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The Editors of Monthly Review 

 

A lthough a global process of environmental reform was 
initiated almost thirty years ago by the Kyoto Protocol, 

leading to the establishment of the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change, action to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions has been woefully inadequate, with most states failing to 
live up to their initial, all-too-limited promises on curtailing emissions. 
The world is rapidly approaching tipping points that spell irreversible 
and catastrophic climate change, while extreme weather events are 
proliferating around the world. Science tells us that a massive 
transformation of the productive system in the world needs to be 
effected. Yet the current reality is that we are not seeing the necessary 
turn from ecological reform to ecological revolution, but rather the 
rise of ecological reaction. 

This is especially the case in the United States and the rest of the 
Western world, where the active abandonment of all previous 
attempts to carry out an energy transition and to keep fossil fuels in the 
ground is now taking place, along with the elimination of 
environmental regulations. This represents the rise to dominance of 
economic forces based in high tech or AI capital, the fossil fuel 
industry, and monopoly finance, for which the accumulation of energy 
is seen as the key to both the accumulation of capital and worldwide AI dominance (integrated with the New Cold War 
on China). The new commanding forces of production and control are visible in the massive new data centers, with their 
insatiable demand for energy and water, and in the rise of a new neofascist state, mobilising the most reactionary sectors 
of the population to hold the society hostage. 
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Under these circumstances, an absolute no-quarters war from above is now being waged against all political attempts to 
address climate change. We can see a clear example of this in the Donald Trump administration’s goal of removing the 
2009 Endangerment Finding of the Clean Air Act that underlies all national climate legislation in the United States. The 
Endangerment Finding began with a 2007 U.S. Supreme Court decision in which it was determined that carbon dioxide 
and other greenhouse gases were pollutants covered by the Clean Air Act. However, the Supreme Court justices gave the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) the responsibility of determining whether such emissions actually harmed public 
health and welfare—only then could national standards be established. The EPA went through a set of formal procedures 
including review of the scientific literature on climate change as part of its Endangerment Finding, a process that took 
two years. What this means is that to overturn the 2009 Endangerment Finding, the Trump administration is required to 
go through the same process involving a reassessment of the peer-reviewed science on climate change and the dangers it 
poses, if it is to demonstrate to the courts that the previous determination was invalid or that conditions have changed in 
such a way as to justify rescinding the earlier scientific finding. Needless to say, this is impossible on legitimate grounds, 
since the science behind the 2009 Endangerment Finding constituted the world scientific consensus, while conditions 
have only worsened in the intervening period (Gary W. Yohe, “Trump’s Climate Policy Rollback Plan Relies on EPA 
Rescinding Its 2009 Endangerment Finding—But Will Courts Allow It?,” The Conversation, February 2, 2026). 

Enter Chris Wright, a former fracking CEO and climate contrarian, whom Trump appointed to the Cabinet post of 
Secretary of the Department of Energy (DOE). Wright is deeply embedded in the Koch political network, associated with 
fossil fuel billionaire Charles Koch, CEO of Koch Industries, a fossil fuels industry conglomerate. In order to give the 
impression that the administration was carrying out a complete assessment of the scientific literature, Wright set up a 
secret group, known as the Climate Working Group (CWG), knowledge of which was not initially disclosed, thus 
violating the Federal Advisory Committee Act that requires open meetings, open records, and fair balance and influence. 
The CWG consisted of five scientists (including one economist), all of whom were known climate contrarians, going 
against the global climate consensus, and handpicked by Wright: John Christy, Judith Curry, Steven E. Koonin, Ross 
McKitrick, and Roy W. Spencer. On the surface, these figures have some impressive credentials. Nevertheless, they are 
all leading global warming denialists who have challenged the findings of the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC). Christy worked with Spencer in presenting what later climate science proved to be biased and erroneous 
data pointing to only minimal warming or even cooling in the troposphere. Christy is also a creationist, denying 
evolution. Curry is a well-known, outspoken climate change denialist, emphasising the uncertainty of climate science, 
operating on a number of climate skepticism blogs and receiving funding from the fossil fuel industry. Koonin is a former 
chief scientist for British Petroleum. McKitrick is a Canadian economist and senior fellow of the Fraser Institute, a right-
wing think tank funded by the Koch network and Exxon. Spencer has had positions with the Heritage Foundation and 
the Heartland Institute—both of which promote scientifically untenable and reactionary views on climate change. Like 
Christy, Spencer is an intelligent-design creationist. The group was coordinated within the DOE by Travis Fisher, director 
of energy and environmental policy studies at the climate-change contrarian Cato Institute. The overall administration 
campaign to rescind the Endangerment Finding is spearheaded by Russell Vought, director of the Office of Management 
and the Budget and a principal figure in Project 2025 (Benjamin Storrow et al., “How a Major DOE Report Hides the 
Whole Truth on Climate Change,” Politico, September 27, 2025; “John Christy,” Source Watch, Center for Media and 
Democracy “Judith Curry,” Source Watch, Center for Media and Democracy; Carolyn Neugarten, “Trump Administration 
Profile: Chris Wright,” Open Secrets, September 22, 2025). 

