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Landslides delay relief efforts in quake-hit Glan 
By: Raphael Bosano 
 
SARANGANI — Much-needed food and water from both the private and public sectors has 
arrived in the center of Glan, Sarangani, days after a massive magnitude 7.8 earthquake 
crippled and isolated many parts of the town. 
 
The climate risk beneath Cebu’s garbage 
By: Annie Perez 
 
CEBU — Jaylord Antigua has been a billing assistant at the Binaliw Landfill since 2018, a job 
close to home he didn’t expect to secure. 
 
AL JAZEERA 
 
Zimbabwe’s climate migrants fear eviction as crackdown intensifies 
By: Andrew Mambondiyani 
 
Many settled in Zimbabwe’s fertile Eastern Highlands after drought left their home areas unable 
to support farming. 
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CGIAR 
 
Scaling climate action in agriculture starts with context 
By: Laura Cramer 
 
Agriculture has climate solutions, but scaling them depends on context. In this blog, Dr. Laura 
Cramer reflects on CGIAR’s contribution to the UNFCCC 18th Research Dialogue at SB64 in 
Bonn, exploring how evidence, finance, policy, MRV systems and local realities can help 
countries identify what works, where, for whom and under what conditions. 
 
INSIDE CLIMATE NEWS 
 
The Climate Change Culprits Not Addressed by Global Policy 
By: Nina Sablan 
 
A new paper suggests that 15 percent of global warming comes from overlooked pollutants. 
 
POLITICO 
 
Inside the campaign to discredit a key climate science report 
By: Corbin Hiar, Lesley Clark and Chelsea Harvey 
 
An emerging field of research that can measure how much climate change has worsened 
individual disasters is under attack by friends of the fossil fuel industry. Billions of dollars are at 
stake. 
 
THE GUARDIAN 
 
When is rare good news on climate science actually bad? When News Corp 
misrepresents it 
By: Graham Readfearn 
 
The worst-case scenario for a high-emissions scenario has been revised downward – but the 
best-case option is now implausible 
 
THE PHILIBIZNEWS 
 
Climate groups blame EPIRA, coal reliance for high PH power rates 
By: Santiago U. Vitug 
 
The Philippines’ dependence on coal and its privatized power sector have left consumers 
paying some of the highest electricity rates in Southeast Asia, according to climate advocates 
who are urging the Asian Development Bank (ADB) to end fossil fuel financing and support 
community-led renewable energy systems. 
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CCC IN THE NEWS: 

 
PHILIPPINE INFORMATION AGENCY 
 
CCC: Science must drive climate preparedness; pushes systems approach for 
anticipatory adaptation 
 
The Climate Change Commission joins the Philippine Society for Educational Research and 
Evaluation Annual Conference, underscoring the vital role of institutions in translating climate 
science into concrete action. 
 

Information and Knowledge Management Division 
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ABS CBN  
 
Landslides delay relief efforts in quake-hit Glan 
By: Raphael Bosano 
 
SARANGANI — Much-needed food and water from both the private and public sectors has 
arrived in the center of Glan, Sarangani, days after a massive magnitude 7.8 earthquake 
crippled and isolated many parts of the town. 
 
But even as aid arrived and its delivery to remote communities remains a priority, some 
residents said they have yet to receive any assistance. Landslides and unstable terrain continue 
to cut off several barangays. 
 
In Barangay Small Margus, local officials and authorities had to temporarily close roads to traffic 
due to falling rocks and the threat of additional landslides following heavy rains. 
 
Despite the danger, some residents continued to cross on foot while carrying whatever 
belongings they could salvage. Others resorted to traveling along the shoreline just to get in and 
out of their communities. 
 
Meanwhile, some residents claimed they have not received sufficient help, even in areas where 
roads have already been cleared. 
 
In one barangay, residents have resorted to collecting rainwater in buckets after their communal 
well was buried by a landslide.  
 
They strain the water using pillow stuffing before drinking it. But even the filtered water has been 
found to contain mosquito larvae. 
 
"’Yung balon namin natabunan ng landslide. Wala pa kaming tulong sa barangay kasi inuuna 
nila ’yung malayo," said resident Anite Calinawan. "Minsan, sir, masakit ang tiyan namin, sir, 
pero wala naman kaming magawa. Wala na kaming choice.” 
 
One mother has even been rationing a single bottle of mineral water, reserving it solely for her 
six-month-old baby. 
 
Signs pleading for assistance have also begun appearing outside damaged homes along the 
roads. 
 
Glan Mayor Victor Yap Sr., however, maintained that relief assistance had already reached all 
barangays, including communities currently inaccessible by land. 
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"We have given them all. I asked my barangay captains kung bakit may mga placard-placard. 
Mayor, gusto lang nila humingi sa mga dumadaan pero nabigyan na po namin ’yan sila lahat," 
he said. 
 
Yap added that water tankers have already been deployed to some barangays, while a 
Philippine Coast Guard chopper has been utilization to deliver relief assistance to far-flung 
areas. 
 
As of Friday, at least seven barangays remain isolated due to landslides. The local chief 
executive said they are closely coordinating with various agencies to fast-track road-clearing 
operations to hasten the distribution of relief goods. 
 
Yap noted they target to make at least five of the isolated barangays reachable by Saturday. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
5 



 

The climate risk beneath Cebu’s garbage 
By: Annie Perez 
 
CEBU — Jaylord Antigua has been a billing assistant at the Binaliw Landfill since 2018, a job 
close to home he didn’t expect to secure. 
 
The primary duty is to bill the garbage trucks per ton brought into the landfill. Everything went 
well, except when he noticed that the mountain of trash had become taller. 
 
“We were always concerned, we met. We’d ask, how is our trash there, is it safe? We are 
working here. They’d reply, it’s safe. We trusted because we don’t have that much knowledge 
about it but when you view it you would really see that it was already very high. At some point, it 
would really collapse,” said Antigua. 
 
And it did — on January 8,  killing more than 30 individuals who were trapped underneath. The 
tragedy happened in less than a minute, as survivors recall. 
 
“I peeked through the door and saw that the roof of the building collapsed. I was not able to 
speak. I immediately tried to duck under a table but my hands were already stuck...then I 
passed out,” shared Suzitte Balase who works as a payroll manager and survived the incident. 
 
The Mines and Geosciences Bureau made the initial investigation on the incident and found 
“oversaturation of landfill due to periodic rainfall over the past weeks influenced by the prevailing 
shear line and easterlies over the region.”  
 
Experts also saw that the trash mountain reached 35 meters — as tall as a 12-storey building. 
The landfill was immediately ordered closed after the incident. 
 
What happened in Binaliw was not an isolated incident. Just six weeks later, a landfill in 
Rodriguez, Rizal also collapsed in similar conditions, killing one person and triggering another 
government investigation.  
 
The Department of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) also noted operational and 
compliance issues but nothing on climate risk assessments as part of the big picture despite 
repeated heavy rainfall patterns. 
 
The findings, however, mentioned erosion of the active tipping area, foul odor from exposed 
waste, and a visible crack in the adjacent bench waste.  
 
