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WorldNetDaily Exclusive Commentary
Halloween just got scarier – much scarier.
I'm not talking about a new Hollywood slasher film or a new line of grotesque costumes, but
a possible political nightmare scenario in which the White House could be positioned to sell
out U.S. sovereignty, shred the Constitution and leave you and yours to the whims of foreign
powers.
Flying deep under Washington's radar is an upcoming (December) global climate change
conference in Copenhagen, Denmark, under the guise of the "United Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change." Virtually nothing has been said about it from the White
House. But then again, I'm sure they think, who could be against working together for climate
change? It all sounds pretty politically benign, doesn't it?
Not according to Lord Christopher Monckton, once science policy adviser to Lady Margaret
Thatcher, who read the treaty and said the Copenhagen conference is a cover for the
beginnings of a one-world government. Monckton spoke to the Minnesota Free Market
Institute in St. Paul, Minn.:
I have read that treaty and what it says is this: that a world government is going to be
created. The word "government" actually appears as the first of three purposes of
the new entity. The second purpose is the transfer of wealth from the countries of
the West to Third World countries, in satisfaction of what is called, coyly, "climate
debt" – because we've been burning CO2 and they haven't. And we've been screwing
up the climate and they haven't. And the third purpose of this new entity, this
government, is enforcement. How many of you think the word "election," or
"democracy" or "vote," or "ballot" occurs anywhere in the 200 pages of that treaty?
Quite right, it doesn't appear once.
Monckton then warned, if Obama signs the treaty, he would be flushing U.S. sovereignty
down the global toilet. He cautioned, "But, in the next few weeks, unless you stop it, your
president will sign your freedom, your democracy and your prosperity away forever – and
neither you nor any subsequent government you may elect would have any power
whatsoever to take it back again."
Monckton further pointed out that, even though ratification of our president's signature on
that treaty would take a 67 supermajority (two-thirds) of the Senate, it could pass a simple
majority as an amendment to the cap-and-trade bill.
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Politifact.com (as well as many Left-leaning blogs) quickly criticized Monckton's conclusions
as conspiratorial and climate-skepticism rhetoric, based upon the notion that the treaty is a
draft and not a finalized document. But the apologetic of Politifact.com leaves the
impression that the current draft is the roughest of cuts, when in reality it is the result of
seven sessions of deliberations and revisions from several subgroups, including
representatives from developed and developing countries ("parties"), "with a view to
modifying it in the direction of consolidation and convergence."
Like with Congress' drafts of Obamacare, should we not be concerned because the current
draft of the treaty may not be the final version, especially when the present language
smacks of an abandonment of the principles upon which our republic was founded? As I
myself read through the latest draft of the 181-page treaty, I noticed many lines that could
warrant Monckton's and others' concerns (I've added italics for emphasis):
PP.6 Intending to renew and strengthen the global partnership through the creation
of new levels of cooperation among Parties, according to the principles of the
Convention. (Page 6)
PP.7 Affirming a Shared Vision of a long-term goal to equitably, successfully and
coherently integrate the ambitious efforts of all Parties. (Page 6)
PP.8 Recognizing that sustainable development is the first priority for developing
countries. Therefore, that our commitment to a low carbon society would have to be
linked to our development priorities, in accordance with the provisions of the
Convention. (Page 6)
PP.13 Recognizing that current and potential climate change impacts require a shift in
the global investment patterns and that criteria for financing allocation shall clearly
respond to the priorities identified by the international community, with climate
change stabilization being one of these priorities. (Page 6)
10. Led by developed country Parties, an economic transition is needed that shifts in
order to adjust global economic growth patterns towards a sustainable low-emission
economy … (Page 8)
20. In order to fulfill this shared vision, Parties have agreed to establish a coherent,
cohesive and integrated system of financial and technology transfer mechanisms under
the Convention and a follow up/compliance mechanism. (Page 10)
… ensuring that global crises, such as the financial crisis, should not constitute an
obstacle to the provision of financial and technical assistance to developing countries in
accordance with the Convention. (Page 11 – Please read that one again!)
