EPA Chief: ‘We Don’t Have To
Prove That Any Reduction’ In
CO2 Makes A Difference In
‘Global Warming’
TN Note: Gina McCarthy is a perfect spokesperson for Technocracy. The
EPA’s deluge of rules and regulations created by unelected and
unaccountable technocrats are not, in fact, tied specifically to global
warming. If any given action is a zero suppressor of global warming,
then the sum of all their efforts are also zero.
Responding to the contention that if all Canadian oil sands production
were stopped today it would only reduce global greenhouse gas
emissions by one-tenth of one percent, EPA Administrator Gina
McCarthy says it doesn’t matter that it wouldn’t make a difference.
McCarthy: “You know what? We had that argument at the Supreme
Court and we won decisively… We don’t have to prove that any
reduction in and of itself will actually make a precipitous difference”.
REPORTER: “It’s one-tenth of one percent of global emissions. If
production in the oil sands stopped today, it wouldn’t make a

difference.”
ADMINISTRATOR GINA MCCARTHY: “You know what? You would do
that with every single source of greenhouse gases, and we had that
argument at the Supreme Court, and we won decisively. Which was that
we don’t need to prove that every single source is going to stop
greenhouse gas emissions, but if the attitude is that that’s the challenge
for us, we will never stop global warming. We will never stop climate
change. And, so that has just never been the case for EPA. We don’t have
to prove that any reduction will actually make a precipitous difference in
and of itself, but we have to admit that there is a lot of efforts need to be
done to get at this issue, and it is that combined effort. But, every step,
the first step– this is a marathon, and if you don’t take the first step, you
ain’t getting nowhere baby.”
Read full story here…