DENR said the Philippines has 343 sanitary landfills serving 748 local government units, but 
existing landfill standards remain in question under fast changing climate conditions. 
 
Satellite images showed the rapid increase of garbage up until present in Binaliw.  
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The first recorded image in 2019 logged the height of the landfill at 124 meters from sea level. It 
rose to 166 meters in two years and had grown to 214 meters in the latest image. 
 
The total land area used in 2025 was estimated to be close to 40,000 square meters when its 
first ECC approved only 17,000 square meters to be used. 
 
At present, the latest image shows about 70,000 square meters utilized for waste. 
 
UNUSUAL WEATHER PATTERNS IN CEBU 
State weather bureau PAGASA confirmed that Metro Cebu, among other areas in the 
Philippines, is going through new weather patterns that were not seen before. 
 
“We noticed that when there is a storm, there are really strong rains in different areas which we 
can call extreme weather events. There are also heavy rains that are not just brought by the 
storms but also from different weather systems,” said Jhomer Eclarino, chief of the forecasting 
division of PAGASA Mactan. 
 
They recorded 2,152.7 milimeters of rainfall for the whole year of 2025, which is equivalent to 
861 Olympic-sized swimming pools. 
 
This is almost twice as much as the normal rainfall of 1,299.8 milimeters.  The La Niña condition 
also contributed to the rain which was terminated in the first quarter of 2026. 
 
“Even if there is no storm, we will experience heavy and at times, torrential rainfall. This is 
brought by other systems such as low pressure areas, intertropical convergence zones and 
some localized thunderstorms,” added Eclarino. 
 
Cebu City Councilor Joel Garganera, who also chairs the council's Committee on Environment, 
Natural Resources, Energy, and Other Utilities, described what happened — that the landfill was 
acting as a “sponge” after months of heavy rains in the city. 
 
Cebu City landfill survivor recounts 'traumatizing' ordeal 
 
LANDFILL’S LEGAL OBLIGATIONS 
In the case of the Binaliw landfill, it started in January 2017 where the president of then ARN 
Builders Inc. requested for scoping for a sanitary landfill and power generation facility project.  
 
Two months later, the council of Barangay Binaliw passed a resolution approving the operation 
of a Materials Recovery Facility — meant for separating solid waste and recyclables — only. 
 
On March 24, 2017, Garganera discovered quarrying and hauling operations in the vicinity 
which prompted the Environmental Management Bureau to issue a cease and desist order three 
days after. 
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“We found out there was a lot of earth movement,” said Garganera.  
 
In May of the same year, ARN builders was issued a first notice of violation by the zoning board 
for violating the zoning ordinance of the city.  
 
It took six months for the company to resolve the issues. It was granted an Environmental 
Compliance Certificate in November and was opened the following year.  
 
It mandated a zero-waste management scheme where recyclable waste would be processed in 
a Materials Recovery Facility and the rest would be dumped into a composting facility.  
 
Five years later, the ownership of the landfill was transferred to Primewaste Solutions Inc. 
 
DENR confirmed that the company complied with its Engineering Geological and Geohazard 
Assessment Report (EGGAR) as part of its requirements to its Environmental Impact 
Assessment using normal rainfall data from the state weather bureau. 
 
DENR immediately formed a technical committee to investigate the incident but until now, there 
are no results. 
 
“Ongoing investigation pa itong mga matters na nasa Central office, we are also waiting,” said 
Atty. John Edward Ang, Regional Director of EMB 7, in a statement. 
 
The landfill partially reopened after EMB granted the company an amended ECC covering the 
new area where the trash will be dumped, about 200 meters away from the site of the tragedy. It 
is 2,700 square meters that could accommodate up to 20,000 tons.  
 
It also mandated that the company, which refused to give a comment on the development, 
should submit detailed engineering plans, projected lifespan, assessment of the leachage 
management system and an emergency response and contingency plan. 
 
Ang said it was his decision to reopen it based on “balanced environmental safeguards with 
practical necessity.”  
 
HE added: “Cebu has an urgent need for a functional waste disposal facility to handle the city’s 
waste, and our decision followed a careful evaluation of the company’s compliance measures.”  
 
EMB explained that they do not require a climate risk assessment for amended ECCs.  
 
“The minimum for the Environmental Impact Statement is the EGGAR, then drainage impact,” 
said Engineer Cindy Pepito, EMB  7’s spokesperson, noting that the landfill company also 
complied with. 
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DENR already conducted a review of all waste disposal facilities in the country and required 
operators to submit their contingency plans to address fire incidents, slope failure, leachate 
overflow and possible gas explosions. 
 
STATE OF WASTE EMERGENCY 
 
At present, Cebu City is still grappling with a “state of waste emergency” as it generates over a 
hundred tons per day. There is an impending issue as to the usage of the South Road 
Properties as a transfer station before the trash is hauled to the town of Aloguinsan.  
 
Just recently, the city launched an eco-station where waste would be transformed into fertilizer, 
animal feed and recyclable materials reducing up to 15 tons of waste per day. “You should 
understand that the city government is doing its best,” said Mayor Nestor Archival. 
 
Environmental Group Greenpeace Philippines has lobbied for data-driven solutions to address 
the crisis of the city. Marian Ledesma, zero-waste campaigner said the city could have mitigated 
the incident through doing a waste audit or waste analysis. They also did not see a clear solid 
waste management plan. 
 
Whatever solutions the city and the national government are implementing, workers like Antigua 
and Balase simply want the landfill operations to be better. 
 
“We hope that everything will be okay and it will not happen again that we lost a lot of our 
friends,” shared Balase. “They should make it more strict and change the style. Not just dump 
and dump,” added Antigua. 
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AL JAZEERA 
 
Zimbabwe’s climate migrants fear eviction as crackdown intensifies 
By: Andrew Mambondiyani 
 
Many settled in Zimbabwe’s fertile Eastern Highlands after drought left their home areas unable 
to support farming. 
 
Mutare, Zimbabwe – New homesteads cling to the slopes of Zimbabwe’s Eastern Highlands, a 
fertile mountain region that has become a destination for people fleeing drought-stricken parts of 
the country. 
 
Many arrived hoping to rebuild their lives on land where crops can still grow. Now they fear they 
could be forced out as the government intensifies a crackdown on illegal settlements. 
 
Known officially as “illegal settlers” and sometimes derisively as “squatters”, many say they 
moved here because increasingly erratic rainfall and recurring droughts had made farming 
difficult in their home areas. 
 
Stretching about 320 km from Nyanga to Chipinge district along the Zimbabwe-Mozambique 
border, the Eastern Highlands remain one of Zimbabwe’s most fertile regions. 
 
With reliable rainfall, rich soils and an abundance of perennial rivers, the area has become a 
magnet for thousands of people fleeing increasingly harsh climatic conditions in Zimbabwe’s dry 
lowlands. 
 