… all developed country Parties should then be increased to achieve the global goal
without the contribution of developing country Parties. (Page 13)
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36. The new agreed post-2012 institutional arrangement and legal framework to be
established for the implementation, monitoring, reporting and verification of the
global cooperative action for mitigation, adaptation, technology and financing, should
be set under the Convention. It should include a financial mechanism and a facilitative
mechanism drawn up to facilitate the design, adoption and carrying out of public
policies, as the prevailing instrument, to which the market rules and related dynamics
should be subordinate, in order to assure the full, effective and sustained
implementation of the Convention. (Page 18)
37. The new institutional arrangement will provide technical and financial support for
developing countries in the following areas: (a) preparation, implementation and
follow-up through monitoring, reporting and verification of nationally appropriate
mitigation actions (NAMAs) by developing countries. These activities could include
options to reduce emissions from deforestation and forest degradation (REDD); (b)
preparation, implementation and follow-up of national adaptation programmes of
action (NAPAs) or national communications in developing countries; (c) technology
needs assessments (TNAs) for adaptation and mitigation under the NAMAs and the
NAPAs or national communications of developing countries; (d) capacity-building and
enabling environments for adaptation and mitigation in developing countries; (e)
education, awareness raising and public participation, focused on youth, women and
indigenous peoples; (f) design and implementation of adaptation programmes and
projects; (g) support for all technological cycle phases: research and development
(R&D), diffusion and transfer, including acquisition of technologies for adaptation
and mitigation, including the purchase or flexibility of patents. (Page 18)
38. The scheme for the new institutional arrangement under the Convention will be
based on three basic pillars: government; facilitative mechanism; and financial
mechanism, and the basic organization of which will include the following … (Page
18)
52. Particular effort should be taken to enhance cooperation amongst
intergovernmental organizations. (Page 47)
28. A global fund shall be established to support a global feed-in tariff programme,
providing guaranteed purchase prices, over and above the retail energy price in
developing countries. … The Global Fund shall aim at both inducing a shift to
renewable energy without compromising development momentum in developing
countries, and achieving economies of scale and a sustained reduction in the costs of
generating renewable energy. (Page 138)
29. A special fund shall be established: (a) For the economic and social consequences of
response measures … (b) To assist countries whose economies are highly dependent
on income generated from the production, processing and export, and/or on
consumption of fossil fuels … (Page 138)
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That last point (No. 29) is one of the most shocking. Not only are developed countries (like
the U.S.) mandated in this treaty to provide for developing countries despite global or
financial crises (p. 11). After becoming the wealthiest nations on the planet from the
production and sale of oil, like those in the Middle East, this global governing body will
establish a "special fund" to give them financial aid when the world is no longer dependent
upon their commodities! Are they kidding?!
Now, if that isn't one powerful intergovernmental or global-governmental group overseeing
and manipulating ours and others economic and political conditions, I don't know what is.
Even if some of Lord Christopher Monckton's claims about the United Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change are overstated, concerns about the extent of this body's
political power and global economic sway are no more conspiratorial than the concern for Al
Gore's comments in July (2009) at Oxford that change will be driven through "global
governance."
And does anyone doubt that our president, as a Nobel peace laureate who believes he can
negotiate with terrorists and dictators, has a global desire for international coalescence? Or
should it not concern us that at the G-20 conference he would push world leaders to reshape
the global economy? If he is already selling our nation to communist countries like China via
our skyrocketing national debt, how much more difficult would it be to progressively replace
the tenets of our Constitution with principles of "The Communist Manifesto"? Have we
already started?
I've been so flabbergasted lately by Washington's abandonment of our founder's vision and
principles that I expanded (to more than 300 pages) the new paperback version of my No. 14
New York Times best-seller, "Black Belt Patriotism" (available in Jan. 2010). It includes new
materials in every chapter explaining how, in just one year, the Obama administration has
progressively dismantled our Constitution, buried our economy, forsaken our posterity,
disintegrated our borders, abandoned our godly heritage, impaled the traditional family and
crippled America's health and future. (Amended are also copies of the Ten Commandments,
the Declaration of Independence and our Constitution.)
One thing is certain: Obama wasn't kidding on the campaign trail when he said it's time for
the U.S. to "turn the page" on its trivial culture wars. But who knew just how many pages he
would be turning, even in his first year in office? Who knew he would actually swap the play
books?
