vid-
eos/687676918285932/

The IPCC report on how we stay below 

1.5˚C is creating an important shift in pub-
lic debate right now. It’s a key time to help 
push forward the Fossil Free movement’s de-
mands and make sure those in power under-
stand what the science is really saying: that 
we need to get off fossil fuels, right now. 

If you have not found your local action to 
deliver the report yet, find or register one at 
https://350.org/1-5c/.  It’s easy to do. 
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Source: https://gofossilfree.org/fossil-free-news-a-rare-moment/
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Photos Courtesy Fossil Free News
Solar XL: Third Installation in Nebraska. Watch an exciting, inspiring, 2-minute, 13-second YouTube at https://youtu.be/1JNNs4I2GbA. A coalition of  
Indians, ranchers, farmers, and landowners fought back against the Keystone XL pipeline and won. This was a crowdfunded project. [NOTE FROM THE EDI-
TOR: I had tears in my eyes by the end of  it. Please take two minutes out of  your life to watch this if  you have enough electricity and battery.]
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The world can achieve slower 
climate warming, 

preventing temperatures from 
rising by more than 1.5˚C, 

a global scientific panel says. 
But time is short.

By Alex Kirby
Climate News Network email: October 8, 2018

LONDON, United Kingdom – The good 
news from the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) is that slower cli-
mate warming is still within reach. With 
an enormous and united effort, it says, the 
world is certainly still capable of keeping 
global temperatures from increasing by 
more than 1.5˚C over historic levels (they’ve 
already risen by over 1˚C).

The more worrying findings in the IPCC’s 
report, described by one scientist as “historic”, 
show that the impacts of even 1.5˚C of warm-
ing are far greater than previously thought, 
and that the problem is far more urgent than 
most governments have acknowledged.

The IPCC, set up 30 years ago, assesses 
the science related to climate change, its im-
pacts and potential future risks, and possi-
ble response options, to provide a scientific 
base to help governments to decide policy.

Its conclusions are published in the Pan-
el’s Special Report on Global Warming of 
1.5°C, which says limiting global warming 
to 1.5ºC would require rapid and far-reach-
ing changes in all aspects of society of a sort 
not yet seen.

One British IPCC scientist, Jim Skea, 
said, “Limiting warming to 1.5ºC is possible 
within the laws of chemistry and physics 
but doing so would require unprecedented 
changes.”

“Act now, because it’s almost too late! ... 
We have to phase out CO2 emissions com-
pletely.”

In one cautionary section, the report 
warns that letting the global temperature 
temporarily exceed 1.5ºC would require 
more reliance on techniques that remove 
CO2 from the air to return it to below 1.5ºC 
by 2100. “The effectiveness of such tech-
niques is unproven at large scale”, it says 
judiciously.

But the report says there is plenty of ac-
tion that will help. “Every extra bit of warm-
ing matters, especially since warming of 
1.5ºC or higher increases the risk associated 
with long-lasting or irreversible changes, 
such as the loss of some ecosystems,” said 
Hans-Otto Pörtner of the IPCC’s Working 
Group II.

For instance, the report says, by 2100 
global sea level rise would be 10 cm lower 
with global warming of 1.5°C compared 
with 2°C. The likelihood of an Arctic Ocean 
free of sea ice in summer would be once per 
century with 1.5°C, compared with at least 
once per decade with 2°C.

The 1.5ºC limit was accepted as a goal 
by 195 governments in 2015 in the Paris 
Agreement, which committed them to work 
to keep temperatures “well below” the 2°C 
previously agreed, and to pursue efforts to 
limit the increase to 1.5°C.

The IPCC’s report has been widely wel-
comed. Climate Analytics is a global re-
search organization whose scientists have 
contributed widely to the literature used by 
the IPCC and who also advise small island 
developing states and least developed coun-
tries on climate change. It says the IPCC has 
shown that it is “definitely still feasible to 
hold warming to that level” [1.5ºC].

Hopeful Message
Bill Hare, the CEO of Climate Analytics, 

said, “We welcome the conclusions of this 
historic report, one that should give the 
international community not just a wake-
up call, but also hope that we can avoid 
the most devastating impacts of climate 
change.”

