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LETTER 1

PROFESSOR R.M. Carter (Letters, 18/3) is eminently qualified to comment on the science of climate change and does so frequently, very much on the side of the sceptics. 

However, I do feel a little disconcerted by his brief use of statistics. Because US Senator James Inhofe rolled up 400 scientists to his inquiry, while the Inter-Governmental Panel on Climate Change selected fewer than 50 to edit one of their reports, Professor Carter seems to be chalking up a victory. Would it help if the IPCC used 450 editors? 

It should be mentioned that Senator Inhofe is the senior senator for Ohio. Two very important elements in that state’s economy are natural gas and oil. 

Chris Cuthbert 
Epping, NSW 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

REPLY TO LETTER 1

First, by alleging that Senator Inhofe has gas and oil interests, Mr Cuthbert is raising the issue of  "he who pays the piper calls the tune". Such a slur is easily made and impossible to disprove. It is also irrelevant; scientific method played a key role in the development of the Enlightenment precisely because science, properly practised, is value-free. A hypothesis doesn't care whether it was Mother Teresa or Ghengis Khan that provided the money for its discovery. And neither does the validity of a scientific truth depend upon who comes to believe in it.  
This noted, for the purposes of the argument let’s agree to deploy Mr Cuthbert’s “logic” using the true facts of the matter.

Then we will note that, since 1990, western nations have spent more than $50 billion dollars on global warming research, using that money selectively to fund only those who subscribe (in their research applications) to the alarmist possibility. Over the same period, the available public information suggests that oil, gas and coal companies, and/or independent think tanks, have spent a few tens of millions of dollars to presenting a more balanced case on climate change, say $50 million maximum. That is a ratio of 1000:1 running in favour of generating alarm about human-caused global warming. Is it any wonder that the media, politicians and public – and even Mr Tony Blair - think that there is a problem to be solved?

Second, I agree with Mr Cuthbert’s point that matters of science are not to be decided by a majority vote. But we two are in the minority in the public debate, which often occupies itself with shrill and untrue rhetoric about “2000 scientists” that support the view of the IPCC, i.e. places numbers ahead of science analysis.
If you wish to play this game, then the reality is that about 50 persons (not all of whom are scientists) are named as final authors/editors of the IPCC 4AR Summary for Policymakers volume, whereas almost ten times that number of well qualified, mostly scientific persons disagree publically with the IPCC’s alarmist conclusions. This is well documented on Senator Inhofe’s website at:

LIST OF ALMOST 500 QUALIFIED PERSONS WHO EXPRESS DOUBT ABOUT DANGEROUS WARMING http://epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAction=Minority.SenateReport
Furthermore, the credentials of a subset of 103 members of Senator Inhofe’s list, the letter that they wrote to the United Nations, and an accompanying editorial can be found at:

LETTER TO THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE UNITED NATIONS http://www.nationalpost.com/news/story.html?id=164002 

PUBLISHED SIGNATORIES (103) 

http://www.nationalpost.com/news/story.html?id=164004 

EDITORIAL (National Post, Canada) 

http://www.nationalpost.com/news/story.html?id=164001
The press release which accompanied the publication of the Letter-of-103 to the His Excellency Ban Ki-Moon noted that the study of climate change in relation to public policy encompasses many areas of research and scholarship, most of which were well represented amongst the signatories to the letter to His Excellency Ban Ki-Moon. It continued:“The signatories to the letter include many distinguished professional persons who have occupied leading positions in national and international science organizations, government organizations and universities, and have been elected as fellows of distinguished scientific academies or awarded prestigious science prizes”. 
In no particular order, here are some examples of the accomplishments of selected signatories to the letter. 

AWARDS & POSITIONS 

President, World Federation of Scientists - ZICHICHI 

Director of a national research funding agency (The Australian Research Council) – AITKIN 

Director General of a comprehensive national research agency (The New Zealand DSIR) – KEAR 

Chairman of the U.N. Scientific Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radiation - JAWOROWSKI 

Laureate of the UNEP Global 500 environmental program – BRYSON 

Director of the Australian National Secretariat for the Ocean Drilling Program – CARTER 

Director of a national weather observing agency (US Satellite Weather Service) – SINGER 

Director of the Australian National Climate Centre – KININMONTH 

Director of Research, Royal Dutch Meteorological Service - TENNEKES 

Director of the French (CNRS) Laboratory of Climatology - LEROUX 

Director, Institute of Environmental Science (Carlton University) – MICHEL 

Head of the Forecasting Centre, Norwegian Meteorological Institute - MOENE 

University Pro-Vice-Chancellor – ENDERSBEE State Geologist (Kansas) – GERHARD 

Director of Russian Institute for Economic Analysis, Advisor to President Putin – ILLARIANOV UK Chancellor of the Exchequer (Thatcher government) – LORD LAWSON 

