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BJØRN LOMBORG 
Statement 

HON ROBIN CHAPPLE (Mining and Pastoral) [10.06 pm]: I rise briefly because during debate on the 
carbon tax motion moved by Hon Liz Behjat earlier today, she mentioned Bjørn Lomborg. I congratulate the 
member for raising that person’s name, and I will come to the crux of the matter. He is a Danish citizen. My 
former wife is Danish, so I have some relationship with the Danish people. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: Have you met Bjørn? 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I have had the dubious privilege of meeting him. 

Hon Peter Katsambanis: That makes two of us! 

Hon ROBIN CHAPPLE: I will explain why it is dubious. Bjørn was a lecturer at a number of universities in 
Denmark. He refers to himself as an adjunct professor. The term “adjunct professor” comes from the translation 
of the Danish word for “lecturer” into English. He has no professorial qualifications whatsoever. He ran two 
think tanks; one was the Environmental Assessment Institute of Copenhagen and the other was the Copenhagen 
Consensus Center. They were basically right-wing think tanks. He is most famous for his publication The 
Skeptical Environmentalist. He spent some considerable time fighting in the courts against that, being crucified 
to a large degree by the Danish scientific community. In 2003, the Danish Committees on Scientific Dishonesty 
reached a decision on a series of complaints. The ruling sent a mixed message, unfortunately. It states — 

Objectively speaking, the publication of the work under consideration is deemed to fall within the 
concept of scientific dishonesty … In view of the subjective requirements made in terms of intent or 
gross negligence, however, Bjørn Lomborg’s publication cannot fall within the bounds of this 
characterization. Conversely, the publication is deemed clearly contrary to the standards of good 
scientific practice. 

The committees came up with a ruling on this, it was eventually challenged in the High Court and the ruling was 
overturned. The debate still goes on; a significant number of papers have been written in the US about his 
competence. Notwithstanding that, I have to congratulate Mr Bjørn Lomborg, because he recently wrote another 
book. If we take his first book to be scientifically valid, we must also take his second book to be scientifically 
valid. The new book is called Smart Solutions to Climate Change. It argues that global warming is a challenge 
that humanity must confront, and undoubtedly one of the chief concerns facing the world today. In that book he 
calls for a $100 billion annual fund to be raised by a carbon tax. I think we were discussing the fact that he did 
not actually like the idea of a carbon tax, yet now he is actually promoting one. This is to be a fund of 
$100 billion a year, raised by all the governments of the world through the imposition of a carbon tax on each 
country. This came after he reviewed his views on the severity of the threat. He calls for a carbon emissions 
fund—interestingly enough, very similar to the federal government’s one—to boost wind, wave, solar and 
nuclear power. Money is also needed to cover the research and development costs of innovative projects to 
counter rising temperatures. 

If the honourable member opposite actually believes what this gentleman says, and thinks his theses are good 
and should be followed, then yes, we should have a $100 billion carbon tax distributed globally. Lomborg has 
also recently been pioneering some really new, controversial ideas about how to fix climate change; this is how 
he is going to use this $100 billion fund. I want to highlight one of the latest things he has come up with: he 
envisages a fleet of 1 900 robotic ships that will patrol the ocean while releasing spouts of ocean water to reflect 
the sun’s rays in an attempt to reduce global warming. 

Obviously, the member opposite really does like what Mr Lomborg has to say, so maybe she will have time, 
during the continuation of her remarks, to identify how her federal government might come up with a similar 
idea, because she obviously likes Mr Lomborg’s intent. 
 


	BJØRN LOMBORG
	Statement


