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"He passed away two weeks ago and he brought
the land a week ago. That's unusual."

ACTOR JACK NICHOLSON, who turns 75 today, as Jake Gittes in “Chinatown”

SCOTT COFFMAN, COURIER-JOURNAL CONTRIBUTING CARTOONIST

T he sea level is rising and
the clock is ticking. It’s
time to come to our

senses about global warming.
The concentration of

greenhouse gases in the
Earth’s atmosphere increases
relentlessly, but slowly. The
greatest asset we have in deal-
ing with it is time: time to
phase in carbon limits careful-
ly, time to make sure we don’t
burden the economy with
emergency measures, and
time to work out agreements
with other countries — since
this is one of those new global
problems where either we all
succeed in addressing it to-
gether or we all suffer severe
consequences separately.

In the United States, we’ve
been squandering that time
with a senseless and paralyz-
ing argument
about whether
global warming
is real and if so,
man-made.

The fact is
that virtually all
American cli-
mate scientists
agree that global
warming is hap-
pening, and the
vast majority
conclude that
most of it is
driven by human
activities.

The over-
whelming major-
ity of climate sci-
entists around
the world concur.
More than a doz-
en distinguished
and independent
national science
academiesinvar-
ious countries
have studied this
issue, and not one
of them — that’s
right, not one —
doubts that glob-
al warming is a
serious, man-
made threat.

Past objec-
tions to the reali-
ty and danger of
man-made global
warming have
turned out to be based on bad
data or faulty interpretations.
The deniers — many of whom
are not in fact climate scien-
tists — keep raising objec-
tions that, as the years roll by,
are proven wrong.

Let’s bring one simple part
of this home to our own back-
yards. Sea-level rise is a
worldwide phenomenon; in
the United States, by far the
most vulnerable state is Flori-
da. But Louisiana, California,
New York and New Jersey are
also particularly vulnerable,
according to a research team
headed by Benjamin Strauss
of Climate Central, an organi-
zation that disseminates re-
search on global warming.

“Sea level rise is like an in-
visible tsunami, building
force while we do almost noth-
ing,” says Strauss. At Seale-

vel.climatecentral.org, you
can enter a location and get a
rough estimate of how vulner-
able it is to rising sea levels
over the next decade.

It’s a computer model that
projects the present rate of
sea-level rise through 2020,
and displays that on a map of
low-lying coastal areas. It
shows that Nassau is the most
vulnerable county in the state.
The most vulnerable munici-
pality is New York City, fol-
lowed by a string of places on
Long Island: Long Beach,
Oceanside, Freeport and Mas-
sapequa.

It’s hard to explain to peo-
ple from other countries why
the United States is caught in
this paralysis and why, with no
serious evidence to support
the deniers, so many Ameri-
cans withhold support for ac-
tion.

For most of the 20th centu-
ry, the United
States was a
leader in areas
where science
was important:
nuclear and
space research,
the Internet,
and the “green
revolution,”
which helped
hundreds of mil-
lions around the
world feed
themselves
rather than
starve. So why
do we dither
when faced with
a threat that vir-
tually all quali-
fied scientists in
our own country
and around the
world agree is
real and immi-
nent?

My diagno-
sis: Because
we’ve allowed
our politics and
public debate to
become poi-
soned by corpo-
rate and ideo-
logical money
and selfishly
bitter policies.
Today oil com-
panies, coal
companies and

right-wing think tanks such as
the Competitive Enterprise
Institute can buy ads and pour
money into the campaigns of
candidates who pretend glob-
al warming doesn’t exist. The
best way to avoid the curbs on
carbon that these companies
fear is to raise doubts about
the science in the minds of the
public.

How long will that go on?
As long as you and I allow it.
I’m getting impatient. I want
to tell my children we acted to
avoid global warming and
helped them save the only
planet they’ll ever have.

Peter Goldmark, a former budget
director of New York State and
former publisher of the Interna-
tional Herald Tribune, headed the
climate program at the Environ-
mental Defense Fund.

Time to face it:
Our planet is
getting warmer

Signs of warming abound.

By Peter Goldmark
NEWSDAY

O n Earth Day, Americans
might want to consider
how environmentalism is

becoming a new form of religion.
They also might want to ask: Why
is it OK to teach environmental
religion in public schools, while
the teaching of Judaism, Chris-
tianity and other traditional reli-
gions is not constitutionally per-
mitted?

Environmentalism has, in-
deed, become an article of reli-
gious faith. As Joel Garreau, a
former Washington Post editor,
wrote in 2010, “faith-based envi-
ronmentalism increasingly
sports saints, sins, prophets, pre-
dictions, heretics, sacraments
and rituals.”

Some argue that a religion
must have a God, disqualifying
environmentalism. Yet, as the
great American psychologist
and philosopher William James
observed in his1902 classic, “The
Varieties of Religious Experi-
ence,” it is not necessary to “posi-
tively assume a God” in order to
have a religion. James insisted
that “godless or quasi-godless
creeds” also can qualify as reli-
gions, which — given its devout
belief system and the fervor of
its adherents — clearly would in-
clude today’s environmentalism.

Paul Tillich, the greatest
American theologian of the 20th
century, similarly defined reli-
gion as a comprehensive belief
system that seeks to answer
questions of “ultimate concern”
to human existence. For Tillich,
it was characteristic of our time
that “the most important reli-
gious movements are developing
outside of (official) religion.”