A harvest of hope 
“I came here 18 years ago and have been living here ever since. We don’t have anywhere else 
to go,” Lloyd Gweshengwe, a migrant living in the Eastern Highlands, told Al Jazeera. 
 
This farming season brought him hope. 
 
“I had a very good maize harvest. I’m expecting several bags of maize, enough to feed my 
family for the whole year. I will sell the surplus,” said the 43-year-old as he stood beside stacks 
of harvested maize. 
 
But that sense of food security may not last long. 
 
Government tightens enforcement 
 
At a stakeholder meeting last month in Mutare, Zimbabwe’s Minister of State for Manicaland 
Provincial Affairs and Devolution, Misheck Mugadza, announced a tougher stance on illegal 
settlements. 
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He said he had directed the Zimbabwe Republic Police and the National Prosecuting Authority 
to intensify arrests and prosecutions of traditional leaders, middlemen and government officials 
implicated in unlawful land allocations. 
 
“There is zero tolerance for corruption,” Mugadza told the meeting. “The Environmental 
Management Agency must enforce Environmental Impact Assessment requirements and 
environmental protection laws in ecologically sensitive areas. Wetlands, riverbanks and forests 
are not for sale. Traditional leaders must operate strictly within the Traditional Leaders Act and 
report illegal activities to the relevant authorities.” 
 
The government says the exercise is necessary to restore order in land administration, curb 
corruption and protect the environment from degradation caused by unplanned settlements. 
 
Climate pressure behind migration 
On the ground in Manicaland province, the situation is more complex. Many families facing 
possible eviction say their relocation was not driven by land speculation, but by worsening 
climate conditions that have made farming increasingly difficult. 
 
Gweshengwe grew up in Village C in Gutaurare, a parched part of Mutare district that no longer 
sustains rain-fed crop farming. Like many others, he eventually moved to the wetter Eastern 
Highlands in search of arable land. 
 
“I’m not yet sure what the government is planning to do, but we are begging it to regularise our 
settlements,” he said. “The demolition exercises have not yet started in our area, but we are 
hearing in the news what is happening elsewhere.” 
 
Similarly, Simon Chanakira, 44, Gweshengwe’s neighbour, relocated to the Eastern Highlands 
from the drought-prone Chitora area in search of a better life. 
 
Independent researcher Trymore Maganga told Al Jazeera that illegal settlements in the Eastern 
Highlands have become a coping strategy for households affected by climate change, even if 
they are not a long-term solution. 
 
“These settlements leave long-standing land injustices unaddressed, create legal insecurity for 
migrants, increase environmental and hazard risks, and often generate social tensions,” he said. 
 
Uncertain future 
Human rights lawyer Blessing Nyamaropa told Al Jazeera that Zimbabwe lacks a policy 
framework specifically addressing climate-induced migration. 
 
“Anyone who occupies land without following due process is regarded as an illegal occupier,” he 
said. “In most cases, people approach traditional leaders, pay something and are allocated land. 
Traditional leaders do not have that authority.” 
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He said some migrants have settled on commercial farms without official permission from the 
Ministry of Lands. 
 
“It is illegal to occupy state land without a permit, lease or offer letter. The government has been 
invoking the law to have such people arrested and evicted from that land,” he said. 
 
Despite the legal framework, Nyamaropa said enforcement alone cannot resolve the crisis, 
calling for greater awareness and structured responses to climate-driven displacement. 
 
“There should be an admission by all stakeholders that we have a challenge. Those affected 
should approach the relevant government departments so that they can be settled legally,” he 
said. 
 
For now, Gweshengwe continues tending his fields while waiting for clarity on what comes next. 
 
“We don’t have anywhere else to go,” he said. 
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CGIAR 
 
Scaling climate action in agriculture starts with context 
By: Laura Cramer 
 
Agriculture has climate solutions, but scaling them depends on context. In this blog, Dr. Laura 
Cramer reflects on CGIAR’s contribution to the UNFCCC 18th Research Dialogue at SB64 in 
Bonn, exploring how evidence, finance, policy, MRV systems and local realities can help 
countries identify what works, where, for whom and under what conditions. 
 
At SB64 in Bonn, I joined the UNFCCC 18th Research Dialogue on behalf of CGIAR to speak 
on “Climate Resilient Food Systems, Agri-practices and Management of related non-CO₂ 
Emissions.”   
 
Agriculture already has climate options. Across crops, livestock, and aquatic foods, we know 
many practices that can help farmers adapt to a changing climate, reduce emissions, or do 
both. The more ambitious task is contextualization - knowing what works where, for whom, and 
under what conditions.  
 
Though it sounds simple, it is anything but.   
 
A practice can look promising in one place and fail somewhere else. Lower emissions may 
come with new costs for farmers. Water savings may bring trade-offs that still need to be 
measured. And even when the science is sound, local adoption can stall if finance, markets, 
policy, or advisory services are missing.   
 
Thus, climate action in agriculture cannot stop at the level of individual field practices. It has to 
reach the systems that determine whether those practices can spread. That is the shift CGIAR 
is trying to support.   
 
As a global agricultural innovation network working across food, land, and water systems in low- 
and middle-income countries, we are not only asking what farmers can do differently. We are 
asking how governments, researchers, finance providers, and communities can make sectoral 
change possible.  
 
The evidence gaps are still large.   
 
Countries need better ways to quantify how agricultural actions contribute to adaptation and 
mitigation. They need to understand the trade-offs and combined benefits across different 
agricultural production systems. They need more spatially explicit emissions data, because 
national emissions figures are not enough to target action. If the goal is to reduce non-CO₂ 
emissions from agriculture, countries need to know where the hotspots are and what can 
realistically be done there.  
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Measurement, reporting, and verification (MRV) is one of the less glamorous parts of climate 
action, but remains essential. Many African countries face real difficulty moving toward Tier 2 
reporting in agriculture because local emissions factors are not available, especially for 
livestock. Without those factors, understanding the effects of climate actions remain less precise 
than they should be. Our work in Uganda on livestock MRV is one example of what this support 
can look like in practice.   
 
The same principle applies to farming.   
 
In Cambodia, rice-prawn integrated systems supported by WorldFish have delivered 11 to 14 
times higher farmer profits compared to farming rice alone, while making more efficient use of 
water and land resources and reducing the need for chemicals. That is the kind of result that 
changes the adoption conversation. Farmers need practices that help them manage climate 
risk, but they also need those practices to make economic sense. If climate action improves 
income, it has a better chance of success beyond demonstration plots.   
 
In livestock systems, methane is a central concern. But the pathway is not only about new 
technical fixes like feed additives being adopted in high income settings.   
 
For lower income settings, improving animal health can reduce emissions intensity while 
supporting food security. Better hygiene can reduce nonclinical mastitis. Lower calf mortality can 
improve herd productivity, and improved animal feeding can help farmers produce more milk 
and meat with lower emissions per unit.   
 
 We are also looking at the feed itself. By screening forage genotypes, our researchers are 
identifying high-yielding options with anti-methanogenic compounds that can help reduce 
methane from animals.  
 
