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FOS MEMBERSHIP QUARTERLY NEWSLETTER 
No.  28 

“FOS is dedicated to providing the public with insight into Climate Change” 

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 

Dr.  Ian Plimer, professor of Mining Geology at the University of Adelaide in Australia, and a good 
friend of Christopher Monckton has agreed to address a spring luncheon sponsored by The 
Friends.  

Plimer is the author of around 60 academic papers and six books, including his book on the global 
warming debate, Heaven and Earth –Global Warming: The Missing Science. In his role as 
consultant to the Liberal Party of Australia he has been influential   in the parliamentary debates 
concerning climate change. He is, not surprisingly, a life time member of the Australian Skeptics 
Society and la bête noire to the warmists.   

In his book Heaven and Earth – Global Warming: The Missing Science Plimer asserts that the 
debate on global warming is being driven by irrational and unscientific elements. The book was a 
best seller in Australia when published in May 2009 and is currently in its seventh printing.  

Arrangements for the spring luncheon will be scheduled pending the finalization of Plimer’s plans 
to visit Canada.  

The COP 16 climate talks at the Cancun Conference have ended more with a whimper than with a 
bang. Vague promises have once again been made to reduce carbon dioxide emissions and to 
shovel money to developing countries including such up-and-coming countries as India and China 
for “climate debt”. And thus the process continues down the yellow brick road….. 

It is gratifying to see more papers in the peer-reviewed literature demonstrating the folly of the 
alarmists’ position. But it will be a long struggle to bring participants of these COP Conferences to 
heel if we depend solely on learned rational discourse. There are too many influential economic, 
academic, political and cultural interests vested in warmists’ causes for it to be otherwise.  

But fortunately we should be able to rely upon present influences of natural phenomena to hasten 
the process. These phenomena including the cooling phase of the PDO (Pacific Decadal 
Oscillation), the negative phase of the Arctic Oscillation (AO), La Nina, and   low level solar activity 
should result in colder atmospheric conditions. In this respect the recent record cold temperatures 
and heavy snows in Western Europe are encouraging. The public are too shrewd to be persuaded 
by theoretical arguments to the effect that global temperatures are becoming warmer when faced 
with observational evidence to the contrary. With the public becoming openly scornful of warmists 
and resentful of their financial demands world governments will find excuses to turn their 
attentions to more pressing matters than the support of AGW.  

The Friends plan to initiate another cross country radio blitz in January to help hasten the public’s 
disenchantment with politically correct AGW theory. Such radio blitzes have been very successful 
in the past in encouraging the public to question received wisdom. They have raised issues for 
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related newspaper articles, caused alarmist web pages such as deSmog blog to indulge in 
hysterical  denunciations of The Friends, resulted in questions being raised in the Houses of 
Parliament and have caused  greatly increased traffic to our web pages.   
 
These are exciting times with the effective failure of the COP 16 Conference in Cancun, cold 
winters becoming more of the norm, repercussions of climategate still continuing, the ascendancy 
of skeptics in the U S House of Representatives and the alarmist position coming under  increased 
scrutiny. We will soon be one voice among many demanding a more balanced view of climate 
change.  But we will need your continuing moral and financial support to press home our recent 
advantages. These include maintenance of the new web page which is being widely advertised 
and the sponsorship of speakers to address wider audiences than attend our annual luncheons.  

                                     
       Douglas Leahey PhD 

        President Friends of Science 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 

 
 

POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS 
 

 
United States: Mid-term Elections 
 
As Canada’s economic needs demand a high level of synchrony with the US, American 
environmental policy is of great importance for us. Fortunately, in the mid-term elections the 
Republicans gained seats in the Senate and won control of the House. This guarantees that there 
will be no cap-and-trade legislation until 2013 or later. While the Administration continues its 
attempts to use regulation by the Environmental Protection Agency to regulate greenhouse gas 
emissions, it faces opposition on several fronts. 
 
Texas and 15 other parties have filed court challenges to EPA’s “endangerment” finding and its 
reliance on faulty science, but these will take months or years to resolve. Of more immediate effect 
will be what happens when Republicans take control of key House committees in January. The 
prospective chairman of the Appropriations Committee has threatened to withhold funding for EPA 
regulations, and the Science and Technology Committee may investigate the Climategate email 
controversy. 
 
