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Focus

US may do less harm 
outside climate pact 
than in it: Analysts

By Mariette Le Roux

America’s withdrawal from the climate-rescue Paris
Agreement under Donald Trump is a blow to
global unity but may be a blessing in disguise for

the pact itself, observers said Thursday.  This way, the
Trump administration, heavily influenced by the fossil-
fuel industry, will have less sway over the UN climate
process, they said.  “A rogue US can cause more damage
inside... than outside of the agreement,” said Luke Kemp,
a climate policy lecturer at the Australian National
University. Continued US participation in the Paris
forum would have been merely symbolic, and yielded
no impact on reducing US emissions of planet-warming
greenhouse gases, he argued. “It’s better Trump is out-
side the agreement rather than pulling it down from the
inside,” added Mohamed Adow of Christian Aid, which
lobbies for poor country interests at the two-decade-
old UN climate negotiations.

“With Trump we were at best only going to have
America’s name on the agreement,” he told AFP.  Trump
announced America is “getting out” of a deal he said
imposed “draconian” burdens that would cost the US
millions of jobs and billions in cold hard cash. The pact
was “very unfair” to the United States and beneficial to
other major polluters like China and India, the president
claimed. His proposal to open negotiations for a new or
updated deal was quickly rebuffed by France, Italy and
Germany, leaving America out in the diplomatic cold.  

Veteran observers of the decades-old process wel-
comed an end to the “will he, won’t he?” seesaw that has
distracted the ongoing climate talks since Trump’s elec-
tion last November. And they warned the United States
would be hardest hit- economically and diplomatically
by the fallout. “The decision is based on last century’s
economics and will turn the US into last century’s econ-
omy,” Andrew Steer, president of the World Resources
Institute (WRI) think-tank, predicted. According to the
CITEPA research institute, America’s renewable energy
sector in America employed some 800,000 people in
2016 - nearly five times more than the fossil-fuel sector.

Fossil fuel ‘sacrifice’
Hundreds of American companies have urged the

Trump administration to stay the clean energy course.
Not only does the US stand to lose economically, but it
would also throw away enormous diplomatic clout,
commentators argued. “We are witnessing a seismic
shift in the global order as Europe, China and others
lead the way forward,” said Greenpeace executive direc-
tor Jennifer Morgan. According to the rules of the
agreement, the US can only give notice of its withdraw-
al three years after the deal’s entry into force in
November 2016. Withdrawal will take effect a year later-
taking us to November 2020, just two months before
Trump’s term ends.  It is not clear if the US will seek to
continue participating in UN climate talks until then, or
simply stay away. Trump on Thursday announced the
United States would “cease all implementation” of the
pact “as of today.” On the campaign trail, Trump had
called climate change a “hoax” perpetrated by China.

As president, he quickly appointed a former CEO of
oil giant ExxonMobil as his secretary of state, and an
anti-climate litigator to head the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA). The president has moved to
loosen restrictions on coal-fired power plants and vehi-
cle emissions, slash EPA funding, and reverse his prede-
cessor Barack Obama’s Clean Power Plan.”Donald Trump
is on a mission to sacrifice our planet to the fossil fuel
industry,” commented Erich Pica of lobby group Friends
of the Earth.  The Obama administration had pledged a
reduction of 26-28 percent in US planet-warming green-
house gas emissions by 2025 over 2005 levels.  

Pledges under the agreement are not binding under
international law, and Trump said Thursday he would
not honour the US commitment. This may imperil the
agreement’s enshrined goal of holding average global
warming “well below” two degrees Celsius (3.6 degrees
Fahrenheit) over pre-Industrial Revolution levels-already
a tall order even with the US on board. Observers tried
to remain cheerful-pointing to the commitment of
many American companies, cities, and states, with
California in the lead-to a green energy economy.

But it is not yet known to what extent these efforts
would make up the federal shortfall, if at all. One tangi-
ble danger from a US withdrawal from the political
sphere, is that it may encourage other intransigent pol-
luters to follow suit.So far, the world’s other major emit-
ters-China in first place, the EU in third, and India at
number four, have all publicly recommitted to the Paris
pact. Another risk to the process is money. Trump has
threatened to slash international climate funding-which
was a condition for poor countries to sign onto the deal.
The US under Obama was the largest contributor to the
Green Climate Fund.— AFP 

Trump’s climate decision puts US on a lonely path
By Julie Pace

President Donald Trump’s decision to pull out of the
landmark Paris climate accord sends an unmistak-
able message to the world: America First can mean

America Alone. Trump’s move, announced with great fan-
fare in the White House Rose Garden on Thursday, immedi-
ately leaves the United States isolated on a paramount
global concern. It demonstrates the US is willing to back
away from a coalition it assembled just 18 months ago. 