But then again, I'm sure the White House just thinks I've been watching too much Fox News.

Chuck Norris is the star of more than 20 films and the long-running TV series "Walker,
Texas Ranger." His latest book is entitled The Official Chuck Norris Fact Book: 101 of Chuck's
Favorite Facts and Stories". Learn more about his life and ministry at his official website,
ChuckNorris.com.
Source: http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=114005.
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OBAMA POISED TO CEDE US SOVEREIGNTY IN
COPENHAGEN, CLAIMS BRITISH LORD MONCKTON
by Walter Scott Hudson | October 16, 2009

Reposted from comments on the new Urban Future thread here.
Originally from the blog Fightin’ Words.

Above: Obama’s last visit to Copenhagen didn’t work out so well for the USA.
The Minnesota Free Market Institute hosted an event at Bethel University in St. Paul on
Wednesday evening. Keynote speaker Lord Christopher Monckton, former science adviser
to British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, gave a scathing and lengthy presentation,
complete with detailed charts, graphs, facts, and figures which culminated in the utter
decimation of both the pop culture concept of global warming and the credible threat of any
significant anthropomorphic climate change.
A detailed summary of Monckton’s presentation will be available here once compiled.
However, a segment of his remarks justify immediate publication. If credible, the concern
Monckton speaks to may well prove the single most important issue facing the American
nation, bigger than health care, bigger than cap and trade, and worth every citizen’s focused
attention.
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Here were Monckton’s closing remarks, as dictated from my audio recording:
At [the 2009 United Nations Climate Change Conference in] Copenhagen, this December,
weeks away, a treaty will be signed. Your president will sign it. Most of the third world
countries will sign it, because they think they’re going to get money out of it. Most of the
left-wing regime from the European Union will rubber stamp it. Virtually nobody won’t
sign it.
I read that treaty. And what it says is this, that a world government is going to be
created. The word “government” actually appears as the first of three purposes of the
new entity. The second purpose is the transfer of wealth from the countries of the West
to third world countries, in satisfication of what is called, coyly, “climate debt” – because
we’ve been burning CO2 and they haven’t. We’ve been screwing up the climate and they
haven’t. And the third purpose of this new entity, this government, is enforcement.
How many of you think that the word “election” or “democracy” or “vote” or “ballot”
occurs anywhere in the 200 pages of that treaty? Quite right, it doesn’t appear once. So,
at last, the communists who piled out of the Berlin Wall and into the environmental
movement, who took over Greenpeace so that my friends who funded it left within a
year, because [the communists] captured it – Now the apotheosis as at hand. They are
about to impose a communist world government on the world. You have a president
who has very strong sympathies with that point of view. He’s going to sign it. He’ll sign
anything. He’s a Nobel Peace Prize [winner]; of course he’ll sign it.
[laughter.]
And the trouble is this; if that treaty is signed, if your Constitution says that it takes
precedence over your Constitution (sic), and you can’t resign from that treaty unless you
get agreement from all the other state parties – And because you’ll be the biggest
paying country, they’re not going to let you out of it.
So, thank you, America. You were the beacon of freedom to the world. It is a privilege
merely to stand on this soil of freedom while it is still free. But, in the next few weeks,
unless you stop it, your president will sign your freedom, your democracy, and your
humanity away forever. And neither you nor any subsequent government you may elect
will have any power whatsoever to take it back. That is how serious it is. I’ve read the
treaty. I’ve seen this stuff about [world] government and climate debt and enforcement.
They are going to do this to you whether you like it or not.
But I think it is here, here in your great nation, which I so love and I so admire – it is here
that perhaps, at this eleventh hour, at the fifty-ninth minute and fifty-ninth second, you
will rise up and you will stop your president from signing that dreadful treaty, that
purposeless treaty. For there is no problem with climate and, even if there were, an
economic treaty does nothing to [help] it.
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So I end by saying to you the words that Winston Churchill addressed to your president
in the darkest hour before the dawn of freedom in the Second World War. He quoted
from your great poet Longfellow:
Sail on, O Ship of State!
Sail on, O Union, strong and great!
