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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 

Members of FoS may recall that we conducted a radio blitz in Ontario which by happenstance coincided 
with the beginning of the 2006 federal election campaign. The radio message encouraged listeners to 
consult our web page if they had doubts about “received” wisdom concerning AGW. Alarmists through 
blogs such as Source Watch and Desmogblog alleged that the Friends had thereby engaged in third party 
election advertising and were in violation of subsection 353(1) of the Canada Elections Act. The hue and 
cry was taken up by the Calgary Herald, University of Calgary and the Federal Liberal Party. Official word 
has now been received from Elections Canada. They investigated the allegations and found them to be 
without substance.   

Evidence of a cooling climate continues to mount. It is early September and prairie barley, which should 
have been harvested a month ago, still stands in the fields green and unswathed. Snow fell in Canmore, 
Alberta during the last day of August and New Brunswick has experienced early killing frosts. Sydney has 
had its coldest summer in 60 years.  The New York Times wonders what has happened to the heat. (Even 
the hoary Farmers Almanac which claims 85 % accuracy (?) predicts a very cold winter.)  

Data show that global temperatures and CO2 concentrations have moved in opposite directions over the 
last ten years. Yet governments are planning to spend billions of the national treasuries to stop global 
warming based on the premise that they move in the same directions. This momentum towards wastage of 
our treasury will only be stopped at the ballot box by an increasingly educated and sceptical citizenry.  

It is a great disappointment for the Friends that Universities have not taken a more active role in the 
examination of the positions being expounded by the “warmers” and their scientists. (Perhaps it is because 
David Suzuki has opined that climate sceptics should be placed in jail?) The Friends has tried over the 
years to organize a gathering of scientists from both sides of the AGW issue to discuss the issues. We 
almost succeeded last September in organizing a meeting in Ottawa but then the University of Calgary 
withdrew its support: abruptly and without explanation.  

We normally do not take satisfaction in another’s misfortune. But the thrashing Richard Littlemore suffered 
at the hands of Lord Christopher Monckton in a debate on Canada’s Corus radio network 
(http://www.climatescienceinternational.org/index.php) is the exception which “proves the rule.” Littlemore is 
the editor of the DeSmog Blog web site which has routinely indulged in ad hominem attacks on the Friends 
for their “denier” status. He suffered an initial setback in the debate when Monckton forced him to admit that 
his chief financial supporter was a convicted criminal with vested interest in solar power. He subsequently 
stammered painfully throughout the debate and made multiple serious gaffes. By contrast Monckton fluidly 
presented his analyses and the scientific data he was citing.  

A letter has been recently sent to the Secretary of the United Nations (http://www.tech-
know.eu/uploads/Letter_UN_Sec_Gen_Ban_Ki-moon.pdf) pointing out that climate change policies wrongly 
endorsed by the IPCC were causing misery and starvation for the world’s poor. The letter asked that the 
IPCC position which is contradicted by climate data, be justified. Its 13 signatories included FoS Director, 
Norman Kalmanovitch in the company of such widely known atmospheric scientists as IPCC expert 
reviewers Vincent Gray, Hans Labohm, Richard Courtney.   

http://www.climatescienceinternational.org/index.php
http://www.tech-know.eu/uploads/Letter_UN_Sec_Gen_Ban_Ki-moon.pdf
http://www.tech-know.eu/uploads/Letter_UN_Sec_Gen_Ban_Ki-moon.pdf
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The Friends continue to educate on the science of climate change. We have spent much time and effort on 
the establishment and maintenance of a frequently visited web site (www.friendsofscience.org), produced 
and widely distributed a much praised DVD which questions the importance of greenhouse gases to 
climate change, and sponsored luncheon speakers at a wide variety of venues. We are currently in the 
process of introducing some of the many books which question the position taken by the “warmers” into 
public and university libraries and are helping to sponsor a Canada- wide speaking tour of a well known 
“denier”. We continue to try and encourage scientists from all sides of the AGW debate to meet and discuss 
their views in an open forum. This the sceptics will gladly do but not the alarmists. Yet these are the same 
people who would have us transform our national economies to support their beliefs. 
 