Nearly 200 countries joined the landmark deal forged
under Trump’s predecessor. Now the US stands with only
Syria and Nicaragua as countries on the sidelines.
Nicaragua balked because it found the deal’s standards
insufficient. It’s a bitter blow to stalwart European partners
who launched an aggressive campaign to convince Trump
that American leadership is central to combating climate
change. Even a direct appeal from the Vatican wasn’t
enough to persuade the president. Miguel Arias Canete,
the European Union’s top climate change official, called
Trump’s decision “a sad day for the global community.”

For anxious allies, Trump’s rejection of the Paris pact is
particularly jarring in the wake of his first international
trip last week. Standing in the heart of Europe, Trump
publicly lectured NATO partners about their military com-
mitments and offered no explicit endorsement for the
collective defense agreement at the core of trans-Atlantic
security for decades. His stunning posture left the distinct
impression that for the new American president, the
nation’s long-standing obligations to allies are neither
unshakable nor unbreakable.

Trump did little to quell those concerns Thursday.
Offering a glimpse into his apparent anxiety over how he’s
viewed on the world stage, Trump argued that the same
countries practically begging him to stay in the Paris
accord were in fact mocking the United States’ participa-
tion.  “We don’t want other countries laughing at us any-
more and they won’t,” Trump declared. “I was elected to
represent the citizens of Pittsburgh, not Paris.” Indeed,
Trump’s supporters cheered the decision, which marked
the fulfillment both of his campaign promise to scrap the
climate accord and his broader pledge to put American
interests above all else. 

As a candidate, he vigorously accused President Barack
Obama of capitulating to other nations in negotiations not
only on the Paris pact, but also multi-country trade deals
and the agreement to curb Iran’s nuclear ambitions.
Trump’s record of holding to those promises is mixed: He
moved swiftly to withdraw from the sweeping Pacific Rim
trade pact the Obama administration negotiated, but has
signaled to other nations that he plans to stay in the
nuclear deal so long as Iran lives up to its obligations. To be
sure, Trump is hardly the first American president to turn

his back on a predecessor’s international agreement.
President George W Bush provoked similar anger from
European allies when he decided not to implement the
1997 Kyoto climate change treaty, which was ratified by
140 nations. Bush made a similar argument to the one out-
lined by Trump Thursday, saying it put the US at a disad-
vantage compared with major polluters like China and
India.  Still, Bush made the broad and public case for US
leadership in international cooperation, even as his policies
in Iraq and Afghanistan frayed some American alliances.
Trump’s “America First” mantra, underscored by his con-
demnation of both Bush’s wars and Obama’s diplomacy,
has signaled a new strain of isolationism. 

On Thursday, he not only called the Paris accord a bad
deal, he declared its rejection to be “a reassertion of
America’s sovereignty.” Since the election, administration
officials have labored to explain that Trump does not
intend to insulate the US from the rest of the world or
leave allies in a lurch. White House advisers point to
Trump’s decision to renegotiate, rather than scrap, the
North American Free Trade Agreement with Canada and
Mexico as a sign that the president isn’t recoiling from all
of America’s commitments.

Trump left open the prospect that he’ll ultimately take a
similar approach to the Paris pact, announcing Thursday
that while the US will immediately stop complying with the
standards, his administration will begin negotiations to
seek a better deal. It’s unclear why the US would need to

start such negotiations given that the climate agreement
gave each country the ability to set its own targets for
reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The European nations
that pushed for Trump to stay in the deal appear to be in
little mood to help the president take credit for getting a
better deal. France, Germany and Italy quickly issued a joint
statement Thursday saying the Paris climate accord can’t
be renegotiated.  

And supporters of the agreement in the US, which was
painstakingly negotiated under the Obama administration,
argued that even if that was possible, the damage to
America’s reputation had already been done. “The rest of
the world will question whether the United States can be
trusted,” said Gina McCarthy, who served as Environmental
Protection Agency administrator under President Barack
Obama. Trump announced the withdrawal the same day
he pulled back from another campaign promise: to move
the US Embassy in Israel to Jerusalem. 

While Trump ultimately sided with Arab leaders who’d
implored him not to move the embassy, on the climate
deal he seemed indifferent to similarly aggressive lobbying
from America’s closest partners in Europe. “If you’re sitting
in Riyadh or Amman or Cairo, the president of the United
States has just bowed to your concerns to a much greater
degree than he has bowed to the concerns of Paris, Berlin
and other traditional allies on an issue of global impact,”
said Robert Satloff, who runs the Washington Institute for
Near East Policy. — AP 

Not the way to defend Christians
Dr James J Zogby 
President Arab American Institute

The recent horrific massacre of 29 Egyptian Coptic
Christian pilgrims served as a tragic reminder of the
vulnerability of minority faith communities in many

parts of the Middle East. As a Maronite Catholic with fami-
ly and friends in the Middle East, a PhD in Comparative
Religion, and over 40 years of work experience through-
out the Arab World, this issue is a deeply personal one for
me. I know that in many parts of the world, there are reli-
gious communities that are facing threats to their very
survival or dealing with serious problems of discrimina-
tion and dispossession. 