 In India, work on direct-seeded rice points to possible gains in water savings and methane 
reduction.   
 
But there are trade-offs from these interventions, and those trade-offs need to be understood 
before any practice is treated as a universal answer.   
 
This is what we mean by moving from “what works” to “what works where and for whom.”   
 
Agricultural climate action has entered a new phase in which identifying promising practices is 
no longer enough. Countries need to know where those practices work, what conditions make 
them viable, and how they can be scaled through policy, finance, data, and implementation.  
 
 Inclusion is even more important than ever, because countries also need a clear view of how to 
support different groups of farmers to actually adopt these practices. Women and marginalized 
communities are often central to food systems, but they do not always have equal access to 
land, credit, information, or decision-making.   
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Those constraints shape whether climate action works. CGIAR is working to address these 
constraints with our national and local partners. Investing in this work is critical and remains just 
a fraction compared to the cost of inaction.  
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INSIDE CLIMATE NEWS 
 
The Climate Change Culprits Not Addressed by Global Policy 
By: Nina Sablan 
 
A new paper suggests that 15 percent of global warming comes from overlooked pollutants. 
 
Record-high global temperatures aren’t driven only by well-known greenhouse gas culprits. 
 
These other emissions, unlike carbon dioxide, don’t have a direct warming effect on their own. 
Instead, they trigger reactions in the atmosphere that create more greenhouse gases or make 
the gases stick around longer. 
 
A new paper published Thursday in the journal Science suggests that 15 percent of 
human-driven global warming has come from these indirect interactions. None of these 
pollutants appear on the international climate treaty list that forms the basis for nations’ pledges 
to cut back—and the authors say it’s time for that to change. 
 
“We’re emitting things into the atmosphere that don’t directly warm the planet, but they increase 
the amount of the greenhouse gases that do directly warm the planet,” said the paper’s lead 
author, Ilissa Ocko, a former climate advisor for the U.S. Department of State. She’s now senior 
climate scientist at Spark Climate Solutions, a nonprofit that aims to identify and mitigate 
sources of unmanaged climate risk. 
 
Carbon monoxide and non-methane volatile organic compounds are the major players named in 
the paper, indirectly accounting for most of that 15 percent of warming. Black carbon, commonly 
known as soot, also contributes. 
 
These drivers of global warming are not addressed by the 1997 Kyoto Protocol, the treaty that 
set the standard for which gases are tracked in climate policy agreements. Indirect contributions 
to warming were already being studied at the time, but there wasn’t enough detail to form a 
basis for policy commitments.  
 
The paper’s authors, who work at groups including the Environmental Defense Fund and 
include a former U.S. deputy special envoy for climate, think there’s now enough information to 
act. Their work synthesized data, including from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change’s Sixth Assessment Report, which was released in 2021. 
 
But integrating carbon monoxide and the other contributors into policy will be an uphill battle.  
 
“The argument for including these gases in a climate accounting framework has been made 
since the late 1990s,” Vaishali Naik, one of the authors of the 2021 IPCC report and a scientist 
at the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, wrote in a statement she shared with 
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Inside Climate News. Despite the progress in the generation since then, she notes that 
“persistent scientific and political challenges remain.” 
 
One is that there is still work to be done on quantifying the emissions from specific sources and 
tracing them to their effects on the climate, Naik said. 
 
“The political climate in many countries is not for adopting even stronger climate rules,” added 
Michael Gerrard, founder of Columbia University’s Sabin Center for Climate Change Law. It’s 
enough of a struggle to meet current emission reduction goals that he doubts countries would 
want to add more pollutants to the list. 
 
But despite the challenges, the paper’s finding “highlights an important missing piece of the 
climate regulatory picture,” Gerrard said. “It demonstrates that these pollutants that are not 
regulated under the climate regime still have some significance.” 
 
The collective impact of the indirect climate pollutants tops all but two of the seven greenhouse 
gases on the Kyoto list, the study found. 
 
The upside is that unlike No. 1 on the list, carbon dioxide—which stays in the atmosphere for 
centuries—their contributions are short-lived. Reducing them could slow the rate of global 
warming in the near future.  
 
These potential benefits are more important than ever. “We’re already seeing damages, so 
anything we can do to shave off extra fractions of a degree is critical,” said Ocko.  
 
While the indirect climate pollutants have been largely under the radar in climate talks, they’re 
regulated as health-harming air pollutants in multiple countries, including the United States. 
Carbon monoxide, for instance, contributes to smog. 
 
Ocko, who thinks their impacts shouldn’t be siloed, is optimistic that policy work on the 
pollutants can slow the rate of global warming while also improving air quality. 
 
“I’m excited to see where all of this goes,” she said, “and hopefully we can uncover new 
mitigation opportunities to address climate change.” 
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POLITICO 
 
Inside the campaign to discredit a key climate science report 
By: Corbin Hiar, Lesley Clark and Chelsea Harvey 
 
An emerging field of research that can measure how much climate change has worsened 
individual disasters is under attack by friends of the fossil fuel industry. Billions of dollars are at 
stake. 
 
Oil industry allies are quietly targeting a field of climate research that could cost fossil fuel 
companies billions of dollars. 
 
In the crosshairs is a forthcoming report from the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, 
and Medicine that will examine research into the ways corporate climate pollution is intensifying 
natural disasters. 
 
The conservative offensive could weaken the report’s perceived credibility at a time when it 
threatens to raise the legal jeopardy facing Exxon Mobil and other energy giants that are 
accused of contributing to fatal or costly catastrophes in dozens of lawsuits, according to 
lawyers and scientists tracking the cases. 
 
 
The heightened scrutiny — which involves a secretive opposition research group scouring 
scientists’ emails — has prompted two people to leave the 15-person panel tasked with 
producing the report. The findings are expected to be released as soon as this month, according 
to three people who were granted anonymity to speak about the panel’s work. 
 
“The goal is to keep attribution science out of court. We see a pattern of that,” said Alice Hill, a 
former federal prosecutor and California state judge who worked on climate policy in the Obama 
White House, referring to the conservative effort. “And what is the ultimate reason for that? To 
shield the fossil fuel companies from liability.” 
 
The offensive against what’s known as extreme weather attribution comes as scientists have 
improved methods for determining how climate pollution from sources like cars and power 
plants are leading to stronger and longer disasters, such as heat waves and hurricanes. The 
burgeoning field produces studies showing how corporate giants are supercharging specific 
catastrophes. Previously, scientists were unable to determine whether a single weather event 
had been worsened by human-caused climate change. 
 
The scientific strides stand to send shock waves through the energy sector. The studies are 
sporadically being used to help build climate liability cases against oil and gas companies. But 
lawyers, scientists and insurers expect them to increasingly appear in court filings. 
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The commercial stakes are enormous. A 2022 analysis from a financial industry forum found 
that fossil fuel companies could face cumulative losses of “over $100 billion in the most severe 
litigation outcome,” citing data from the consulting company Verisk Analytics. Since then, more 
than a dozen new climate liability cases have been filed, including one lawsuit that is seeking 
more than $51.5 billion in compensation related to a deadly heat wave. 
 
