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Dear Chris,

Thank you for taking the time to talk with me yesterday about AGU’s new  organizational support
policy. I greatly appreciate your sharing the policy with me and taking the time to walk me through
its origins, development and initial implementation.
It is a great step forward - valuable, timely and consistent with AGU’s core mission.

As you noted, the following paragraph is key:

AGU‘s organization partnership program helps develop relationships with organizations that align
with AGU’s values of unselfish cooperation in research and the highest standards of scientific
integrity, that do not harm AGU’s brand and reputation, and that share a vested interest in and
commitment to advancing and communicating science and its power to ensure a sustainable future.
The public statement(s) of our organizational partners shall not directly oppose those of AGU. AGU
will not accept funding from organizational partners that promote and/or disseminate
misinformation, or that fund organizations that publicly promote misinformation of science.

I appreciate that it can be challenging to rigorously screen companies in order to implement a policy
such as this.  You mentioned that, at first cut, there were no plans within AGU to screen out any
companies who are currently funders of the society.

I’m writing now to request that AGU reconsider this, specifically with regard to ExxonMobil and
Chevron, both long-standing sponsors of the annual meeting.

Here are some reasons why:

1. Both ExxonMobil and Chevron are long-time funders of and corporate partners with the
American Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC), an organization with a decades-long record of
disseminating disinformation about climate science to state legislators across the U.S.  ALEC
misleadingly describes climate change on its website as a “historical phenomenon” for which
“the debate will continue on the significance of natural and anthropogenic contributions.”  More
importantly,  internal documents show that ALEC provides state legislators with climate
disinformation in private meetings, in which they are briefed by the Heartland Institute and
other climate deniers, and encouraged to support legislation that would, for example, require
false balance on the teaching of climate science in secondary school curricula.  ExxonMobil and
Chevron have not responded to repeated calls for them to leave ALEC. By contrast, Royal Dutch
Shell recently announced that it would end its corporate support for ALEC, explicitly because of
ALEC’s troubling record of climate science denial.  This follows similar decisions to leave ALEC by
BP and Google, among others.

2. ExxonMobil has continued to fund initiatives to sow doubt about climate science. For example,
recently released documents show that ExxonMobil gave more than $75,000 between 2008 and
2010 to secretly support the work of Willie Soon, a contrarian climate researcher at the Harvard-

http://www.alec.org/model-legislation/alec-energy-principles/
http://www.ucsusa.org/sites/default/files/attach/2015/07/The-Climate-Deception-Dossiers.pdf
http://www.ucsusa.org/sites/default/files/attach/2015/07/The-Climate-Deception-Dossiers.pdf
http://www.theguardian.com/business/2015/aug/07/royal-dutch-shell-alec-climate-change-denial
http://www.ucsusa.org/sites/default/files/attach/2015/07/The-Climate-Deception-Dossiers.pdf
http://www.ucsusa.org/sites/default/files/attach/2015/07/The-Climate-Deception-Dossiers.pdf


Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics, well after the company announced it would halt such
funding. Soon’s research has sought to downplay the human influence on global warming.

3. Chevron, and ExxonMobil are members and funders of the Western States Petroleum
Association (WSPA). In 2014, a leaked presentation from WSPA revealed a stealth campaign to
block climate policies in California by backing a constellation of astroturf groups with names

such as the “California Drivers Alliance” and “Californians Against Higher Taxes” which have
blanketed the state with misleading claims about energy under the guise of citizen action.  While
not focused on climate science per se, I would suggest that such initiatives run counter to our
society’s core values of scientific integrity and transparency.

Additional documentation and context for these specific points can be found here and here. I’d be
happy to provide further documentation as needed or respond to clarifying questions should they
arise.

Thanks for agreeing to consider this and to let me know your thoughts later this month.  I hope upon
review you’ll agree that AGU’s continued acceptance of funding from these two companies is
inconsistent with the policy on organizational support and, more broadly, with AGU’s mission.

Please note that I am copying on this note my colleagues Naomi Oreskes (Harvard), Kerry Emanuel
(MIT) and Gretchen Goldman (UCS), with whom I’ve been discussing our shared interest in
constructively encouraging AGU to reconsider its acceptance of funding from these companies . I
alone am responsible for the specific content above.

I’ll look forward to hearing from you.

All best regards,

Peter

_________________________
Peter C. Frumhoff Ph.D.
Director of Science and Policy
Chief Scientist, Climate Campaign
Union of Concerned Scientists
Cambridge MA
617.301.8035
@peterfrumhoff

The Union of Concerned Scientists puts rigorous, independent science to work to solve our planet's
most pressing problems. Joining with citizens across the country, we combine technical analysis and
effective advocacy to create innovative, practical solutions for a healthy, safe, and sustainable

http://www.bloomberg.com/bw/articles/2014-11-25/revealed-the-oil-lobbys-playbook-against-californias-climate-law
http://www.ucsusa.org/sites/default/files/attach/2015/07/The-Climate-Deception-Dossiers.pdf
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs10584-015-1472-5#page-1
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/mar/25/fossil-fuel-firms-are-still-bankrolling-climate-denial-lobby-groups


future.
www.ucsusa.org | Take action with our citizen network or expert network. | Support our work. | 
Join the conversation on our blog or follow us on Facebook and Twitter.

From: Chris McEntee 
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To: Peter Frumhoff
Subject: Organizational Support Policy

Hi Peter
http://about.agu.org/files/2015/09/AGU-Organziational-Support-Policy-Final-2015.pdf
Here  is the link to the new policy – we just posted it late yesterday. Look forward to our call in a bit.
Chris 

AGU Website

Chris McEntee 
Executive Director/CEO 
American Geophysical Union
+1.202.777.7510 
www.agu.org

AGU galvanizes a community of Earth and space scientists that collaboratively advances 
and communicates science and its power to ensure a sustainable future.

2016 Ocean Sciences Meeting: 21-26 February 2016
Abstract Submission Deadline: 23 September 2015
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