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Pete Hodgson: Climate change is coming, ready or not
(Mr Hodgson is New Zealand's Minister for the Environment)

Today the Kyoto Protocol comes into force and a new era in tackling climate change quietly gets under way. New Zealand is one of 141 nations to have ratified the protocol so far. All developed nations have ratified, except the United States, Australia and Monaco.

These days the scientific consensus is almost total - climate change is coming ready or not. The sceptics are receding, just like the Arctic ice-sheet. But there is still uncertainty about the precise degree of climate change and its particular effect on different parts of the world.

We know what the changes will be in general - higher temperatures, more floods, more storm surges, more hurricanes, more droughts, rising sea levels. But how much more?

The first of these changes, higher temperatures, illustrates the point. Over the past 100 years world temperatures rose by 0.6 deg. Almost all the record years for high temperatures have been in the past decade or so. But the forecast for the next 100 years is a rise of 1.4 to 5.8 deg.

So things are getting hotter, but precisely by how much is unclear. At 1.4 deg, it is about a twofold increase; at 5.8 deg, it is nearly tenfold.

Climate change is a global problem and can, therefore, be tackled only if many nations club together. No one country can, by itself, make a useful difference. The Kyoto Protocol is the instrument by which such an international response can be mounted.

For a century or more New Zealanders have joined international efforts to combat threats - wars, drift netting, ozone depletion, terrorism. So it is with climate change. We seek to do our bit.

New Zealanders also sense that climate change directly challenges our own environment and way of life. Storms seem to be more common as the effects of climate change start to bite. In general, people are inclined to the view that the weather is unusual or different.

Our economy is more dependent on a reliable, equable climate than any other Western nation because agriculture is such a large part of it.

For New Zealanders, avoiding the worst effects of climate change is, therefore, a significant economic advantage. We have a strong economic self-interest in blunting its
extremes.

The Kyoto Protocol will drive significant technology shifts in the years ahead. Progressively, New Zealand businesses will act to avoid the prices on greenhouse gases. Or they will capitalise on them by developing products or technologies that increase efficiency, or avoid greenhouse-gas production altogether, then sell those technologies into a newly receptive world market.

New Zealanders have a proven capacity to innovate, to invent our own solutions and to rapidly adopt technologies developed by others. The Government has a programme of incentives to assist those technology shifts, and about $150 million worth of carbon credits are available in the economy today.

Other businesses and individuals are looking to earn units through the establishment of permanent forests. These not only soak up carbon dioxide but also improve soil and water conservation and biodiversity.

The protocol is designed to hasten the transfer of modern technologies to the developing world, too. There is a unique opportunity for our business because only ratifying countries' firms can benefit from such transfer. Australian businesses are, therefore, looking our way to partner in such projects.

A new wave of technology is also enabling individuals to continue to drive motor vehicles and to maintain comfortable homes at the same time as reducing emissions. These technologies include hybrid cars, super-efficient diesels and, later, ethanol-blended petrol and biodiesels. A parallel range of technologies, such as solar hot-water systems and more energy efficient appliances, are available to help us to maintain comfortable homes at the same time as cutting emissions.

So opportunities abound.

The damage from climate change has already made its mark, be it tornadoes in Florida, typhoons in the Philippines or Japan, the many thousands of deaths from France's heatwave or the flooding of Bangladesh.

Last year's storms and floods caused significant damage to many parts of New Zealand. Climate forecasts tell us we can expect more severe and frequent weather events.

Adaptation is about ensuring stopbanks and storm drains are adequate to deal with any increased incidence in flooding such as that in the Manawatu and Bay of Plenty last year. We must ensure also that our electricity infrastructure can better stand up to high winds after towers carrying power to the main link between the South and North Islands were blown down in January last year.

Many farmers are also starting to prepare for increased rainfall in some areas, such as the West Coast, and less rain and higher temperatures in other areas, such as Canterbury and Hawkes Bay.

That, too, will require innovation. But we have always been at the forefront of innovation. There is every reason to be confident that businesses and individuals alike will rise to the challenge of doing their bit to tackle climate change as part of the global effort.

In doing so we will be able to create a more efficient economy, better able to look after the environment and to protect our unique way of life for generations to come.
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Thursday, February 17, 2005
Kyoto's just nonsense 
Environment Minister ``Pistol'' Pete Hodgson is firing blanks again, as he always does when he tries to justify the Kyoto Protocol. 

He lists the same old, tired litany of weather catastrophes _ you know, the higher temperatures, more floods, more droughts, more storm surges, more hurricanes, rising sea levels. Did he forget more snowstorms, more hail, more fog, more wind, less wind? 
Is the minister aware of what the so-called global warming is predicated upon _ the atmospheric greenhouse effect? Is he aware that this process actually keeps this planet at a comfortable average temperature of 15C instead of the -18C that would prevail without it? 

Does he ever tell us that water vapour _ the fabulous gas that keeps this planet green and liveable _ is the most copious of all greenhouse gases? 
And is he aware that Niwa temperature statistics for the past 12 months show that New Zealand was on average 0.5C cooler in eight of the 12 months, bucking the trend of global warming? 

The minister reminds us that ``Almost all the record years for high temperatures have been in the past decade or so''. Not surprising, since it's at the end of a 50-year phase dating back to the 1950s corresponding to the hottest and most active period of sunspot activity on the solar surface since 1650. 

A cooler, quieter phase of sunspot activity began in 2001 and is continuing to arrest the trend of warming temperatures worldwide. 

The next five to 10 years will show the Kyoto Protocol to be a classic example of rash political decision being made on popular but unfortunately weak and incomplete science. It will costs us heaps, and the global warming zealots will be running for cover. 

