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The Frozen
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Analysis	of	AR6



Die Starren 
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Damage is increasing



But… not because of 
climate change



Cherry picking



Serious error in AR6
• The	IPCC	ignored 52	studies	showing no	effect	
of	CO2 on	extreme	weather losses.
• It	highlighted just 1	(flawed)	study (Grinsted
et	al)	to claim	an increase in	extreme	weather
losses due to climate change.
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Climate: The Movie



Premiere in The Netherlands



Canceled in Maastricht
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Klima Seniorinnen Schweiz







However	Switzerland’s	parliament	voted	

on	Wednesday	to	reject	the	ECHR’s	ruling,	

suggesting	it	was	not	"ignoring"	it,	as	

some	critics	have	claimed,	but	rather	that	

Switzerland	did	not	need	to	react	as	it	

already	had	an	effective	climate	change	

strategy.



The	debate	in	parliament	was	at	times	

emotional,	with	right-wing	politicians	

criticising what	they	saw	as	an	overreach	

by	"foreign	judges",	and	Green	Party	

members	describing	the	tone	of	the	

discussion	as	"shameful"	and	"populist".	













Urgenda against State



Urgenda tweet

“Let’s	lock-in	this	victory	and	

change	our	world	for	good”



Urgenda ‘innovation’
• Governments unable to solve the climate crisis	
because of	short	term	economic interests and
the prisoner’s dilemma.
• The	judiciary should act	as	the planet’s saviour
of	last	resort!



Cellar hatch case 1961



Lucas Bergkamp



If	this	judgment	survives	appeal	and	

becomes	part	of	Dutch	tort	law,	the	

implications	for	climate	change

litigation	would	be	enormous.	Companies	

emitting	greenhouse	gases	as	well	as	

States	from	which

emissions	occur,	would	be	exposed.



Lucas Bergkamp (2015)

In	addition,	the	example	of	Urgenda will	

no	doubt	be	followed	by	NGOs	in	other	

countries.	It	could	have	far-reaching	

effects.





Lucas Bergkamp

Courts	should	refrain	from	examining	and	

ruling	on	climate	science,	since	they	are	

neither	authorised nor	competent	to	rule	

inscientific disputes.



Right 



Article 2 and 8



Supreme court (2019)





Bergkamp & Brouwer (2021)

If	the	European	Court	finds	that	there	is	a	

“human	right	to	a	safe	climate,”	its	

adverse	ruling	would	place	33	European	

states	under	judicial	guardianship,	while	

destroying	the	European	economy.



Milieudefensie vs Shell





Lucas Bergkamp (2022)

A	new	initiative	by	environmental	

organization	Friends	of	the	Earth	(“FoE,”	

called	“Milieudefensie”	in	The	

Netherlands)	threatens	to	plunge	the	

Dutch	economy	into	a	green	abyss.	







Milieudefensie vs ING
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A	counter-response	is	necessary	to	expose	

the	propaganda	disseminated	in	court	

rooms,	the	flaws	in	reasoning,	the	science	

that	is	disregarded,	the	absence	of	proper	

balancing	of	rights	and	interests,	the	

hypocritical	morality,	the	

complacency and humbug.



Yes	and No

No,	because courts	are	not competent	to

rule on	scientific disputes

Yes,	because climate activists are	taking

over	democracy through the courts	



Thank you!

• Support	us by becoming Friend of	Clintel
• See	Clintel.org


