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Climate fear not `cult‘ behaviour 

If the intention of Phil Beck‘s article (Sunday Tasmanian, September 11) was to be both provocative and insulting to people‘s intelligence, he certainly would appear to have achieved his goals by the manner in which he aired Bob Carter‘s views.

To suggest that the bulk of climatologists‘ and research institutes‘ deeply founded concerns of global warming effects based on the scientific data to which they are privy is ``cult‘‘ behaviour is an absurd statement if not downright laughable. The fact is rapid shifts of a profound and concerning nature are taking place in recent decades in respect of the balance of the world‘s climatic systems. 

Yes, Prof Carter is most probably correct to suggest that ``temperatures were several degrees warmer five million years ago than they are today‘‘, and that the planet has gone through many considerably different climatic periods in contrast to the more modern era. However, what the article doesn‘t state is the fact that the causality of these concerning shifts in key global climatic indicators this time around is commonly accepted to be anthropogenic in nature -- that is the problems are believed to be largely artificially induced through human activity and are not ``naturally‘‘ induced. 

Dr Darren Phillips
School of Geography and Environmental Studies, 
University of Tasmania 

Modern man to blame 

Bob Carter has suggested present concerns about climate change are ``pushed by people who want to stir up alarm‘‘. 

Climate scientists mainly address the following important, relevant and sensible questions. How did the climate during the period of development of our modern civilisation compare with the climate of the past century, and with the climate that we expect during the next few centuries? If the answer is that the climate is changing on this time scale, then does it matter and are we partly to blame? If it matters and we are partly to blame, then what should we do about it? In the context of these questions, being told that ``planetary temperatures were several degrees warmer five million years ago than they are today‘‘ and that ``20,000 years is a mere bat of the eyelid‘‘ is nothing more than a diversionary irrelevance. 

John Hunter
West Hobart 

Outdated data peddled 

Professor Bob Carter‘s ideas about global warming, his attack on the Kyoto Protocol and the estimates of what is now a large majority of worldwide scientific opinion seem to be influenced by a strange outdated bias. In much of the long-ago eras Prof Carter is reported as studying, human beings did not exist. In the last century human inventiveness, as well as creating many useful technologies, has created an awesome human capacity to destroy ecological systems which have evolved over eons. 

Max Bound
Claremont 

Discredited greenhouse theory 

The overwhelming majority of the world‘s scientists agree that the current episode of global warming is wholly or mostly man-made, it is occurring at a rate faster than any previous episode, and the consequences are already adversely affecting human and environmental life. 

I do not know whether Timber Communities Australia was pleased or disappointed with their keynote speaker Bob Carter who turned out to be preoccupied with peddling a discredited theory. 

Graeme Major
Battery Point 

Carter remarks puzzling 

I was puzzled as to why Bob Carter should think it politically astute to deliberately scaremonger on the subject of climate change (unless this remark was intended as a swipe at the Greens). Then I noticed that his remarks were addressed to the conference of Timber Communities Australia. 

Ah. 

Incidentally, IPCC stands for Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, not Intercontinental Panel. 

Marguerite White
Sandy Bay 

The past doesn‘t have the answers 

Bob Carter, in questioning the validity of global warming based upon changes to the planet over the past 100,000 years, seems to discount the one massive variable that did not exist in its present form during that time -- namely us. 

Global warming theorists preach caution and prevention rather than the simplistic naive method of wait and see. Sometimes turning to the past for answers lacks, because of the uniqueness of present, comparative validity. 

That is, of course, unless recently someone somewhere has found a fossilised family four-wheel drive. 

Les Strong
Blackmans Bay 
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Carter sings Tassie‘s song 
The article (Sunday Tasmanian, September 11) on climate change debunker Prof Bob Carter was like a breath of fresh CO2. 
We are indebted to Prof Carter for revealing that the overwhelming majority of the world‘s scientific community are actually promoting some occult political agenda in holding that anthropogenic climate impacts are real, rapid, and very serious. 
Perhaps on his next visit, Prof Carter will disclose the motive behind this huge conspiracy. 
Fortunately, not everyone has been taken in by mainstream scientific spin. Industries producing large amounts of fossil fuels or greenhouse gasses have shown themselves notably appreciative and supportive of Prof Carter‘s sceptical brand of thinking. His Launceston audience, Timber Communities Australia, is correspondingly well known for its openness to unconventional, even counter-intuitive, environmental ideas, such as the necessity of destroying ecosystems in order to save them. 
Tasmanians are lucky to live in a place where scientific dissenters such as Prof Carter can receive uncritical, front-page coverage. 
Lynn Good
Deloraine 

Greenhouse effect necessary 
Climate is always changing, either getting warmer or cooler on long-term cycles (currently 100,000 years). There is no agreed scientific explanation of this phenomenon. 
Secondly, and significantly, changes in temperature precede changes in carbon dioxide levels in the atmosphere, rather than the reverse. This means that CO2 cannot be the driving agent for temperature increase as some claim. 
Thirdly, the principal greenhouse gas is water vapour (some 95 per cent of the atmosphere) with CO2 making up only about 3.6 per cent. Without the greenhouse effect the average surface temperature would be -18C instead of the existing mild +15C. 
Dick Gardner
Rose Bay 

No warming outside natural variation 
Your correspondents (Letters, September 18) make some interesting remarks regarding climate change. 
Two threads of argument underpin several of the letters. The first is that matters of science are decided according to the number of persons who believe in one side of a debate, and how ``deeply founded‘‘ their beliefs are. 
The second is that our modern planet is different from any time past because it now has 6.5 billion, and counting, human inhabitants, and that we therefore need to be particularly careful not to despoil our environment. 
The first argument is, of course, wrong. Science respects facts, not authority or weight of numbers, and Phil Beck‘s original article summarised accurately some of the salient facts regarding climate change science. 
The second argument is one that all sensible people appreciate and are concerned about. And in that regard, it is certainly the case that metropolis development and other landscape modifications have an influence on local climate at places around the globe. 
It is, however, also the case (i) that these effects include both warmings (e.g. release of greenhouse gases) and coolings (increase in atmospheric particulates); (ii) that whether the net effect of human activity is one of warming or cooling remains unknown; and (iii) no warming signal that lies outside of previous natural variation can be detected in even our most accurate temperature records. 
The Tasmanian community, including especially the forestry industry, exhibits both Australian and worldwide leadership in the sensible way that it manages its natural resources. Long may such sensible stewardship continue. 
Professor R.M. Carter
James Cook University
Townsville, Qld. 
SUN 2 OCT 2005

What an extraordinary attack on Professor Bob Carter by two critics (Letters Oct 2) falsely claiming he has never visited our States forests.
For the record, Professor Carter stated “The Tasmanian community, including especially the forestry industry, exhibits both Australian and worldwide leadership in the sensible way that it manages its natural resources, one extraordinary result of which is that more than 97% (1.88 million hectares) of Tasmania's high quality wilderness area is now reserved.”
He did so after field inspections of the Styx Valley and the Southern Forests and studying official figures published by the State and Federal governments. These field trips included visiting past and present timber harvesting operations (yes clear falling), natural forest regeneration, also plantation establishment and the extensive reserves of old growth forest.
Perhaps the Sunday Tasmanian should publish a current land use map showing the 1.88 million hectares of wilderness and the 1 million hectares of old growth forest in reserve, to inform both the general reader, and the ill informed critics, of the scientific evidence that Prof. Carter referred to in his support of our State’s world leading sustainable forest management system.
Barry Chipman
Tasmanian State Coordinator
Timber Communities Australia


