
March 25, 2026 
 
Dear Chair DiPalma and honorable members of the Senate Finance Committee: 
 
My name is Aaron Regunberg, and I’m writing in support of the Climate Superfund Act, S2024, both in 
my capacity as a Rhode Island resident and as Director of Public Citizen’s Climate Accountability 
Project. I’m also a former state representative, and since I remember how boring committee testimony can 
be, I thought I’d share some pictures and primary documents, to make the read a bit more interesting. 
 
Rhode Island faces billions in costs due to climate change. But we didn’t create this problem. There’s 
been a lot of PR campaigns to try to convince us that regular people are to blame – in fact, BP actually 
invented the concept of a personal carbon footprint in order to get us to think it’s our individual choices 
that caused this crisis. But that’s a lie. The vast majority of all the greenhouse gas emissions that humanity 
has ever produced have come from a tiny number of massive fossil fuel companies. In 2024, just 32 
corporations produced half of all the emissions in the entire world. 
 
And climate attribution scientists are getting better and better at quantifying the precise role of these 
companies in driving not just climate change overall but particular extreme weather events. This is a study 
in Nature, the most prestigious peer-reviewed journal in the world, that came out last fall breaking down 
the degree to which the emissions of particular Big Oil companies have caused particular heat waves. 
What this study determined is that, in a number of cases, it is possible to say scientifically that the 
emissions of an individual Big Oil company made possible a heat wave that would have been virtually 
impossible otherwise.  
 

 
 
So when we say that Big Oil companies have caused climate disasters, that’s not an exaggeration. That’s 
not rhetoric. That’s a scientific conclusion. 

https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2021/aug/23/big-oil-coined-carbon-footprints-to-blame-us-for-their-greed-keep-them-on-the-hook
https://insideclimatenews.org/news/21012026/half-of-fossil-fuel-carbon-emissions-in-2024-came-from-32-companies/
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-025-09450-9


 
And it gets worse. Because these companies knew exactly what they were doing. The fossil fuel industry 
has been on notice that their products would cause catastrophic climate change since the 1960s. In 1965, 
the president of API summarized to a room full of Big Oil CEOs the findings of a report on climate 
change issued by the White House. Here’s what he said: 
 

 

 
 
This is 1965! Think about how much warning – how much time for a clean energy transition – that we 
could have had! 
 
And that’s just the start. This is from a presentation given in 1978 to Exxon’s Management Committee in 
which the company’s senior scientific advisor told the company’s CEO, CFO, and top VPs “there is 
general scientific agreement that the most likely manner in which mankind is influencing the global 
climate is through carbon dioxide release from the burning of fossil fuels.” 
 

 
 
And they also understood the catastrophic consequences for humanity that this warming would have. This 
is a 1989 confidential planning document from Shell where they made a set of predictions about what 
would happen if we didn’t control emissions. And what did they predict? “More violent weather, more 
storms, more droughts, more deluges.” In fact, they predicted such devastating consequences that, in their 
words, “Civilization could prove a fragile thing.” Already in the 80s they’re talking about literal dystopian 
scenarios.  



 

 

 
 
And they didn’t see these threats as theoretical. They were confident enough in their predictions that they 
actually used them to inform their business decisions. This is just one example: In the 1990s corporate 
engineers were literally writing into their design specifications for a gas field that they needed to assume 
that over the next 25 years the sea was going to rise half a meter because of global warming. 
 

 
 
So Big Oil knew what they were doing. The next question is what did they do with that knowledge? Did 
they try to solve the problem? Did they sound the alarm? Did they at least keep quiet and let the rest of us 
try to solve this on our own? 
 
No. At the same time that these companies were internally preparing for the climate harms they knew 
were coming, they were also orchestrating a coordinated campaign to, in their words, “reposition global 
warming as theory (not fact).” 
 

https://graphics.latimes.com/oil-operations/


 
 
How would they do that? Well, we can see in this 1989 memo that “The Exxon Position” on climate 
change was to “Emphasize the uncertainty in scientific conclusions” in order to stop the “development of 
nonfossil fuel resources.” 
 

 

 
 
So they were quite explicit – their strategy was to join with other members of the fossil fuel industry to 
fraudulently distort the scientific reality of climate change, which internally they had accepted for 
decades, in order to block our clean energy transition. 
 
They laid out this strategy quite clearly in another document developed in 1998. That year, a group of 
twelve people, including representatives from ExxonMobil, Chevron, and other fossil fuel groups, met at 
API headquarters and drafted the Global Climate Science Communications Action Plan. 
 
They first specified that their scheme was to get both “average citizens” and the media to recognize that 
there was not a scientific consensus on climate change – which, according to their own internal 
assessments, was a fraudulent claim – and then to make this fraudulent claim a new “conventional 
wisdom.” 
 



 
They chose this strategy because their polling showed that introducing the fraudulent specter of scientific 
doubt was the most effective way to make Americans oppose climate action. 
 

 
 
They had a range of tactics for doing this. A lot of it came down to deceptive advertising strategies. 
Here’s just a small sampling of such ads.  
 

 



There were also schemes to recruit and platform supposedly independent scientists to spread denial and 
“undercut the prevailing scientific wisdom.”  
 

 
 
If any of this conspiracy sounds familiar, it may be because this scheme is virtually identical to the one 
that Big Tobacco used to defraud the public about the connection between smoking and cancer. And to be 
clear, by identical, I mean it’s literally a lot of the same players, the same organizations, the same 
individuals.  
 

 
 
And just like Big Tobacco was held accountable for their lies and deception and the deaths that they 
caused, we have the tools to hold Big Oil accountable for the climate catastrophes that they have 
knowingly subjected us to. 
 
The history is clear. The science is clear. Big Oil is responsible for the climate costs that Rhode Island is 
experiencing. They should help pay for our response.. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Aaron Regunberg 
Providence, Rhode Island 