In the past the Friends have conducted two radio blitzs: one in Ontario (winter 2006) and the other in 
Alberta (spring 2008). Both were of limited intensity and duration due to lack of funds. But they were 
nonetheless successful as judged by the significant increases in the number of hits on our web page which 
increased ten fold during our brief Ontario campaign and by about a factor of 50 % as a result of the Alberta 
broadcasts (monthly hits to our web page are now normally at the 200,000 level). It seems apparent that 
radio is an effective media for educating the public about climate change. We want to conduct a nation-
wide campaign but lack the necessary funds which are about $100,000. Your help in securing the needed 
financial resources would be appreciated. With these monies we could make a big difference.  
        
       Douglas Leahey PhD 
       President, Friends of Science 
 

 
POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS 

 
The “friends of science” prefer to deal with the science arguments against the UN’s IPCC version of climate 
change, but the opportunity to open such discussion was cut short from the very start. With a mandate that 
charged the IPCC to look at human causes of global warming it made a fatal decision to accept the dogma 
that dangerous global warming was taking place and that humans were the cause. The IPCC created a 
series of computer modelling scenarios based on the anthropogenic hypothesis to “prove” its case and 
practically blocked any attempts to discuss its conclusions.  Computer simulations are subjective 
exploratory tools; they do not “prove” anything. However, it was stated that the science had been “decided”. 
 
So, politics was brought into the matter at the early stage and has by now virtually taken over any scientific 
concerns about actual causes of climate, as the IPCC concentrates on impact studies based on unproven 
scenarios and on the mitigation, abatement and sequestration schemes that presently keep armies of civil 
servants, consultants and media people busy, while enriching contractors and traders in “carbon credits” 
and carbon offsets”. 
 
Early Kyoto enthusiasts in continental Europe and Great Britain are far ahead of North America in the 
business of fruitless and expensive interventions. In Britain, Benny Peiser’s CCNet reports the UK 
Environment Minister as calling Global Warming fears to be “hysterical pseudo-religion”. The UK is also 
foreseeing a severe energy shortage in its future. In Ireland, his colleague Environment Minister Sammy 
Wilson is quoted: “If climate change is indeed caused by changes in solar activity then clearly the billions of 
pounds currently spent on reducing CO2 is being wasted. The changes are beyond our control and 
resources should be used to adapt to the consequences of climate change rather than King Canute style 
vainly trying to stop it.”  He unleashed a storm of Green protests.In Germany, Angela Merkel, once 
completely under the spell of calamity advisor Professor Rahmstorf, has now announced that Germany has 

http://www.friendsofscience.org/
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to build a number of coal-fired power plants to solve its coming shortage. This is no doubt helped by the 
threatening moves by their main gas-supplier: Mr. Putin. India has totally turned away from the IPCC effort, 
something India native and IPCC Chairman Pachauri can hardly be proud of. China does what it wants. 
Japan agrees with the Kyoto plan, but does not adhere to it. In Australia new PM. Rudd is reconsidering his 
Kyoto-type carbon restrictions. 
 
The question posed by the Irish Environment Minister, Sammy Wilson, is on many people’s minds. Many 
have made themselves aware of the economic cost of the carbon mitigation programs and believe that 
resources can be applied to higher priorities.  
 
This month there was the invitation headed by the Dutch venerable Geological Association (KNGMG) for 
an Amsterdam conference on climate change, which included several experts on solar and planetary 
drivers. Meanwhile in Canada a similar conference has been organised by GAC, CSPG, RSC and CFES, 
which deliberately and specifically excludes any mention of alternate non-terrestrial causes of climate 
change.  Comfortable, isn’t it? 
 
When is North America going to wake up? Election campaigning is underway in both the US and Canada.  
Who is going to bell the cat? 
 