The climate lawsuits being pursued separately by cities, states and tribes represent one of the 
sharpest risks facing oil, gas and coal companies during President Donald Trump’s second 
term, according to legal experts. Trump has directed his administration to fight the lawsuits, but 
many of the cases have continued. Now the National Academies report could play an outsize 
role in the suits by adding legitimacy to the field of attribution science. 
 
In addition to collecting hundreds of emails and other documents from researchers involved in 
the National Academies report, the effort to find information that could be used to discredit 
attribution science is being pursued by Republicans lawmakers, think tank analysts allied with 
energy companies and offshoots of the industry itself. 
 
Texas Republican Rep. Brian Babin, chair of the Science, Space and Technology Committee, 
expressed concern about the report in a letter sent to the National Academies in April, saying it 
“will likely influence significant litigation and policy decisions.” 
 
The National Academies defended the work of the panel, which is made up of academics and 
federal scientists who have been working on the analysis for more than two years. 
 
“We are following our normal, rigorous processes, including peer review, to independently 
conduct our study on attribution of extreme events, and will release it publicly when that process 
is complete,” spokesperson William Kearney said in an email. 
 
The conservative offensive includes at least nine open records requests sent to public 
universities where some panel members work, according to documents obtained by POLITICO’s 
E&E News. They were submitted by Argus Insight, an opposition research firm founded in 2023 
by White House aides from Trump’s first term and a former Axios reporter. The firm has a history 
of gathering materials that legal experts say could be used to weaken climate liability lawsuits 
targeting fossil fuel companies by making scientists wary of engaging with the litigation. 
 
Argus sought the internal communications of the panel’s chair and other members. The firm also 
requested potential emails the panelists might have exchanged with academics and lawyers 
who are developing legal strategies that could force oil, gas and coal companies to offset the 
growing economic toll of climate change. 
 
The obscure panel has faced online criticism from the American Enterprise Institute, a 
right-leaning think tank, and other groups bankrolled by the fossil fuel industry. On the day of its 
first meeting in 2024, AEI scholar Roger Pielke Jr. published a Substack post accusing the 
National Academies of engaging in “stealth advocacy in support of climate litigation.” 
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AEI spokesperson Brady Africk said its scholars’ views “are drawn from their own expertise and 
research, and we protect their ability to work independently.” Pielke told POLITICO’s E&E News 
that he was calling “things like I see them.” 
 
Argus did not respond to questions for this story but has previously defended its use of public 
records by arguing that taxpayer-supported academics should have nothing to hide. 
 
Origins of the attribution panel 
The National Academies was established by Congress in 1863, during the Civil War, to provide 
advice to policymakers on complex scientific topics. 
 
It previously examined extreme weather attribution science a decade ago. That review found 
strong evidence that human-caused climate change had worsened heat waves and cold spells. 
It may have also increased the likelihood of extended droughts and storms with heavy 
precipitation. 
 
The new panel was launched in 2023, when the National Science Foundation provided the 
National Academies nearly $100,000 to study attribution science. The panel’s other sponsors 
include NOAA, the Bezos Earth Fund and the Heising-Simons Foundation charities, and the 
investment banker Robert Litterman. 
 
“It is critical to improve capabilities to assess and forecast future extreme events and identify 
strategies to better communicate this science with the public,” NSF said in the funding 
announcement. “The study will help decision makers and other stakeholders assess the extent 
to which extreme weather events can be attributed to climate change, identify priorities to 
improve scientific capabilities, and may inform legal and financial consequences.” 
 
The announcement called for the National Academies to recruit and vet a committee of experts 
— a process that took more than a year. The goal was to produce a report within three years. 
 
The Bezos Earth Fund declined to comment. NSF, NOAA, the Heising-Simons Foundation and 
Robert Litterman didn’t respond to requests for comment. 
 
The panel held a private orientation meeting on Nov. 4, 2024. That was the same day Pielke, 
the AEI scholar who posts on Substack as The Honest Broker, published an item suggesting 
that the little-known panel couldn’t be trusted. 
 
Pielke observed that two panel members worked with either the Union of Concerned Scientists, 
an environmental group, or the World Weather Attribution Consortium, an academic 
collaboration that analyzes the impact of climate change on natural disasters. He noted that the 
leaders of both groups had publicly supported climate litigation. 
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“Is it appropriate to include such legal advocates on a [National Academies] study committee 
focused on evaluating and legitimizing the information that they produce in support of the 
litigation that these advocates are involved in? Of course not,” Pielke wrote. “The failures of 
scientific integrity here are profound, obvious, and completely out in public.” 
 
His post drew sharp reactions from inside the National Academies. 
 
“Ugh,” wrote Colorado State University atmospheric science professor James Hurrell, the 
panel’s chair, after it was forwarded to him by Elizabeth Eide, a top official in the National 
Academies who oversaw the work of the panel. (Hurrell’s email was later obtained by Argus via 
an open records request. E&E News got the note from the university by requesting copies of the 
documents Argus had received.) 
 
Eide was requesting a meeting to discuss “both the points in the blog and what our next steps 
may be.” 
 
Hurrell and Eide declined to be interviewed for this story. Kearney, the National Academies 
spokesperson, explained the request this way: “We regularly discuss public comments on our 
committee nominations.” 
 
Pielke’s issues with the panel were quickly highlighted by Government Accountability & 
Oversight, a fossil-fuel-funded group that opposes climate lawsuits. On its Climate Litigation 
Watch website, the group described Pielke’s post as a “devastating expose.” 
 
Since 2020, Government Accountability has received at least $1.5 million from the foundation of 
Joseph Craft III, the CEO of the coal mining firm Alliance Resource Partners, according to an 
E&E News review of tax records. 
 
Government Accountability didn’t respond to requests for comment but wrote a blog post 
criticizing E&E News for reporting on its activities. This is the “latest installment of Reporters 
Against Open Records Laws,” the unbylined post said. 
 
The think tank that Pielke works for, AEI, also has connections to the fossil fuel industry. AEI 
doesn’t disclose its donors, but tax filings from other groups show that it received $120,000 in 
2024 from the American Petroleum Institute, an oil industry trade association, and $300,000 in 
2021 from the Craft foundation. 
 
API declined to comment. Craft and Alliance didn’t respond to questions. 
 
Legal and scientific advances 
The effort to cast doubt on the National Academies comes at a moment of growing legal 
pressure on fossil fuel companies. 
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The industry, in response to the climate lawsuits by states and municipalities, has used venue 
and procedural arguments in court to stall or prevent the cases from reaching trial — tactics that 
have largely worked so far. The companies have also convinced the Supreme Court to review 
their argument that federal law bars the lawsuits. 
 
Trump’s reelection has been a mixed blessing for the fossil fuel industry, which strongly 
supported his campaign. While his administration has rolled back pollution regulations and 
opened more federal lands and waters for drilling and mining, it’s also imposed tariffs that make 
it more expensive to produce fossil fuels and launched a war in Iran that some analysts believe 
will speed the global transition to renewable energy. 
 