He said the report was “very clear in its 
confirmation that wide-ranging impacts of 
climate change will be much worse at 2˚C of 
warming than at 1.5˚C. This report shows 
the longer we leave it to act, the more dif-
ficult, the more expensive, and the more 
dangerous it will be.”

The report says renewable energy must 
make up half of the global energy mix by 
2050, and coal needs to be out of the power 
sector altogether by then. Carbon dioxide 
emissions must be halved by 2030 and reach 
zero by 2050.

“The advantages of early action are 
made stark in this report – especially re-
garding the sustainable development ben-
efits, around poverty alleviation, health, 
and access to clean energy,” said Hare.

“It is clear that governments must be 
preparing now to commit to much stron-
ger 2030 targets under the Paris Agree-
ment that need to be submitted by all 
governments no later than 2020, and they 
have to ditch coal.”

Complete CO2 Phase-Out
Niklas Höhne of the NewClimate Insti-

tute is an author of the IPCC ‘s Fourth and 
Fifth Assessment reports. He says the IPCC 
Report sends a clear message to policymak-
ers: “Act now, because it’s almost too late! 

Fulfilling the 1.5°C limit is extremely diffi-
cult, but not impossible. We have to phase 
out CO2 emissions completely.”

Limiting warming to 1.5 °C is technically 
and economically feasible and, properly im-
plemented, it can contribute to sustainable 
development, he says – but only if all join 
forces. Almost every area of life will have 
to be turned upside down: how we live, eat, 
move around, what we consume.

Accurately, as regular readers of the Cli-
mate News Network will recognize, Pro-
fessor Höhne points out that the report 
contains nothing new: it sums up what has 
already been published. But it does it stark-
ly, in black and white.

The IPCC’s Fourth Assessment Report, 
published in 2007, and its Fifth (2013), both 
expected a probable temperature rise by 
2100 of up to 4°C. Less than a year ago, one 
leading climatologist suggested that was too 
optimistic. Ken Caldeira, an atmospheric 
scientist at the Carnegie Institution for 
Science, said there was a 93% chance that 
global warming would exceed 4°C by the 
century’s end.

The IPCC reminds us that 2100 is really 
quite close. Even its mix of rigorous science 
with unambiguous explanation of what it 
will bring is familiar. We have been here be-
fore. But this report leaves us with less room 
than ever for doubt. 

Contact info@climatenewsnetwork.net 
if you’d like to get on their email list.

Source: https://climatenewsnetwork.net/
slower-climate-warming-is-still-possible/

Slower Climate Warming is Still Possible 

When the waves 
close over me, I 

dive down to fish 
for pearls.

- Masha Kaleko -

Please share our 
newspaper with everyone 

you know who cares about 
the future. They can read 

more and sign up to be on 
our monthly email list at 

www.gobackclub.org. 

Thank you!
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By Jon Queally
Common Dreams: October 11, 2018 

As Floridians and Georgians in the U.S. 
wake up, as just the latest global victims of the 
kind of storm that scientists say will become 
only more frequent and powerful in years 
ahead as the Earth’s temperature continues to 
climb, international advocates for aggressive 
climate action announced plans to directly 
rally political leaders and decision-makers 
around the world to “wake up,” end their sup-
port for the fossil fuel industry, and urgently 
usher in an era of dramatic and urgent trans-
formation “before it’s too late.”

By hand-delivering the latest report from 
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC), released earlier this week, 
to local and national leaders worldwide, 
members and allies of 350.org aim to make 
sure that no politician or institution of pow-
er can escape the “hard truths” put forth by 
the world’s scientific community: that there 
is only a small window left to institute radi-
cal change to the way humanity produces 
and consumes energy and that leaving the 
remaining oil, coal, and gas reserves in the 
ground is essential if catastrophic warming 
is to be avoided.