Green Energy Reality: Europe vs Ontario 
 
In Europe, Spain, Germany, Slovakia, the Czech Republic and France (but not the UK), realizing 
that their subsidies for “renewable” (wind and solar) power are not sustainable, have announced 
cutbacks, even if it means abrogating contracts.  With the possible exception of California, Ontario 
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continues to lead North America (and maybe the world) in its enthusiasm for renewables. Under its 
Green Energy and Green Employment Act (GEA) the province offers developers virtually risk-free 
contracts forcing consumers to pay up to 20 times the market price for wind and solar electricity 
under feed-in tariffs. These tariffs guarantee that the Ontario Power Authority will take, and pay 
for, wind and solar power whenever it is generated, whether needed or not. Much of the “green” 
power thus generated ends up being dumped in neighbouring US states.  
 
One of the catches of the GEA is that developers must have a 60% Ontario content for their 
projects. This has led to challenges by Japan under the World Trade Organization and from 
Canadian manufacturers with operations in other provinces. More to the point, Ontario residents 
are becoming outraged over their mounting power bills, prompting the government to announce a 
10% cut in electricity rates for consumers for the next five years. The opposition Progressive 
Conservatives have promised to scrap the “green energy at any cost” policy if elected next 
October.  
 
Cancún Climate Conference 
 
The annual UN climate conference (officially known as the 16th Conference of Parties to the UN 
Framework Convention on Climate Change [COP 16] and the 6th Conference of Parties Serving as 
the Meeting of Parties to the Kyoto Protocol [CMP 6]) concluded in Cancún at 4:00 am on 
December 11. After the experience of last year’s Copenhagen disaster, all the A-list political 
leaders stayed away, leaving just ministers and bureaucrats from the major countries to do the 
negotiating. Expectations for Cancún were set so low that anything beyond motherhood 
statements would have been a success, and the conference ended with the delegates adopting a 
set of 24 working documents, called the Cancún Agreements. 
 
Unlike the Copenhagen Accord of 2009, with its non-binding emissions pledges, the Cancún 
Agreements don’t require new obligations from anyone, other than to agree on general objectives 
and to keep on meeting in the hope of achieving something more substantial next year in Durban. 
For example, the agreements note that the conference “recognizes that deep cuts in global 
greenhouse gas emissions are required according to science...” and suggest “that Parties should 
take urgent action to meet” the long-term goal of “reducing global greenhouse gas emissions so as 
to hold the increase in global average temperature below 2°C above pre-industrial levels.” The 
$100 billion/year (by 2020) Green Climate Fund announced in Copenhagen was reaffirmed with a 
24-member board of directors, but without any pledges from contributors. 
 
One of the goals at Cancún was to negotiate an extension to the Kyoto Protocol, which expires at 
the end of 2012. Developing countries insisted that rich countries continue the protocol and 
increase their commitments to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Japan, Canada and Russia 
announced that they would not agree to an extension, since the protocol covers only 27% of global 
emissions and excludes the two biggest producers: China and the US. In the end, the Annex I 
parties (i.e., all the rich countries except the US) agreed to “aim to complete” work on an extension 
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to the protocol before it expires. This effort will likely be the big international climate process during 
2011.  
 
At Cancún, Canadian representatives stressed support for the Copenhagen Accord (where 
Canada undertook to reduce its 2020 emissions by 17% below 2005 levels – provided the US 
enacts legislation to do the same, and there’s no hope of that for the next two years, if ever.) 
Under Kyoto, the base year is 1990, and there is no US “out clause.” Thus for Canada, any 
extension to the protocol would be bad news.  
 
                                       Ian Cameron 
                                                Director Friends of Science 
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………  

 
SCIENCE NEWS 

 
Response to the ClimateGate Inquiries 

The climategate emails and data released from the Climate Research Unit shows that climate 
scientists have manipulated climate data to support the IPCC dogma. In response, the climate 
establishment set up five inquiries to restore confidence in the IPCC version of climate science.  