In the courtroom, Trump has been a more dependable ally. His administration has sought to 
preempt states from filing climate lawsuits and filed motions supporting the oil industry. The 
president has also halted federal efforts to track the most expensive natural disasters and 
moved to shut down the nation’s top climate research center. 
 
Meanwhile, congressional Republicans and a number of red states are pushing legislation to 
give the fossil fuel companies immunity from climate liability litigation. 
 
As the climate cases grind onward, the science of extreme weather attribution is rapidly 
evolving. Before the field got its start two decades ago, scientists weren’t sure it was possible to 
quantify the influence of climate change on individual weather events. 
 
Today, researchers can conduct attribution studies in nearly real time that calculate how much 
global warming affected the likelihood, or intensity, of a natural disaster. Some studies have 
calculated the proportion of damages that are attributable to greenhouse gas emissions. 
 
That makes attribution science a potentially formidable tool in climate litigation — as the field’s 
critics and supporters both acknowledge. 
 
Attribution science has appeared in several high-profile climate lawsuits. It’s the cornerstone of 
a 2023 complaint filed by Oregon’s Multnomah County against more than a dozen major fossil 
fuel companies. The county, which is home to the state’s largest city, Portland, is seeking $51 
billion for damages and funding to prepare for future disasters following a record-shattering heat 
dome in June 2021 that killed 69 people. 
 
The lawsuit cited a study published in the event’s aftermath in the scientific journal Earth System 
Dynamics, which found that the dayslong heat wave would have been “virtually impossible” 
without the climate pollution released by fossil fuel companies. Temperatures soared to 116 
degrees Fahrenheit — 40 degrees above average. 
 
“But for carbon atmospheric pollution, the 2021 Pacific Northwest heat dome would have not 
occurred,” the lawsuit said. 
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Those declarative statements, when bolstered by reputable scientists and studies, might move 
juries, legal experts say. But only if plaintiffs’ lawyers are allowed to make them in court, where 
judges are empowered to act as scientific gatekeepers. Under the so-called Daubert Standard, 
judges consider factors like whether a scientific theory has achieved widespread acceptance 
before allowing it to be used in a trial. 
 
“The National Academies of Sciences is obviously a very respected institution, so their report 
would carry sway among judges and others” if it draws stronger links between emissions and 
some types of natural disasters, said Hill, the former judge who is now an energy fellow at the 
Council on Foreign Relations think tank. 
 
“It could be a huge factor in liability lawsuits against the fossil fuel companies,” she added, 
“because you can get the fingerprints of who caused the harm.” 
 
‘Undermine’ industry accountability 
At the first public meeting of the National Academies panel, on Nov. 14, 2024, Georgetown Law 
professor Monica Sanders resigned because she feared that conservative groups and the 
incoming Trump administration would “go after” the panel, she said in an interview with E&E 
News earlier this year. A disaster law expert, she previously served as a Republican staff 
attorney on the House and Senate homeland security committees. 
 
“My reasons for leaving were related to my being a practicing attorney and not wanting to 
expose the committee’s work to unwanted (maybe targeted) FOIA or discovery requests,” 
Sanders added in an email, referring to the federal Freedom of Information Act. At the time, she 
was consulting on an international climate case, and Sanders feared her legal work could be 
compromised if she became entangled in open records disputes. Before stepping down, 
Sanders said that she had warned panel leaders about those risks. 
 
Panel members attended closed meetings in December 2024 to discuss sections of the report 
and how they would gather information for the review. 
 
Then on Jan. 2, 2025, an oil industry website called Energy in Depth published a blog post that 
echoed Pielke’s assertions about Delta Merner, an academic at the Union of Concerned 
Scientists who at the time was a panel member. The National Academies panel is “staffed with 
activists seeking to take down the oil and gas industry,” the post said. 
 
Merner was removed from the panel on the same day, according to the National Academies 
webpage and two people with knowledge of the decision who were granted anonymity to 
discuss internal deliberations. Merner declined to comment. (Albert Lin, a professor of 
environmental and natural resources law at the University of California, Davis, joined the panel 
at the end of January 2025.) 
 
Energy in Depth is a project of the Independent Petroleum Association of America, an oil 
lobbying group. IPAA spokesperson Jennifer Pett Marsteller said in a statement that Energy in 
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Depth has for several years “noted the significant concerns raised by leading researchers about 
conflicts of interest in attribution science.” 
 
Now, Republican lawmakers have asked the National Academies for details about the group’s 
activities, shortly before its report is expected to be released. 
 
“Publicly available information suggests a troubling pattern in which members of the Attribution 
Committee, who lead [the National Academies’] review of the alleged human causes of climate 
change, are affiliated with nonprofits that support climate accountability lawsuits, raising the 
appearance of impropriety and member bias,” said the letter sent by Babin, the House Science 
chair. (Despite his suggestion, there is scientific consensus that human activities — primarily the 
burning of fossil fuels — are responsible for overheating the planet.) 
 
Babin’s campaign and political action committee have raised over $480,000 from the oil and gas 
industry since his first successful run for Congress in 2014, according to data from the 
transparency group OpenSecrets that was analyzed by E&E News. That represents more than 
6 percent of his total fundraising over the same period. His office didn’t respond to a request for 
comment. 
 
The letter asked the National Academies to “provide all records relating to the establishment 
and membership selection of the Attribution Committee.” It was also signed by Republican 
Reps. Rich McCormick of Georgia and Scott Franklin of Florida, who chair the Science 
subcommittees on investigations and the environment, respectively. A spokesperson for the 
Science Committee and subcommittees didn’t respond to a request for comment. 
 
The National Academies said it looked forward to addressing Babin’s concerns. 
 
Legal experts were shocked by the amount of attention that’s being directed at a single scientific 
panel. 
 
“I don’t think we’ve seen anything like this before,” said Dave Jones, a former counsel to the 
attorney general in the Clinton administration who later served as California’s insurance 
commissioner, referring to the pressure being applied on the National Academies. “It’s unusual 
that this particular committee is being targeted.” 
 
The conservative push is “trying to undermine efforts to hold the oil and gas industry 
accountable and to reduce greenhouse gas emissions,” said Jones, now the director of the 
University of California, Berkeley’s climate risk initiative. 
 
‘Discredit the scientists’ 
Soon after the panel was formed, Argus researcher Allan Blutstein began filing open records 
requests for communications between its members and National Academies officials. 
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It’s unclear who hired Argus to investigate the researchers examining the links between major 
sources of climate pollution and specific disasters. Argus says it has “helped multiple Fortune 
100 companies position themselves for success in litigation,” according to an undated pitch 
deck previously reported by E&E News. 
 
The firm’s known clients include the Republican National Committee, the office of House 
Speaker Mike Johnson (R-La.) and the reelection campaign of Sen. Tom Cotton (R-Ark.). Argus 
has provided its political clients with research, consulting services and reference materials, 
spending disclosures show. 
 
