With respect to a

Sydney Morning Herald article by Michael Duffy

and

An extended Letter to the Editor by Gavin Schmidt

Climate change models appear full of hot air (Letters, 12/11)

Gavin Schmidt's defence of Rajendra Pachauri (Letters, November 11) is 
characteristic of the bluster and obfuscation from apologists for the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. The panel and its client 
modellers and scientists have a problem: since 1998 average global 
temperatures have not risen, and since 2002 they have fallen by about 0.7 
degrees. 

Atmospheric concentrations of carbon dioxide have continued to rise. 

All the panel's climate models are based on the paradigm that rising carbon 
dioxide will lead to increasing global temperatures. 

That this has not happened for a decade shows why their models, laboriously 
constructed at great cost to the taxpayer, are worthless. 

Ray Evans Secretary, Lavoisier Group, Newport (Vic) 

The response by Gavin Schmidt to Michael Duffy's opinion piece ("Truly 
inconvenient truths about climate change being ignored", November 8-9) 
demonstrates the growing desperation on the part of proponents of the global 
warming hypothesis over measurements from satellites and ground stations 
that differ sharply from the models. 

While the deficiencies of these are acknowledged in the panel's report last 
year, it seems individual contributors find it difficult to accept the 
obvious limitations in accurately representing the complexity of global 
climate. 

Why not acknowledge that the data clearly indicate a global cooling trend 
not predicted by any of the models over the past eight years and suggest how 
the models could be improved? 

Since their projections for 2050 may soon be driving the world's economies, 
is it too much to expect that last year they should have been able to 
correctly predict the climate of 2008? 

John Nicol Chairman, Scientific Advisory Panel, Australian Climate Science 
Coalition, Sinnamon Park (Qld.)