Humanity with all its fears,
With all the hopes of future years,
Is hanging breathless on thy fate!

Lord Monckton giving a presentation - photo by Derek Warnecke.

Lord Monckton received a standing ovation and took a series of questions from members of
the audience. Among those questions were these relevent to the forthcoming Copenhagen
treaty:
Question: The current administration and the Democratic majority in Congress has shown
little regard for the will of the people. They’re trying to pass a serious government agenda,
and serious taxation and burdens on future generations. And there seems to be little to
stop them. How do you propose we stop Obama from doing this, because I see no way to
stop him from signing anything in Copenhagen. I believe that’s his agenda and he’ll do it.
I don’t minimize the difficulty. But on this subject – I don’t really do politics, because it’s
not right. In the end, your politics is for you. The correct procedure is for you to get onto
your representatives, both in the US Senate where the bill has yet to go through (you
can try and stop that) and in [the House], and get them to demand their right of
audience (which they all have) with the president and tell him about this treaty. There
are many very powerful people in this room, wealthy people, influential people. Get onto
the media, tell them about this treaty. If they go to www.wattsupwiththat.com, they
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will find (if they look carefully enough) a copy of that treaty, because I arranged for it
to be posted there not so long ago. Let them read it, and let the press tell the people
that their democracy is about to be taken away for no good purpose, at least [with] no
scientific basis [in reference to climate change]. Tell the press to say this. Tell the press
to say that, even if there is a problem [with climate change], you don’t want your
democracy taken away. It really is as simple as that.
[Update: this section on a question from an attendee to the presentation has been
removed from this WUWT article because even though Monckton clearly refuted it, it is
turning into a debate over presidential eligibility that I don't want at WUWT. If you want
to see it and discuss it. Do it at the original blog entry Fightin' Words - Anthony.]
Regardless of whether global warming is taking place or caused to any degree by human
activity, we do not want a global government empowered to tax Americans without elected
representation or anything analogous to constitutional protections. The Founding Fathers
would roll over in their graves if they knew their progeny allowed a foreign power such
authority, effectively undoing their every effort in an act of Anti-American Revolution. If that
is our imminent course, we need to put all else on hold and focus on stopping it. If American
sovereignty is ceded, all other debate is irrelevant.
EDITED TO ADD @ 8:31 AM:
Skimming through the treaty, I came across verification of Monckton’s assessment of the
new entity’s purpose:
38. The scheme for the new institutional arrangement under the Convention will be
based on three basic pillars: government; facilitative mechanism; and financial
mechanism, and the basic organization of which will include the following:
World Government (heading added)
a) The government will be ruled by the COP with the support of a new subsidiary body
on adaptation, and of an Executive Board responsible for the management of the new
funds and the related facilitative processes and bodies. The current Convention
secretariat will operate as such, as appropriate.
To Redistribute Wealth (heading added)
b) The Convention’s financial mechanism will include a multilateral climate change fund
including five windows: (a) an Adaptation window, (b) a Compensation window, to
address loss and damage from climate change impacts [read: the "climate debt"
Monckton refers to], including insurance, rehabilitation and compensatory components,
© a Technology window; (d) a Mitigation window; and (e) a REDD window, to support a
multi-phases process for positive forest incentives relating to REDD actions.
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With Enforcement Authority (heading added)
c) The Convention’s facilitative mechanism will include: (a) work programmes for
adaptation and mitigation; (b) a long-term REDD process; © a short-term technology
action plan; (d) an expert group on adaptation established by the subsidiary body on
adaptation, and expert groups on mitigation, technologies and on monitoring, reporting
and verification; and (e) an international registry for the monitoring, reporting and
verification of compliance of emission reduction commitments, and the transfer of
technical and financial resources from developed countries to developing countries.
The secretariat will provide technical and administrative support, including a new
centre for information exchange [read; enforcement].
UPDATE: Thanks to WUWT reader “Michael” who post the URL on another unrelated thread,
we now have video of Lord Monckton’s presentation:

Source: http://wattsupwiththat.com/2009/10/16/obama-poised-to-cede-us-sovereignty-incopenhagen-claims-british-lord-monckton/.
Cover figure from COP15 website.
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