Dep. Secretary of the Treasury (Australia) - MOORE 

President of the WMO Commission for Climatology - MAUNDER 

Recipient of the Donner Prize (best book on Canadian Public Policy) - MCKITRICK 

Recipient of Meisinger and Charney Awards (American Meteorological Society) – LINDZEN 

Recipient of Mills Medal in Cloud Physics of the Royal Meteorological Society – AUSTIN 

Recipient of Petr Beckmann Award for "courage and achievement in the defense of scientific truth” – IDSO Recipient of Chapman Medal (Royal Astronomical Society of London) - AKASOFU 

Recipient of the Max Planck Medal – DYSON 

Recipient of the Percy Nicholls Award recognizing notable scientific achievement – ESSENHIGH 

Editor of an environmental journal (Energy & Environment) – BOEHMER-CHRISTIANSEN 

Editor of a biological journal (American Midland Naturalist) – EVANS 

Editorial Board member (Climate Research) - KHANDEKAR 

IPCC expert reviewers – GRAY, COURTNEY, SEGALSTAD 

Fellow of the American Association for the Advancement of Science – LINDZEN 

Fellow of the Royal Society of New Zealand – AUSTIN, CARTER 

Fellow of the Geological Society of America – EASTERBROOK 

Fellow of the American Geophysical Union – AKOSOFU 

Fellow of the Royal Statistical Society – WEGMAN 

Fellow of the Australian Academy of Science - PALTRIDGE 

Hon. Member of the Royal Geological Society of the Netherlands – VAN LOON

ACADEMIC CREDENTIALS 

Professor of Environmental Sciences - SINGER 

Professor of Climatology – BALL, MALBERG, LEROUX 

Professor of Meteorology – GRAY, W., BRYSON, LINDZEN 

Professor of Atmospheric Science – LUPO, PALTRIDGE, ROPER 

Professor of Oceanography – O’BRIEN 

Professor of Quaternary Geology – KARLEN, TOM VAN LOON 

Professor of Geology – VAN LOON, PLIMER, CARTER, EASTERBROOK, OLLIER, PATTERSON 

Professor of Sedimentology - PRATT 

Professor Marine Geology – WINTERHALTER 

Professor of Isotope Geology – CLARK, PRIEM 

Professor of Paleogeophysics & Geodynamics - MORNER 

Professor Chemistry – KAUFFMAN, STILBS 

Professor of Physics – HAYDEN, ANDRESEN, AKOSOFU, ANDRESEN, AUSTIN, DYSON, ZICHICHI 

Professor of Mathematical & Theoretical Physics – GERLICH 

Professor of Applied Mathematics – ESSEX 

Professor of Statistics - WEGMAN 

Professor of Economics – MILNE 

Professor Geotechnology - KROONENBERG 

Professor for Innovation and Technology Management – WILKSCH 

Professor of Energy Conversion – ESSENHIGH, KOUFFELD 

Professor of Engineering – MACALIK, ALEXANDER, ENDERSBEE 

Professor of Public Health Engineering – KOP 

Professor of Chemical Engineering - THOENES 

Distinguished Emeritus Professors – 24 in total 

The views of such eminent persons cannot lightly be dismissed.

Bob Carter

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

LETTER 2

PROFESSOR R.M. Carter directs readers to the website of Senator James Inhofe to support the sceptics view of global warming. 

He might have added that this is the same Senator Inhofe who argued on the Senate floor that the 9/11 attacks were caused by God when ``the spiritual door was opened for an attack against the United States of America’’, apparently because the US pressured Israel to give away parts of the West Bank. Maybe God also told him that global warming is bullshit. 

Peter Ward 
Thebarton, SA 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

REPLY TO LETTER 2

Sensible public statements about climate change are now often met by ad hominem attacks such as that advanced on Senator Inhofe by both Mr Cuthbert (his last paragraph) and Mr Ward. Why is that? 
It is, of course, because such attacks divert attention from rational argument, and avoid the demanding requirement of having to process the scientific arguments through the brain. 
This makes entirely good sense to ecosalvationist supporters of human-caused global warming hysteria. For them to discuss the actual science facts is to lose the argument that human-caused warming is dangerous, or even that it is measurable. 

Bob Carter

CLIMATE POINT MISSED
Letters | March 20, 2008 |

PETER Ward and Chris Cuthbert (Letters, 19/3) missed the salient point Professor R.M. Carter made - that there are many reputable scientists and peer-reviewed research papers that contradict the IPCC’s alarmist perspective on global warming, casting doubt on the notion that the science is settled and that global warming is dangerous. 

Instead they besmirched US Senator James Inhofe, dredging up positions he has professed on subjects irrelevant to the issue at hand. I am pleased to be one of the 400 scientists on Senator Inhofe’s list, yet do not share his political conservatism. 


Chris Schoneveld 
Clifton Beach, Qld 