“The fossil fuel industry is knowingly 
causing the climate crisis,” said Payal Parekh, 
350.org’s program director, of the IPCC re-

port and the group’s effort.
“The scientific and economic case for a 

global transition away from fossil fuels is 
stronger than ever,” Parekh added, “yet na-
tional governments, financial institutions, 
and other centers of economic and political 
power keep propping up this polluting in-
dustry. The IPCC Special Report on 1.5°C 
makes it clear that you’re either on the side 
of science or on the side of the fossil fuel 
lobby. We’re delivering copies of it world-
wide to remind decision-makers that it’s 
high time they made a choice.”

While the Republican Party in the United 
States remains among the last – but certainly 
the most powerful – political force on the 
planet that will not acknowledge the climate 
threat and refuses to do anything on a par 
with what the scientific warnings are de-
manding, climate campaigners have said that 
ultimately it will be the collective action of 
people who will turn the tide and overpower 
the stranglehold of the fossil fuel industry.

“The alarm bells for climate have been 
ringing for decades, but as we come face-
to-face with the horrific impacts scientists 
warned of, the excuses for inaction really 
are up,” wrote Hannah McKinnon, a climate 
activist and writer for Oil Change Interna-
tional, this week. “Now more than ever, the 
movements that have been built will need 
to work together to demand a just and eq-

uitable transformation to the safe and clean 
energy future we need.”

And Avi Lewis, filmmaker and strategic 
director of The Leap organization, noted in 
his reaction to the IPCC report, “This is the 
most hopeful note: more and more people 
are coming to the conclusion that this es-
calating crisis, ever-harder to deny, can 
galvanize change on the scale that is really 
needed. Nothing less will do. The idea of 
a ‘Green New Deal’ is gaining momentum 
around the world.”

The conclusions of the report, Lewis ac-
knowledged, is “white-knuckle terrifying 
stuff,” but argued that the key finding is that 
the “worst effects of global warming can still 
be prevented” if humanity can rise to meet 
the urgency of the transformative change 
necessary. 

“This is a time to use our fear as fuel, 
and ratchet up our determination,” Lewis 
wrote. “Let’s take a good, hard, clear-eyed 
look at the fucked-up future we are head-
ed for, and decide – collectively – to leap 
to a safer, better place.”

This work is licensed under a Creative 
Commons Attribution-Share Alike 3.0 License

Source: https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2018/10/11/wake-climate-campaign-
ers-tell-world-leaders-liberation-fossil-
fuels-grip-only

‘Wake Up’: Climate Campaigners Tell World 
Leaders, “Liberation From Fossil Fuel 
Industry’s Grip Is Our Only Solution”

Photo: Joe Raedle/Getty Images 
Phlomena Telker stands on what was her covered porch after category 4 Hurricane Michael tore the roof of her 
home off as it passed through the area on October 10, 2018 in Panama City, Florida. 
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Editor’s Recommendation for Learning About 
Climate Change: Dire Predictions

NOTE FROM THE EDITOR: Not only is Dr. Michael Mann 
one of the world’s best and most well known climate scientists, 
but he is a Go-Back Club board member and friend. Whenever 
I have tough climate questions, I send Mike an email and he 
answers promptly. My husband and I have visited him at Penn 
State several times and have also met Lee Kump. I love the way 
Dire Predictions has multitudes of graphs, drawings and photos 
showing us what we’re reading about so that we can visualize 
these phenomena more clearly. It was first written in 2008 and 
updated in 2015. Of course, his other two books are good, too.

Michael E. Mann is Distinguished Professor of Atmospheric 
Science and director of the Earth Systems Science Center at 
Penn State University. He is the author of The Hockey Stick and 
the Climate Wars: Dispatches from the Front Lines (Columbia, 
2012) and a fellow of the American Meteorological Society, the 
American Geophysical Union, and the American Association 
for the Advancement of Science.

Photo credit and description below from https://www.good 
reads.com/book/show/23740537-dire-predictions

Periodic reports from the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) evaluate the risk of climate change 
brought on by humans. But the sheer volume of scientific data 
remains inscrutable to the general public, particularly to those 
who may still question the validity of climate change. In just 
over 200 pages, this practical text presents and expands upon 
the essential findings of the IPCC’s 5th Assessment Report in a 
visually stunning and undeniably powerful way to the lay read-
er. Scientific findings that provide validity to the implications 
of climate change are presented in clear-cut graphic elements, 
striking images, and understandable analogies. 