The resulting report, titled A Critical Review of Impacts of Greenhouse Gas Emissions on the U.S. Climate, dated July 23, 
2025, overplayed uncertainty, quoted from IPCC reports out of context, and presented misleading, cherry-picked, and 
erroneous views, as well as faulty or absent statistics. For example, the designation of carbon dioxide as a pollutant was 
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questioned. It was suggested that solar activity/variability was a significant contributor to climate change since the 
advent of the industrial era, in opposition to the established findings of climate science, in order to minimise the impact 
of anthropogenic forcing. Taking the 1930s Dust Bowl era as a benchmark (although regional) event, the CWG authors 
misleadingly claimed that extreme heat events and droughts in the United States have declined, downplaying the steady 
increases in average temperature for the United States as a whole. The CWG report emphasised that global warming 
improves plant growth, setting aside the overall evidence of harm to crops. Biodiversity impacts were ignored. The well-
established fact that sea level rise has been accelerating was thrown into doubt by emphasising the uncertainty of future 
projections. Numerous meteorological studies showing that extreme weather, such as higher intensity hurricanes and 
more severe floods and droughts, could be statistically traced to climate change were erroneously said to be lacking 
evidence of long-term increases. All these CWG claims and much more were strongly refuted by a group of eighty-five 
leading climate scientists who wrote a 459-page response to the CWG report, detailing its numerous errors. It later came 
out that a group of eight scientists reviewing the report internally within the DOE itself had characterised it as 
“misleading,” “unjustified,” biased, and unscientific (John Christy et al., Climate Working Group, A Critical Review of 
Impacts of Greenhouse Gas Emissions on the U.S. Climate, July 23, 2025, 11–12, 46, 51, 68, 85; A. E. Dessler and R. E. 
Kopp, eds. Climate Experts’ Review of the DOE Climate Working Group Report [September 29, 2025]; Scott Waldman, 
“DOE Scientists Blasted Climate Report Ordered by Boss,” Essential Energy and Environment News, Politico, February 2, 
2026; Storrow et al., “How a Major DOE Report Hides the Whole Truth on Climate Change”). 

On August 1, 2025, the EPA released its “Reconsideration of the 2009 Endangerment Finding and Greenhouse Gas 
Vehicle Emissions,” challenging the Endangerment Finding and claiming on that basis that vehicle emissions standards 
were to be rescinded. On the very same day, the DOE released the CWG report, which had been withheld from the 
public until then. The EPA indicated in its “Reconsideration of the 2009 Endangerment Finding” that it had “relied upon” 
the CWG report “in formulating this proposal,” citing the CWG report sixteen times to support its claim that its proposal 
was based on a peer-reviewed reassessment of the science on climate change. For example, it referred to the CWG 
report in arguing that carbon dioxide should not be considered a pollutant. In response, the U.S. National Academy of 
Sciences issued a fast-track review of climate research since 2009, contravening the CWG and emphasising the 
incontrovertible evidence of accelerating climate change (Environmental Protection Agency, “Reconsideration of 2009 
Endangerment Finding and Greenhouse Gas Vehicle Standards,” Federal Register 90, no. 146, August 1, 2025/Proposed 
Rules, s3.documentcloud.org/documents/26044098/epa-endangerment-recision.pdf; National Academies, “National 
Academies Publish New Report Reviewing Evidence for Greenhouse Gas Emissions and U.S. Climate, Health, and 
Welfare,” September 2025). 

Since the EPA attempt to prepare the ground for rescinding the Endangerment Finding rested not on the world scientific 
consensus on climate change, but on the interventions of the five contrarians who produced the secretive CWG report, 
the Environmental Defence Fund and the Union of Concerned Scientists filed a suit against Wright as DOE secretary and 
Lee Zeldin as EPA administrator, and against the CWG (which has since been disbanded), the DOE, and the EPA. On 
January 30, 2026, William G. Young of the United States District Court, District of Massachusetts, ruled that Wright and 
the DOE had violated the law. Nevertheless, the Trump administration perversely declared “total victory.” On February 
12, 2026, the White House formally rescinded the Endangerment Finding, in defiance of both the science and the law. 
This, however, will face enormous obstacles, given the lack of any scientific basis, the whole CWG fiasco, and the likely 
response of the courts (Martina Igni, “Secretive US Climate Skeptic Panel Tasked with Writing Contentious Global 
Warming Report Violated Law, Court Rules,” earth.org, February 2, 2026; Lisa Friedman and Maxine Joselow, “Trump 
Allies Near ‘Total Victory’ in Wiping Out U.S. Climate Regulation,” New York Times, February 9, 2026). 
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What is abundantly clear is that a new ecofascism is part and parcel of Trump/MAGA-era neofascism, stretching from 
“drill baby drill” to military interventions in resource-rich countries to anti-immigrant brutality and murder to the 
promotion of energy-hungry AI data centers to the repeal of all climate legislation. Moreover, rather than facing a true 
opposition within the U.S. state, the current regime relies to a considerable extent on a neofascist-neoliberal alliance 
within the ruling political duopoly. Monopoly-finance capital has now abandoned the energy transition, which was its 
only answer to climate change. The Trump administration’s rescinding of the Endangerment Finding and what little is left 
of rational environmental planning and environmental law are meant to promote unlimited, unrestrained energy 
expansion, based primarily on fossil fuels, supplemented by nuclear power. In this, there is a strong alliance today 
between Silicon Vally high-tech, the fossil fuel industry, monopoly finance, and the military-industrial complex as a 
whole—bolstered by the stormtroopers of the Department of Homeland Security, responsible for instituting a new 
“fortress America” racist anti-immigration policy. At present, when reform has proven impossible and a deadly reaction 
has set in, the revolutionary reconstitution of society at large, based on a resurgent eco-egalitarian movement for 
substantive democracy and sustainable human development, is the only real alternative to capitalist exterminism 

 

Related links:  
• The Jus Semper Global Alliance 

• Monthly Review 

• J, Bellamy Foster and Brett Clark: The Expropriation of Nature 

• J, Bellamy Foster and Brett Clark: The Robbery of Nature 

• Harry Magdoff and Paul M. Sweezy: The Ecological Crisis of Capitalism and Human Survival 

• Notes from the Editors of Monthly Review on the Capitalinian Age 
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