In at least one case — involving Hurrell, the panel chair — the National Academies sought to 
limit the amount of information released to Argus. 
 
“Since Professor Hurrell serves on the Committee solely in his individual capacity and not as an 
employee of the university, we believe that any records [he] sent or received as a member of the 
Committee should not be considered records subject to” the Colorado Open Records Act, wrote 
Marc Gold, an attorney at the National Academy of Sciences, in a November 2024 email to a 
Colorado state official. “Committee deliberative records are considered to be confidential 
records of the NAS.” 
 
Gold did not respond to a request for comment. 
 
Some committee members were unaware of the extent of the outside scrutiny. Kevin Smiley, a 
professor of sociology at Louisiana State University, said he only learned that his emails had 
been searched and turned over to Argus after being contacted by a reporter. His research 
focuses on social inequalities and environmental change. 
 
Argus filed three requests in November 2024 for Smiley’s communications with other committee 
members, the National Academies and the climate litigation-focused law firm Sher Edling, 
according to a log of LSU records requests obtained by E&E News. 
 
Blutstein, the Argus researcher, received hundreds of pages of internal material, some of which 
provided slides, briefing books and other details from closed briefings. One meeting agenda, for 
instance, included a “guiding” question about how the study could “contribute to the application 
of attribution science” in litigation. (E&E News obtained the same materials by filing a request 
for the records obtained by Blutstein.) 
 
Documents like that, history suggests, could be used to attack the credibility of the report and its 
authors. In 2009, hackers released a trove of emails from researchers at Britain’s University of 
East Anglia that skeptics of global warming incorrectly described as containing evidence that 
scientists had conspired to manipulate climate data. Blutstein didn’t respond to a request for 
comment. 
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Records obtained by Argus haven’t featured prominently in climate liability litigation, according 
to lawyers and groups involved in the cases. But that could change if the lawsuits proceed to 
arguments about their underlying merits, when the trustworthiness of climate experts could be 
contested, lawyers said. 
 
Argus and its allies are “looking for something in a personal email they can take out of context,” 
said University of Pennsylvania climate scientist Michael Mann, who successfully sued two 
conservative bloggers for defamation. “The objective is to intimidate and seek to discredit, and 
set an example for other scientists who might think of speaking out about the science and its 
implications.” 
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THE GUARDIAN 
 
When is rare good news on climate science actually bad? When News Corp 
misrepresents it 
By: Graham Readfearn 
 
The worst-case scenario for a high-emissions scenario has been revised downward – but the 
best-case option is now implausible 
 
In a world where people accept global heating is bad, news that we had avoided a 
boiling-in-our-own-juices version of the planet’s future might have been welcomed. 
 
Instead, the news that a group of climate scientists had officially retired their very worst scenario 
for the future of the planet was proof – according to Donald Trump – that the scientists had been 
(in all caps) WRONG! WRONG! WRONG. 
 
Picking up the baton this week, a former editor of the Australian, Chris Mitchell, claimed the 
development “dramatically cuts the forecast warming of the planet by the end of this century”, in 
a dramatic mischaracterisation of what’s actually happened. 
 
To understand why this is a gross mischaracterisation, we have to understand a bit of the 
background. 
 
Since the 2010s, scientists have been using a range of scenarios in climate models to 
understand what might happen to the planet in the future. They were not forecasts, but rather a 
collection of “what ifs”. 
 
Broadly, the scenarios relate to how many tonnes of greenhouse gases are let loose into the 
atmosphere from burning fossil fuels. 
 
One of those scenarios was called RCP 8.5 – and its successor was SSP5 8.5. (The 8.5 refers 
to the amount of extra heat trapped in the atmosphere by the end of the century, measured – if 
you really want this detail – in watts per square metre). 
 
This was the worst-case scenario, where the world’s population ballooned and fossil fuels 
continued to be discovered, drilled and burned to the point where global heating hits about 4.5C 
by the end of the century. 
 
Other scenarios showed what might happen under lower levels of emissions. 
 
For almost a decade, there has been a mostly polite debate among climate scientists about the 
appropriateness of using RCP 8.5 as it became clear that emissions won’t reach the level 
outlined in that scenario. 
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In May, the group of scientists responsible for advising the climate modellers wrote that the 8.5 
scenario had “become implausible, based on trends in the costs of renewables, the emergence 
of climate policy and recent emission trends.” 
 
The group suggested six new scenarios. Their worst-case imagined “a rollback of current 
mitigation policies” and global warming reaching about 3.5C by the end of the century – about 
1C lower than under RCP 8.5. 
 
Best-case scenario also unlikely 
Mitchell argued the 8.5 scenario had generated “hysteria” that had made people poorer, and 
that countries had committed to net zero by 2050 “on the basis of predictions the IPCC 
[Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change] now accepts are way off kilter”. 
 
There is a glaring problem with this claim (aside from attributing the change to the IPCC). 
 
When countries went to Paris in 2015 to negotiate what level of global heating they wanted to 
avoid, they were not negotiating over the threat of temperatures rising by about 4.5C (but with 
an uncertainty range taking it over 5C). 
 
They agreed that temperatures should be kept “well below 2C” and should aim for 1.5C. 
 
Dr Andrew King, a climate scientist at the University of Melbourne, was among those behind the 
recommendation to use new scenarios. 
 
“Climate scientists can’t predict the future so instead we construct scenarios of what could 
happen depending on what we do next,” he said. 
 
“RCP8.5/SSP5-8.5 was always pretty much a worst-case scenario. Even though we haven’t 
done enough to tackle climate change over the last decade, we have seen enough 
decarbonisation that we won’t follow that path. 
 
“It’s important to note that we also have dropped the most optimistic scenario for the 21st 
century with substantially higher peak warming in the new lowest emissions scenario than 
previously.” 
 
So while we’ve avoided the worst future that climate scientists could imagine, we have also 
acted so slowly that the best-case option is now implausible. 
 
Shallow pool of contrarians 
Standing not for the first time inside a glasshouse clutching a rock, Mitchell criticises climate 
scientists and journalists in some outlets – including this one – for failing to write a news story 
about the issue he spent more than 1,000 words misrepresenting. 
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Mitchell quotes the US-based Dr Roger Pielke Jr, who had written that the 8.5 scenario was 
“embedded in the policies and regulations of most of the world’s largest economies, found 
across the world’s most important multilateral institutions”. 
 
But is that true? 
 
Australia’s first National Climate Risk Assessment, released last year, did not use the scenario, 
instead warning of the myriad risks to the country under three different levels of global warming 
– 1.5C, 2C and 3C. 
 
In recent years, regional climate modelling around Australia has also ignored the 8.5 scenario 
because there was growing agreement it was no longer relevant. 
 
For example, the “high emissions” scenarios used in the most recent climate projections for 
Queensland, New South Wales and Victoria all used the lower emissions scenario (known as 
SSP3 7.0) for their worst-case projections. 
 
Prof Glen Peters, an Australian climate scientist based at Norway’s Centre for International 
Climate Research, has been one of the scientists calling for the 8.5 scenario to be scrapped. 
 
