
 
April 13, 2021 

Marc R. Benioff 

CEO 

Salesforce 

 

Dear Mr. Benioff: 
  
We write to you in your capacity as a member of the United States Chamber of Commerce.   

 

In December 2017, the nonpartisan watchdog group InfluenceMap identified the Chamber as one 

of the two trade associations most opposed to climate action.1  Since then, the Chamber has come 

under increasing pressure, including from within its membership, to pivot from climate 

obstructionism to a constructive engagement in support of science-based climate policy.  Indeed, 

aligning “policy goals and GHG emission reduction targets with scientific evidence” is what the 

Business Roundtable, of which you are also a member, believes should be the first of several key 

principles to guide public policy on climate change.2 

 

In response to increased public and member pressure, the Chamber has begun to engage in a 

pivot on climate change, recently announcing that it supports a “market-based approach to 

accelerate GHG emission reductions.”3  While this shift is welcome, it is ultimately meaningless 

if it does not translate into concrete support for specific policies designed to reduce carbon 

pollution consistent with scientific emission reduction targets. 

 

Unfortunately, early signs are that the Chamber’s pivot on climate appears to be largely 

rhetorical, as evidenced by its recent position paper on the United States’ nationally determined 

contribution (NDC),4 a requirement of reentering the Paris Agreement.    

 

According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), in order to avoid the very 

worst effects of climate change, we must hold warming to less than 1.5 degrees Celsius.5  This 

report was written and reviewed by dozens of scientists, and represents a synthesis of the best 

available science on climate change.  According to the IPCC, in order to limit warming to 1.5 

degrees Celsius, global GHG emissions will need to fall by roughly 50 percent by 2030, 

                                                 
1
 Trade Associations and their Climate Policy Footprint, InfluenceMap (Dec. 2017), 

https://influencemap.org/report/Trade-Associations-and-their-Climate-Policy-Footprint-

067f4e745c9920eb3dfaa5b637511634  
2
 Addressing Climate Change: Principles and Policies, Business Roundtable (Sept. 2020), 

https://s3.amazonaws.com/brt.org/Business-RoundtableAddressingClimateChangeReport.September2020.pdf  
3
 Our Approach to Climate Change, U.S. Chamber of Commerce, https://www.uschamber.com/climate-change-

position  
4 Principles and Priorities for NDC Development and Broader Engagement Under Paris and the UNFCCC, U.S. 

Chamber of Commerce, http://image.uschamber.com/lib/fe3911727164047d731673/m/10/3fef9b8f-7da8-435d-

b09e-9296cfa86f5c.pdf  
5 Global Warming of 1.5 Degrees Celsius, Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/  

https://influencemap.org/report/Trade-Associations-and-their-Climate-Policy-Footprint-067f4e745c9920eb3dfaa5b637511634
https://influencemap.org/report/Trade-Associations-and-their-Climate-Policy-Footprint-067f4e745c9920eb3dfaa5b637511634
https://s3.amazonaws.com/brt.org/Business-RoundtableAddressingClimateChangeReport.September2020.pdf
https://www.uschamber.com/climate-change-position
https://www.uschamber.com/climate-change-position
http://image.uschamber.com/lib/fe3911727164047d731673/m/10/3fef9b8f-7da8-435d-b09e-9296cfa86f5c.pdf
http://image.uschamber.com/lib/fe3911727164047d731673/m/10/3fef9b8f-7da8-435d-b09e-9296cfa86f5c.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/


eventually reaching net zero around 2050.  In other words, a science-based emissions reduction 

target for 2030 should be somewhere around 50 percent. 

 

The Chamber’s position paper on the U.S. NDC makes no mention of science or any specific 

numerical emissions reduction target.  Instead, it announces several vague “principles and 

priorities” that do little to provide support for a science-based NDC.  In addition, the paper 

includes a section recommending that the “economic implications” of any NDC be studied.  This 

section contains language suggesting that ambitious decarbonization may be bad for the 

economy and businesses, and hearkens back to the Chamber’s role in funding a since-debunked 

study on the supposedly negative economic effects of the Paris Agreement; President Trump 

used this study to justify withdrawing from it.6  Of course, this economic scare-mongering about 

decarbonization is entirely counterfactual, as there is broad agreement outside of the fossil fuel 

industry that decarbonization represents an economic opportunity rather than a risk.7 

 

Worse still, the position paper insists on a role for natural gas, and even coal, as part of an “all of 

the above” strategy to reduce emissions.  In reality, the construction and operation of new fossil 

fuel infrastructure, even in developing nations, as the Chamber suggests, is incompatible with 

scientific emission reduction targets.8  Moreover, so-called high-efficiency, low-emissions 

(HELE) coal plants of the kind the Chamber touts reduce GHG emissions by only around 10 

percent.9  In short, neither natural gas nor coal are the “preferred and most feasible pathway to 

emissions reductions,” as the Chamber claims.   

 

Over the last few years, a consensus has emerged among experts in business, finance, and 

economics that climate change, if left unchecked, will result in catastrophic economic losses.10  

This recognition that climate change represents not just an existential environmental crisis but 

also an economic one is presumably what led you and most of your peers in business to commit 

to increasing your own internal sustainability commitments as well as to supporting the Business 

Roundtable’s position paper on climate. 

 

Congress must act to adopt ambitious science-based decarbonization; goals and policies that you 

and much of the rest of corporate America claim you support. The American business 

community can be a loud and influential voice in Washington to help shape the path forward to a 
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clean economy, or it can choose to continue to carry water for the fossil fuel industry.  It cannot 

do both.  

 

We hope that you will make every effort to ensure that your company’s support for ambitious, 

science-based climate action is reflected in the work and advocacy of all of the organizations of 

which you are a member.  We sincerely appreciate your support for climate action, look forward 

to working with you in the future, and appreciate your attention to this matter. 

 

If you have any questions, please contact Dan Dudis at Dan_Dudis@whitehouse.senate.gov. 
  

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Sheldon Whitehouse /s/    Martin Heinrich /s/ 

     ____________________________                      ____________________________ 

     Sheldon Whitehouse               Martin Heinrich 

     United States Senator    United States Senator 

 

 

Brian Schatz /s/       

     ____________________________                       

     Brian Schatz                 

     United States Senator   

 

 

 