The challenge we face is how can we help and not harm
these vulnerable communities. Three years ago, this issue
was directly addressed by eight Patriarchs of the Eastern
Christian churches-representing the majority of the Middle
East’s Christians-appearing together before a conference in
Washington, DC. Their message was poignant and direct:
we need your help, but the help we need is not for you to
vilify Muslims. Demonizing Islam may generate applause in
some circles in Washington, but it does not help Christians
in the Middle East.   

That simple message was clearly not heard by the mak-
ers of the film “Faithkeepers,” which is currently being
screened across the United States. While purporting to be
in defense of Christians in the Middle East, “Faithkeepers” is
a not so subtle attack on Islam. The film mixes real stories
of Christians and others who have suffered at the hands of
ISIS with the insidious insinuation that such persecution is
at the heart of the Muslim faith.

Adding insult to injury, the film falsely conflates dis-
parate historical events-the Armenian Genocide, the
Jewish exodus from Iraq and other Arab countries, and the
atrocities committed by ISIS-as if they were all the result of
Islam’s “inherent” desire to purge all non-Muslims from the
region. What “Faithkeepers” ignores is the fact that the
Armenian Genocide was perpetrated by a secular move-
ment in Turkey that attacked all non-Turks, including
Muslim Kurds; and the horrific anti-Jewish pogroms in Arab
countries that followed the 1948 war that were in reaction
to Israel’s horrific “ethnic cleansing” of hundreds of thou-
sands of Palestinian Christians and Muslims from what to
became the “Jewish State.”   

When “Faithkeepers” looks at the situation of Christians
in Iraq and Syria, it fails to mention that, historically,
Christians fared well in both countries. It was the civil war
in Syria, the US invasion of Iraq and the resulting disruption
of life and the empowering of extremist sectarian move-
ments in both countries that put Christians and the entire
population of both countries at risk.  

And when speaking of the Christian exodus from Arab
countries over the past century, “Faithkeepers” fails to
understand that it was not Islam, but several other factors,
that led Christians and other elites to leave the Middle
East-namely that Christians had connections, through their
churches, with the West and, when seeking opportunity,
the US and Western Europe were obvious desirable desti-
nations (note: many Muslims left as well for similar reasons,
but they found the Arab Gulf countries or Africa to be more
promising and hospitable destinations).

But none of this matters for the “Faithkeepers,” since its
central purpose is to demonize Islam. It is not a stretch

to make such a claim when we look more closely at the
production team that made the film, its funders, and
those who are promoting it, most of whom have a dis-
turbing record of disseminating and supporting a num-
ber of anti-Muslim propaganda films and organizations.
A look at the line-up of individuals and organizations
behind “Faithkeepers” reveals a “who’s who” collection of
the Southern Poverty Law Center’s list of Islamophobic
“hate groups.” 

The film itself is a product of the Clarion Project which
has been involved in the production, direction, and distri-
bution of other films-including: “Obsession” and “The Third
Jihad”-both of which have been discredited as works of
notorious anti-Muslim propaganda. According to NPR,
Clarion was founded by employees of AishHaTorah-a pro-
Israel group with offices in Israel and the US-and shared
offices with that group. Clarion’s funding also comes from
the same sources that have funded anti-Muslim campaign-
ers like Pamela Gellar, David Horowitz, Robert Spencer, and
Brigitte Gabriel. 

Finally, if there were any question as to the intent of
“Faithkeepers,” that matter is resolved in the film’s cred-
its which note that the film itself was based on an article
written by Ayaan Hirsi Ali, an anti-Muslim activist who
has described Islam in the most offensive terms. The
bottom line is that vulnerable Christian communities do
need protection and support. What they do not need is
to be exploited as pawns in a disgraceful effort to demo-
nize another religion. By using the plight of Christians
for no other purpose than to further an anti-Muslim
agenda, “Faithkeepers” has broken faith with those it
claims to be helping.

SHANGHAI: File photo shows the Huangpu River and the Wujing Coal-Electricity Power Station in Shanghai. The
US exit from the Paris climate pact is a gift to China’s ambitions to become world leader on everything from trade
to global warming, despite its own mixed record. — AFP 