He said: “I think the arguments of Mitchell and the like all falter, as they frame success as not 
[hitting] 4 to 5C warming in 2100. The policy world has prioritised ‘well below 2C’ and pursuing 
1.5C. We are far from succeeding on that dimension.” 
 
Mitchell describes Pielke Jr as a “former professor of environmental science at the University of 
Colorado”, but curiously doesn’t give his current role as a senior fellow at the American 
Enterprise Institute – one of a large group of conservative thinktanks that have fought for years 
to slow down progress on climate change. 
 
The last time Pielke Jr was injected into the Australian climate debate – again by News Corp – 
he badly misinterpreted the national climate risk assessment to the detriment of all the people 
who read the front page of the Daily Telegraph upon which his misinterpretation was uncritically 
printed. 
 
Mitchell also draws on comments from other contrarians, such as Danish political scientist Bjorn 
Lomborg, in his column. 
 
You would not expect readers of The Australian to understand or remember that these 
commentators are drawn from the same shallow pool of contrarians that the newspaper 
continuously returns to. 
 
But they are. 
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THE PHILIBIZNEWS 
 
Climate groups blame EPIRA, coal reliance for high PH power rates 
By: Santiago U. Vitug 
 
The Philippines’ dependence on coal and its privatized power sector have left consumers 
paying some of the highest electricity rates in Southeast Asia, according to climate advocates 
who are urging the Asian Development Bank (ADB) to end fossil fuel financing and support 
community-led renewable energy systems. 
 
Speaking during a roundtable discussion held alongside the Asia Clean Energy Forum (ACEF) 
2026, Ellenor Bartolome of the Philippine Movement for Climate Change pointed to the Electric 
Power Industry Reform Act (EPIRA) or Republic Act 9136 as a key factor behind the country’s 
persistently high electricity costs. 
 
Bartolome said the privatization of the energy sector has concentrated control of the industry in 
the hands of a few large players while exposing consumers to volatile international fuel prices. 
 
“The Philippine energy landscape right now is dominated by a few families,” said Bartolome. 
 
“The Philippines is now generating over 60% of our electricity from coal, making us one of the 
most coal-dependent countries in Southeast Asia and giving our consumers paying some of the 
region’s highest electricity prices,” she added. 
 
Her remarks come as tensions between the United States and Iran continue to unsettle global 
energy markets, raising concerns over possible increases in fuel costs and disruptions to energy 
supplies. Advocates argue that countries heavily dependent on imported fossil fuels remain 
particularly vulnerable to such geopolitical shocks. 
 
The Philippines is among the higher-cost locations for business electricity in Southeast Asia, 
with average commercial power rates of about US$0.155 per kilowatt-hour. That is nearly 
double the rate in Vietnam (US$0.078/kWh) and more than twice that of Indonesia 
(US$0.070/kWh), two of the region’s leading manufacturing hubs. Business electricity rates are 
also lower in Thailand (US$0.128/kWh) and Malaysia (US$0.129/kWh), underscoring the 
competitive challenge posed by the country’s energy costs. 
 
High power costs have long been cited by investors, business groups, and economic planners 
as a factor affecting the competitiveness of manufacturing and other energy-intensive industries 
in the Philippines. While this issue was not specifically raised during the forum, the country’s 
electricity prices remain among the highest in the region. 
 
The issue formed part of a broader critique by civil society organizations of the ADB’s energy 
financing policies. Groups including the NGO Forum on ADB Network and the Coalition for 
Human Rights in Development accused the Bank of contributing to Asia’s energy and debt 
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crises through continued support for fossil fuels and other technologies they consider harmful or 
unproven. 
 
The coalition is urging the ADB to adopt several “non-negotiables,” including ending all fossil 
fuel financing, rejecting nuclear energy projects, halting support for waste-to-energy facilities 
and other contested technologies, and prioritizing community-led renewable energy systems. 
 
“ADB cannot claim to build sustainable energy systems while financing the very structures that 
worsen the crisis,” said Rayyan Hassan of NGO Forum on ADB. “A just energy transition must 
be public, democratic, and centered on communities.” 
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CCC IN THE NEWS: 
 
PHILIPPINE INFORMATION AGENCY 
 
CCC: Science must drive climate preparedness; pushes systems approach for 
anticipatory adaptation 
 
The Climate Change Commission joins the Philippine Society for Educational Research and 
Evaluation Annual Conference, underscoring the vital role of institutions in translating climate 
science into concrete action. 
 
MANILA– The Climate Change Commission (CCC) underscored the integration of the best 
available climate science into concrete policy at the community level during the Philippine 
Society for Educational Research and Evaluation Annual Conference at Centro Escolar 
University, Manila. 
 
Anchored on the theme “Smart Environmental Initiatives Toward Social Responsibility,” the 
discussions highlighted the need to bridge science and practice to ensure that climate action is 
felt on the ground. 
 
The CCC also cited the National Adaptation Plan (NAP), a national policy framework developed 
under the leadership of President Ferdinand R. Marcos Jr., as a concrete example of translating 
climate science into action, guiding vulnerability-based adaptation strategies and strengthening 
preparedness efforts across sectors. 
 
CCC Vice Chairperson and Executive Director Robert E.A. Borje highlighted the urgency of 
closing the gap between knowledge and implementation, particularly as climate risks continue to 
intensify. 
 
“The challenge before us is no longer only the absence of information. The challenge is whether 
institutions can translate science into decisions quickly enough to reduce losses before they 
occur.” 
 
He emphasized that while scientific evidence is already available, the pace of institutional 
response remains a key concern, especially as risks become more complex and interconnected. 
 
“Because if scientific evidence is already sufficient in many areas, then one difficult question 
confronts us: Are our institutions acting with the same urgency that science is demanding?” 
 
Borje also underscored the need to shift from reactive to anticipatory approaches in 
strengthening resilience and reducing disaster risks. 
 
“Resilience is not how often we rebuild, but by how seldom we are destroyed.” 
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This highlights the need to prioritize anticipatory action, ensuring that risks are addressed early 
through strengthened preparedness, planning, and investments that minimize potential losses. 
 
The event gathered educators, researchers, policymakers, and practitioners committed to 
advancing ecological sustainability and responsible stewardship. 
 
Centro Escolar University Senior Vice President Dr. Teresa Perez delivered a message on 
behalf of CEU President Dr. Danilo L. Concepcion, highlighting the role of academic institutions 
in shaping not only knowledge, but also values and behavior toward sustainability 
 
“We are not only producers of knowledge but also shapers of values, attitudes, and behavior 
through a strong research culture.” 
 
He added, “Through sustained collaborative research, capability building, dissemination, and 
utilization, we extend our impact far beyond knowledge creation. In our classrooms, research 
initiatives, and community engagements, we nurture individuals who are environmentally 
conscious, socially responsible, and deeply committed to building a better world.” 
 
The CCC continues to mainstream climate change in policies and programs while providing 
technical support to help translate scientific knowledge into actionable strategies for 
communities and local governments. 
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