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Climate Mis- and Disinformation vs. Other Issue Sets

Differences Similarities

* Historically more professionalised - Increasingly decentralised and organic

including front, PR and lobby groups

plus paid and traditional media * Co-opted into the ‘culture wars’ and
posted alongside other false or
 Billions of dollars invested by misleading content (e.g. elections,
industry each year vaccines, migration, racial justice)
* Established set of think tanks and * Growing use of memes and video
commentators
* Focus on scapegoating individuals
* More financial stakeholders (e.g. Greta Thunberg, George Soros)
(e.g. relative to anti-migrant or anti-
LGBTQ+ disinformation) * Importance of catchphrases,

repetition and astroturfing

* Underlying central theme: mistrust
of institutions and ‘global elites’
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Discourses of Delay

Change is impossible

| Any measure to reduce emissions
effectively would run against current
ways of life or human nature and is
thus impossible to implement in a

democratic society.

Any mitigation actions we take are
too little, too late. Catastrophic
climate change is already locked-in.
\ We should adapt, or accept our fate
\ in the hands of God or nature.

==
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Whataboutism

Our carbon footprint is trivial
compared to [...]. Therefore it
makes no sense for us to take
action, at least until [...] does so.

Individualism
Individuals and consumers are ultimately
responsible for taking actions to address
climate change.

The 'free rider' excuse

will take advantage of that.

Someone else should take
actions first:
redirect responsibility

It's not Disruptive
possible to Discourses change is not
mitigate of necessary:
climate ; push non-
change: climate delay /transformative
surrender solutions

Change will be disruptive:
emphasize the downsides

Policy perfectionism

We should seek only perfectly-crafted solutions that
are supported by all affected parties; otherwise we
will waste limited opportunities for adoption.

Reducing emissions is going to
weaken us. Others have no real
intention of reducing theirs and

Technological optimism

We should focus our efforts on
current and future technologies,
which will unlock great possibilities
for addressing climate change.

All talk, little action

We are world leaders in addressing
climate change. We have approved
an ambitious target and have
declared a climate emergency.

Fossil fuel solutionism

Fossil fuels are part of the solution.
Our fuels are becoming more
efficient and are the bridge towards
a low-carbon future.

No sticks, just carrots

Society will only respond to supportive
and voluntary policies, restrictive
measures will fail and should be
abandoned.

Appeal to well-being

Fossil fuels are required for development.
Abandoning them will condemn the global
poor to hardship and their right to modern
livelihoods.

Appeal to social justice

Climate actions will generate large costs.
Vulnerable members of our society will be
burdened; hard-working people cannot
enjoy their holidays.

Lamb, W., Mattioli, G., Levi,
S., Roberts, J., Capstick, S.,
Creutzig, F., Steinberger, J.
(2020). Discourses of
climate delay. Global
Sustainability, 3, E17.
https://doi.org/10.1017/su
5.2020.13
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Discourses of Delay

"My approach is that | want more options, rather
than bans. Banning - that’s the Green's approach,
they want to prescribe how people should travel.
There will be no paternalism and tax increases with
me. (...) | expect much from incentives (...).

[The possibility of mass protests like the French
I ¢ Yellow Vest movement in Germanyl is exactly what

worries me,
Politicians in Beriin toy around with ideas that are
farr d érom people’s daily lives outside of the

captigal. People are angry about it, and they stand
up toit.

They want climate action and clean air, but don't
want vehicle bans, motorway speed limit reductions
or tax increases, They want to live free”

WE BELIEVE IN
CLIMATE CHANGE.
TRUST US!

Our carbon footprint is trivial compared to [...). Therefore it makes no sense for us to take action, at least until [...]
0. Also known as the "But China!” or the "we're dust 2 % argument”™.

Strategy:

focuses attention on distant perpetrators of climate harm over which the discursive agent and audi-
ence have limited control (such as China, or di¢icult to mitigate industries). This discourse often exploits conusion
between aggregate levels of emissions and per capita emissions. For instance, it is common to claim that a country
represents only (e.g.) 2% of total global emissions, and therefore has limited responsibility, despite high per capita or
historical emissions. The strategy also works €or industries and the carbon ir ity of activities, for i when
used to play down the importance o€ aviation.

WHATABOUTISM

“We are a nation that produces 1.87% of
global carbon dioxide, so | do not get closing
down our aluminium smelters, most o€ our
steel production, and now our refining in-
dustry, and all that production being moved
to India, and therefore the steel-based
products made in India then having to be
shipped back to Britain! This to me makes
no sense at all.”

Farage has cast doubt on climate science on a number o€ occasions and both
UKIP and the Brexit Party have fielded numerous climate science denying can-
didates. UKIP's party manifesto 2015 argued that “coal must be part of the
solution™ for cheap energy security and that it's “time to get fracking.”

for reasons o€ climate protection as
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Comic version
(Cecile Keller)

https://www.celineke
ller.com/discourses-
of-climate-delay
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Powering solutions
to extremism, hate
and disinformation
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Greenwashing Techniques: Deny, Deceive, Delay Vol. 2 e IR

Meet Rational Middle: Net Zero — a docuseries that explores
ways to decarbonize. Watch the films & join the conversation
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Hidden in Plain Sight: PR, Front and ‘Citizen-Led’ Groups

In our COP27 dataset, the top 10 pages for ad volume or spend
were almost all linked to the fossil fuel industry —
how many would you have spotted?
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1 Sep - 23 Nov

Energy Citizen:s - —

America's Plastic Makers -GG E——
Affordable Energy for New Jersey -G
Voices for Cooperative Power -GG
Natural Allies for a Clean Energy Future -EEG___uiy
The Empowerment Alliance -GN

Americans for Prosperity -G
Energy For Progress -l

The Heritage Foundation -

Texas Public Policy Foundation -l
(') 260 4(‘)0 6(‘)0 860
No. ads

Top Pages by Estimated Spend on Relevant Ads
1 Sep - 23 Nov

America's Plastic Makers 1 A I —

Energy Citizens I N
Enbridge -G
American Encore -EG_G_——
Natural Allies for a Clean Energy Future -G
Energy For Progress -
Americans for Prosperity -G
Voices for Cooperative Power -

American Chemistry -l

Canadian Association of Petroleum Producers (CAPP) -l
'

l Ll ) 1
0 200K 400K 600K 800K
Estimated Median Spend / USD

'
1,000

Artive
© Active

ms O @

Categores w4

& Esvmated audience sze: >1M people
B Amount spent (USD) $2K-$2.5K

© Impressions: 200K-250K

1D: 129368800661715756

See ad details

‘, Heartland Institute

Qred The Heartland mnstitute

New poll debunks the 97% consensus cla
change. Oy S59°% of chmate scientists surv

ate change will cause "significant harm” to the

pndtions for pecpie alive today ™ That is far short of th

97% “consensus

pa— 00009 _susmras

Anti-Climate Lobby: How fossil fuel interests torpedo climate action (ISD 2023)



€he New JJork Times Broad Search
4
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An Actor-Based Approach to Advertising

If a company only invests 5% in renewable energies versus 95% in fossil fuels,
should it be allowed to advertise its support for wind and solar or call itself a
‘climate champion’?

Is this consumer fraud?

Less than 5% of the oil & gas industry’s upstream investment is going to clean energy
World Energy Investment 2023

Upstream investment by the oil & gas industry in 2022
Billion USD (2022) 0 100 200 300 400 500

Oil and natural gas

Low-emissions

International
Energy Agency

Anti-Climate Lobby: How fossil fuel interests torpedo climate action (ISD 2023)