Augie Auer
Meteorological consultant, Birkenhead
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Monday, February 21, 2005

Global Warming

Letter 1

Many climate scientists who have assessed the evidence, including myself, consider that most of the observed global warming over the past 50 years is likely to have been the result of the increase in greenhouse gas concentrations.

We disagree with Augie Auer's asssertion that changes in the energy from the sun are responsible for the global temperature increases since the 1950s. Solar variability might have contributed to temperature changes in the first half of the 20th century but to satisfactorily explain the warming since 1950, one must include the effect of increasing greenhouse concentrations.

As Mr Auer says, last year was unusually cold here (in NZ). Nevertheless, for the globe as a whole it was the fourth- warmest year since systematic temperature measurements began in the late 1800s.

The climate varies naturally from year to to year and from place to place. These variations make the effects of increased greenhouse gas levels more or less apparent.

David Wratt
Leader, National Climate Centre, NIWA.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Letter 2
It is astonishing that a nation that supports international-calibre scientific endeavour, as does New Zealand, can possess a Minister for Science so innocent of knowledge of the facts of climate change as is Pete Hodgson (Opinion, AH, 16/2/05). 
Climate change has always occurred, and always will. No substantial evidence exists that current rates or magnitudes of change exceed those of previous geological times.

To date, any human effect on global climate change cannot be measured.

The idea that "higher temperatures, more floods, more storm surges, more hurricanes, more droughts, rising sea-levels" will result from human-caused climate change is unsupported by empirical evidence. Such claims are simply fictitious and alarmist.

Atmospheric carbon dioxide - as an important plant fertilizer which also exerts a mild warming effect - is a benefice to life on earth. Implementing the Kyoto Protocol will not have any measurable effect on global climate, and its whole rationale is misguided.

Reliable climate forecasts do not, and will not soon, exist. Computer predictions of possible climate conditions 100 years in the future are elegant, clever and untestable. To call their outputs "climate forecasts" is sophistry.

Professor R.M. Carter
Marine Geophysical Laboratory
James Cook University, Townsville
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Monday, February 23, 2005

Clearly, Augie Auer's letter ruffled the feathers of global warming alarmists, in 
particular, some in the Crown climate research establishment. This is because 
Dr Augie Auer is no climate science lightweight. He was chief meteorologist 
for the New Zealand Meteorological Service from 1990-1998. Prior to this, Dr 
Auer worked for 22 years as a professor of atmospheric science at the 
University of Wyoming. 

Dr Auer is not alone among scientists in NZ and overseas opposing the 
extravagant claims, such as: "human-caused global warming is here and now", 
"human-caused global warming is a fact", "the science is settled", "there is a 
consensus amongst climate scientists". 

Perhaps this could be used as a platform to arrange a proper review of New 
Zealand's current climate (and Kyoto) policy. I know from response to the 
public lectures I give that there is a great deal of suppressed public anger about 
the issue.
Dr Chris De Freitas
Auckland University 
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Monday, February 28, 2005

The opinion piece about the Kyoto Protocol (Feb 16) by the Minister for the 
Environment perpetrates the usual litany of man-made global warming "articles 
of faith". The Minister is not well served by his scientific advisors. 
First of all, that "these days the scientific consensus is almost total" is nothing but a myth. There are thousands of scientists who are very critical of the science behind the 
Kyoto Protocol. 
Secondly, over recent time, there have been many peer-reviewed scientific articles highlighting the serious flaws in much of the alarmist climate-science literature. 
The most devastating was the scientific audit by two Canadian experts of the graph, nicknamed "the Hocky Stick", which has been one of the cornerstones of the 2001 scientific assessment report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and on which much of the scare stories are based. 
The auditors found that the methodology behind the graph was full of errors, incorrect calculations, obsolete data, incorrect geographical locations, etc. 
No wonder that, for instance, a group of prominent scientists in The Netherlands are petitioning their parliament to instigate a thorough audit of the science behind Kyoto. The New Zealand public are entitled to a similar independent expert audit.
Dr Gerrit van der Lingen
Christchurch  
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Monday, March 2, 2005

Environment Minister Pete Hodgson's confident assertion that "the scientific consensus is almost total" was shattered by the appearance of two flatly contradictory letters by David Wratt, of the National Climate Centre, and Professor R.M. Carter, of James Cook University's marine geophysical laboratory. 
Can someone explain to me how such polar (melting) opposite opinions can be squared with assertions such as Mr Hodgson's that the science of climate change is somehow "settled"? 
Ted Seay
Suva 
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Monday, March 5, 2005

On Thursday you reported the cold snap gripping continental Europe, breaking cold temperature records of more than 100 years and accompanied by snowfalls not seen for 40 years. There’s late winter snow and cold, too, in the northeastern US. 

Then days later, on the front page, no less, NIWA, one of our bastions of global warming propaganda, forecast colder than usual temperatures through to the end of May for the North Island. Normal temperatures (rather than above average due to global warming) are expected if you reside in the South Island. Lower air pressure and stronger than normal southwesterlies are to blame, we are told.

Imagine the angst within the walls of NIWA in issuing this unusual forecast. While clinging to the now-challenged notion of global warming and its dire consequences, climate scientists must be alarmed at seeing the Southern Oscillation Index plunge during the month of February to values near -3, which in the past signalled a severe El Niño. Yet the South Pacific oceans show no large-scale warming associated with El Niño; instead sea temperatures are cooling.  What gives?

That’s the problem with global warming sceptics …... we can’t seem to reconcile all these little, nagging inconsistencies. But we’re saving all our Kyoto Protocol paperwork; it will help to start the fire to keep us warm this winter.

Augie Auer
Meteorological Consultant
3A Tizard Road, Birkenhead