The U.S. Supreme Court en-
dorsed such an understanding of
religion in the1960s. In a1965 de-
cision in the case known as Unit-
ed States v. Seeger, involving the
requirements for a conscien-
tious objector exemption from
the military draft, the Court
ruled that the exemption should
be applied equally to those who
believe in a Supreme Being and
those “with a sincere and mean-
ingful belief which occupies in

the life of its possessor a place
parallel to that filled by the God”
of religious believers.

Even as it adopts secular
forms, environmentalism bor-
rows to a surprising degree from
Jewish and Christian history.

For example, it says in Deu-
teronomy that, for those who
worship false idols, God “will
send disease among you … fever,
infections, plague and war. …
(and) will blight your crops.” In
2010, Al Gore similarly foresaw
environmental sinners headed
toward calamity on a biblical
scale, facing rising seas, “strong-
er and more destructive” hurri-
canes and droughts “getting
longer and deeper.”

In contemporary environ-
mentalism, the largest religious
debts are owed to Calvinism. It
was John Calvin who wrote that
God has “revealed himself and
daily discloses himself in the
whole workmanship of the uni-
verse.” For both Calvin and envi-
ronmentalism, the natural world
is the artwork of God, the Cre-
ation.

Man’s role is to conserve
God’s work. Thus, the rituals of
environmentalism celebrate re-
duced consumption — lowering
the heat, driving fewer miles, us-
ing less water, living in smaller
houses, having fewer children.
Limiting human appetites, rath-
er than satisfying ever-growing

demands, is the environmental
command.

As prominent an environmen-
talist as David Brower, who
served as executive director of
the Sierra Club for 18 years, has
described human existence as a
terrible “cancer” destroying
God’s good Creation. Being envi-
ronmentally “born again” was
for Brower — and many other en-
vironmentalists — the only good
answer to modern man’s envi-
ronmental corruption and sinful-
ness.

The issue posed by environ-
mentalism today for those who
believe in the separation of
church and state is the following:
Does it make sense constitution-
ally to prohibit the teaching and
embrace of Judaism and Protes-
tantism in official public set-
tings, while permitting the gov-
ernment establishment — as
taught in the public schools — of
this new secularized Protestant-
ism: the religion of green, the re-
ligion of Earth Day.

Robert H. Nelson is a professor of
environmental policy at the Univer-
sity of Maryland and a senior fellow
with The Independent Institute,
website: www.independent.org. He
is the author of “The New Holy
Wars: Economic Religion versus
Environmental Religion in Contem-
porary America.”

Earth Day is time to reflect
on environmental ‘religion’
By Robert H. Nelson
McClatchy Newpapers

In 2010, Al Gore foresaw environmental sinners headed toward
calamity on a biblical scale, facing rising seas, “stronger and more
destructive” hurricanes and droughts “getting longer and deeper.” AP

T his Earth Day, as we grap-
ple with the reality of cli-
mate change, we can take

heart in the initiatives that many
women are taking to overcome it.

We can look back on a year of
record-breaking extreme weath-
er on every continent and raging
conflict over natural resources.
These are the symptoms of a
global crisis that threatens the
very viability of our planet. But
we are also on the verge of anoth-
er tipping point, as hopeful as the
threat is grave.

More and more people are rea-
lizing that we cannot continue to
live outside the laws of nature.
They see that we have the capa-
bility to reinvent our economies

and lifestyles on a sustainable ba-
sis and in ways that safeguard hu-
man rights. Increasingly, people
are focused on creating concrete,
realizable solutions that are both
local and systemic.

Women are at the center of
this movement to reset the
course of the world. Working
through local organizations in ev-
ery region, women are improving
health systems, combating hun-
ger and poverty, preserving bio-
diversity, mitigating climate
change and demanding human
rights.

In Nicaragua, women are de-
veloping small-scale, organic
family farms. In Kenya, women
are leading projects to dig wells
and build pipelines for access to
clean water. In Sudan, women
farmers hit hard by climate

change are unionizing to demand
the resources and training they
need to earn income and develop
their communities.

Women have always been at
the center of both economy and
ecology. Both words come from
the Greek term for household —
the arena of women’s traditional
roles as primary caretakers of
families and communities. Even
today, in nearly every society,
women are mainly responsible
for providing families with
healthy food, clean water and —
particularly in the Global South —
sufficient fuel. These resources
depend on the health of the envi-
ronment, and that’s why women
play such a vital role.

But the ecosystems that have
always provided food and energy
have been exploited to their

breaking points. That's because
our global economy is irrational
and amoral: It seeks infinite
growth on a finite planet without
regard for people’s well-being.

Today, our success depends
on rejecting an economic model
that prioritizes profit above all
else. In its place, we can look to
the nascent solutions that women
are developing in communities
worldwide.

The writer is the executive director
of MADRE. She wrote this for Pro-
gressive Media Project, a source of
liberal commentary on domestic
and international issues; it is affili-
ated with The Progressive maga-
zine. Readers may write to the
author at: Progressive Media Pro-
ject, 409 East Main St., Madison,
Wis. 53703.

Women play big role in fighting climate change
By Yifat Susskind
McClatchy Newspapers
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