Albert Jacobs 
Past-Director FoS 

 
 

SCIENCE NEWS 
  

Falling Relative Humidity 
By Ken Gregory, Director FoS 

 
           The greenhouse effect is dominated by water vapour, so how it changes with increasing CO2 

concentrations in the atmosphere is critical to the debate about climate change. The International Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) states in the Fourth Assessment Report (Chapter 8 page 632): 

Calculations with GCMs suggest that water vapour remains at an approximately constant fraction of its 
saturated value (close to unchanged relative humidity (RH)) under global-scale warming. ... the largest 
contribution to the feedback, occurs in the upper troposphere. 
 
But the data from the U.S. National Ocean and Atmospheric Administration shows that relative humidity 
has declined from 1958 to 2007 by 18% and 11% at 9 km and 8 km altitude, respectively, which is where 
the IPCC says the largest contribution to the feedback occurs. During the same time, the CO2 concentration 
has increased by 22 percent. A percentage change in water vapour has about four times the effect as a 
percentage change in CO2. Thus, only a 5.5% reduction in water vapour would completely offset the 
warming effect of the CO2 increase. CO2 apparently replaces water vapour as a greenhouse gas, thus 
water vapour acts as a strong negative feedback to CO2 emissions.  
 
Limits on CO2 Climate Forcing from Recent Temperature Data of Earth 
By David H. Douglass and John R. Christy 
Energy and Environment, August 2008. 
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The global temperature anomalies are calculated from the average of climate effects occurring in the 
tropical and the extratropical latitude bands. El Nino/La Nina effects in the tropical band are shown to 
explain the 1998 maximum while variations in the background of the global anomalies largely come from 
climate effects in the northern extratropics. These effects do not have the signature associated with CO2 
climate forcing. However, the data show a small underlying positive trend of 0.062 C/decade, which is less 
than no feedback forcing of 0.070 C/decade. Therefore, the feedback multiplier is about 0.88, confirming 
that negative feedbacks are dominant. The authors also show that the negative forcing cannot be from 
aerosols. The conclusions are contrary to the IPCC models which calculate feedback multipliers of 3 to 4.  
 
The analysis assumes the Sun has no effect on global temperatures, thus the CO2 feedback multiplier of 
0.88 is an upper limit. 
 
Global and Regional Climate Changes due to Black Carbon 
By V. Ramanathan and Greg Carmichael 
Nature Geoscience, March 2008. 
 
The researchers analyzed observed data from satellites, aircraft and surface instruments about the 
warming effect of black carbon and found that soot and other forms of black carbon could have as much as 
60 percent of the current global warming effect of carbon dioxide. Between 25 and 35 percent of black 
carbon in the global atmosphere comes from China and India, emitted from the burning of wood and cow 
dung in household cooking and through the use of coal to heat homes. The research shows that black 
carbon darkens snow and ice surfaces, which can contribute to melting of Arctic sea ice. Antarctica 
receives almost no black carbon. Its temperature has not increased since 1979 and the sea ice extent has 
increased slightly.   
 

DONATIONS 
 
We are very proud of the work we’ve done so far, but we still have a long way to go in our efforts to impact 
public opinion on the climate change issue. Our concern is that public opinion has suffered from political 
manoeuvring and biased focus groups. We should not be wasting valuable resources on a hypothetical 
problem when we have many real problems that need addressing: better educational system, more money 
for health care, better infrastructure, better equipped military, etc. 
  
We have developed plans for the upcoming year, to emphasize the fact that CO2 and greenhouse gas 
emissions have only a minor influence on climate change.  We are therefore asking our members for their 
financial support, which is badly needed to finance future programs. Potential contributors are urged to call 
FoS director Chuck Simpson (403-345-9512) to discuss their priorities with respect to fund allocation, 
proposed projects etc.   
 
Donations made directly to Friends of Science will provide us with funds for administrative expenses which 
are sorely needed in order to back up our volunteer work force.  
 
Friends of Science at P.O. Box 23167,  
        Connaught P.O. 
                                     Calgary AB    T2S 3B1  
E-mail contact@friendsofscience.org         Web   www.friendsofscience.org 
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