
Andy Skuce wrote: 
 
As many of the previous comments have made very clear, the science behind the AAPG’s 
position on Climate Change is selectively quoted and firm conclusions have been drawn 
when no such conclusions are justified. In addition, I would like to draw attention to the 
following points: 
 
First, the Climate Change Policy seems to commit the Naturalistic Fallacy when it makes 
the following comment: “Geologists who study past climate variations understand that 
current climate warming projections fall well within documented natural variations in past 
climate. Therefore, for scientific reasons, the American Association of Petroleum 
Geologists does not support placing a carbon tax upon fossil energy sources as a tool to 
reduce carbon dioxide emissions, nor do we support any implementation of the Kyoto 
Protocol prior to Senate ratification.” Just because a phenomenon is natural doesn’t make 
it good, nor does it mean that we should do nothing to prevent it or mitigate its effects. 
Should we stand by and let New Orleans flood or let people die of disease? 
 
Second, in the previously quoted text, economic policy conclusions (no carbon tax, no 
Kyoto) are made solely on the basis of claimed scientific fact. Of course, science 
(especially good, balanced science) is an essential element in such policy making but it’s 
never the whole story. 
 
Third, if a geologist made a pitch for a prospect with such a one-sided case and with such 
blatantly selected facts as the Global Climate Change Card does, I would consider it to be 
a borderline breach of ethics. As a consequence, I would discount everything else that 
that person might tell me. So, don’t expect to change any minds with this kind of 
propaganda. 
 
Fourth, petroleum geologists, perhaps more than any other profession, are skilled at 
assessing an incomplete set of facts about the natural world and using them (along with 
other considerations) to make real-world economic recommendations. We are often 
proved wrong and the most experienced of us learn to make our predictions with humility 
and a scrupulous weighing of the pros and cons. Such humility and objectivity is absent in 
the AAPG’s Climate Change stance. And all of this in a field, atmospheric science, where 
most petroleum geologists have no expertise. 
 
The irony in all of this is that I consider myself something of a climate change skeptic. 
There are valid scientific and economic reasons for advocating a do-nothing stance on 
climate change. What a pity it is that the AAPG has subverted its position by making such 
biased and exaggerated claims. 
 
I do hope that the AAPG will mention that its climate change views are disputed by a 
substantial number of its members. I never thought that I would have to reconsider my 
membership of this otherwise great association. 
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