Dr. Ross McKitrick prepared a report “Understanding the Climategate Inquiries”. None of these 
inquiries were independent and none investigated the allegations or interviewed critics of the CRU 
or the IPCC.  In summarizing, McKitrick says that the evidence shows that scientists manipulated 
IPCC reports with the effect of misleading readers, deleted emails to prevent disclosure of 
information in apparent violation of freedom of information laws, privately expressed doubts about 
the science, and took steps to block access to data or methodologies.  

One of the most notorious email revelations was the trick to hide the decline of proxy temperature 
data presented in WMO and IPCC reports for policy makers. The UK House of Commons Science 
and Technology Committee concluded that this trick was not dishonest because Phil Jones of the 
CRU had discussed the decline relative to instrument data (the divergence problem) in a journal 
article. McKitrick writes “The fact that Jones had acknowledged the divergence in journal articles 
makes it worse that he hid the decline in official reports, as it proves that the deception was not 
inadvertent.” The divergence of proxy data from instrument data would prove to reasonable 
readers that the proxy data are not good temperature proxies, so the claim that the 20th century 
temperature increase is unprecedented cannot be supported. This destroys the foundation of the 
IPCC climate science. 
 
See McKitrick’s report at http://www.friendsofscience.org/index.php?id=509 
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The Missing Hotspot 

The “Hotspot” is the pattern of enhanced warming in the tropical atmosphere predicted in climate 
models at about 10 to 12 km altitude. The hotspot is fundamental to the anthropogenic global 
warming (AGW) theory because a temperature rise is amplified by increasing water vapour in the 
upper atmosphere which produces the hot spot.   
 
Dr. David Evans explains how the missing Hotspot proves that the IPCC theory is wrong. He 
writes "But the warming pattern observed by radiosondes during the recent global warming 
contains no trace of any such hotspot." 

No hotspot means there is no increase in water vapour in the upper atmosphere, and no positive 
water vapour feedback to amplify CO2 induced warming. Weather balloon data measures no 
enhanced warming and falling humidity at the location of the predicted hotspot. Both 
measurements are contrary to AGW theory and climate model projections. 

See Evans’ report at http://www.friendsofscience.org/index.php?id=514 

Ocean Acidification 

Ocean acidification is an invented problem used as an alternative reason to regulate fossil fuel 
use.  The Center for the Study of Carbon Dioxide and Global Change (www.CO2Science.org) 
maintains an extensive database of studies that record changes of life characteristics of marine 
organisms in response to various ocean pH levels. According to a study by Pieter Tans of NOAA 
(2009), the maximum expected decline of ocean pH is 0.3 which is expected to occur about 2100 
after which pH values start a slow recovery. This forecast assumes that fossil fuel emissions peak 
about 2040 due to hydrocarbons becoming more expensive. The linear trend of all the data to 0.3 
pH change is actually positive, indicating an overall beneficial response of the totality of the five 
major life characteristics of marine sea life to ocean acidification.  

There is no evidence that CO2 emissions will cause harmful effects on marine life in this likely 
range of pH. The IPCC forecasts that ocean pH could decline by 0.6 by 2300, but this is very 
unrealistic, and assumes that fossil fuel use continues to increase indefinitely. Marine organisms 
start to respond negatively only to high pH levels which are unlikely to ever occur. The studies 
expose the various organisms to elevated pH levels for only short periods of time. If organisms 
adapt and evolve in response to lower pH they are unlikely to experience any negative effects. 
The current ocean pH is 8.1, which is basic. Neutral pH is 7.0. The ocean is likely to become 
slightly less basic, but it could never become acidic. 

For further information see http://scienceandpublicpolicy.org/originals/acidification_database.html 

                                                                                             Ken Gregory                                                              
                    Director Friends of Science 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
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DONATIONS 
 
To accomplish our educational goals we need financial help from our members. I realize that these 
tough economic times are not conducive to many non-charitable donations, but in order to get life 
back onto a normal stream we need to raise important questions – this debate matters, and it 
starts with you .  Please go to www.friendsofscience.org  and make your contribution; on the 
upper right of the home page.  
 
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 and for the radio 
blitz being planned. 
   
Friends of Science at P.O. Box 23167,  
        Connaught P.O. 
                                   Calgary AB    T2S 3B1  

E-mail contact@friendsofscience.org         Web   www.friendsofscience.org 
 
 

  Chuck Simpson 
               Past Director Friends of Science 