The Madhouse Effect: How Climate Change 
Denial Is Threatening Our Planet, Destroying 

Our Politics, and Driving Us Crazy

By Michael E. Mann and Tom Toles, 2016

The award-winning climate scientist 
Michael E. Mann and the Pulitzer Prize-
winning political cartoonist Tom Toles of 
the Washington Post have been on the front 
lines of the fight against climate denialism for 
most of their careers. They have witnessed the 
manipulation of the media by business and 
political interests and the unconscionable play 
to partisanship on issues that affect the well-being of billions. The les-
sons they have learned have been invaluable, inspiring this brilliant, 
colorful escape hatch from the madhouse of the climate wars. 

The Madhouse Effect portrays the intellectual pretzels into which 
denialists must twist logic to explain away the clear evidence that 
human activity has changed Earth’s climate. Toles’s cartoons collapse 
counter-scientific strategies into their biased components, helping 
readers see how to best strike at these fallacies. Mann’s expert skills at 
science communication aim to restore sanity to a debate that contin-
ues to rage against widely acknowledged scientific consensus. 

The synergy of these two climate science crusaders enlivens the 
gloom and doom of so many climate-themed books – and may even 
convert die-hard doubters to the side of sound science.

Source: https://www.goodreads.com/book/show/29639283-the-
madhouse-effect

The ongoing assault on climate science 
in the United States has never been more 
aggressive, more blatant, or more widely 
publicized than in the case of the Hockey 
Stick graph – a clear and compelling 
visual presentation of scientific data, put 
together by Michael E. Mann and his 
colleagues, demonstrating that global 
temperatures have risen in conjunction 
with the increase in industrialization and 
the use of fossil fuels. Here was an easy-
to-understand graph that, in a glance, 
posed a threat to major corporate energy 
interests and those who do their political bidding. The stakes 
were simply too high to ignore the Hockey Stick – and so began 
a relentless attack on a body of science and on the investigators 
whose work formed its scientific basis.

The Hockey Stick achieved prominence in a 2001 UN report 
on climate change and quickly became a central icon in the 
“climate wars.” The real issue has never been the graph’s data 
but rather its implied threat to those who oppose governmental 
regulation and other restraints to protect the environment and 
planet. Mann, lead author of the original paper in which the 
Hockey Stick first appeared, shares the story of the science and 
politics behind this controversy in this 2012 book, The Hockey 
Stick and the Climate Wars: Dispatches from the Front Lines.

Source: https://www.goodreads.com/book/show/13158321-
the-hockey-stick-and-the-climate-wars
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GLOBAL WARMING OF 1.5 °C 
 
an IPCC special report on the impacts of global 
warming of 1.5 °C above pre-industrial levels and 
related global greenhouse gas emission pathways, 
in the context of strengthening the global response 
to the threat of climate change, sustainable 
development, and efforts to eradicate poverty 
 
 
 

Summary for Policymakers 
 
 
 
This Summary for Policymakers was formally approved at the  
First Joint Session of Working Groups I, II and III of the IPCC  
and accepted by the 48th Session of the IPCC, Incheon,  
Republic of Korea, 6 October 2018.  
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Source: http://report.ipcc.ch/sr15/pdf/sr15_spm_final.pdf
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Brief Interruption from the Editor
If you go back to footnote #3 on the following page, you will see commonly-used terms such as “likely” or “about as likely” or “more 

unlikely than not” and, since I found those hard to visualize, I asked Michael Mann if he’d be able to send me this chart, which is on page 
21 in the second edition of Dire Predictions, and he did. He did say that given the latest report, these definitions would need to be up-
dated but I’m putting the chart here to give you a greater ability to grasp what the climate scientists are talking about. As we now know, 
it’s impossible to predict the future with 100% certainty but the IPCC people are “very likely” doing their best.
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