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This Special Report on fgl obal war mingo gives a
climate science, economics and policy, and offers sensible, straightforward, affordable
answers to the key questions now before the international community.

The world faces many real environment al
war mi ngo i s not one of t hem. Science
dangerously. Even if warming were to prove severe, focused adaptation to its
consequences would be the most coskffective approach.

Taxing or regulating carbon i however profitable it might be for the Armageddon
industry and for cash-hungry governments i would make little measurable difference J
to the climate, and at a disproportionately extravagant cost i all pain, no gain. T

I
The science is in, the truth is out, the game is up, and the scare is over. AN
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Monckton Report 1
The United Nations: One world, or one -world government?

On 15 September 2009, the Secretariat of the
mate Change quietly issued a 186page draft Treaty of Copenhagen, proposing to turn itself

into an unelected world government with unlimited powers to impose direct taxation on
member nations without representation, recourse or recall; to interfere directly in the envi-
ronmental policies of individual nations; and to sweep away all free markets worldwide, re-
placing them with itself as the sole rule maker in every marketplace (treaty draft, annex 1, ar-

ticles36-38) . Some quotations from the draft revea
ifiThe scheme for the new institutional arrangem
three basic pillars: government; f aci |l it ati ve mechani s m; and fin

government  will be ruled by the Conference of the Parties to the UN Framework Conven-
tion on Climate Change with the support of a new subsidiary body on adaptation, and of an
Executive Board responsible for the management of the new funds and the related facilita-
tive processes and bodies. 0o (Copenhagen Treaty

The three central powers that the UN had hope
Pl aneto from alleged climate catastrophe were
AiGover nmelntidcs: use of the word Agovernmento i s

used to describe a world government in any international treaty draft.

AFi nanci al meThanisimoanci al mechani smo was a d

new power of the UN to levy unlimited taxation directly on the peoples of its member

states: taxation without representation, and on a global scale.

AFacilitative Theablitative meoltanism would, for the first time, have

given the UN the power directly to coerce and compel compliance on the part of its mem-

ber states, by force if necessary. The Treaty draft describes it as

ne a facilitative mechanism drawn up to facildi

public policies, as the prevailing instrument, to which the market rules and related dynam-

ics should be subordinate. 0o
Il n short, there was to be a New World Order,
Afinanci al mechani smo in the form of unlimite
a fnAfacilitative mechani smo that would bring
direct control of the new UN fAgovernment, 0 ali
cracies.
At no point anywhere in the 186 pages of t
Ael ection, 06 Aballot, 0 or Avoteo appear. As

transfer of powers from sovereign democracies to supranational entities brings those democ-
racies, for all intents and purposes, to an end. At the supranational level, in the UN, in the EU
and in the proposed world government, decisions are not made by anyone whom we, the vot-
ers, have elected to make such decisions.

The exposure of the draft treaty in major international news media panicked the UN into
abandoning the draft before the Copenhagen conference even began. Instead, the UN is now
legislating crabwise, as the EU does, with a series of successive treaties, each one transferring
more power and wealth from individual nations to its supranational bureaucracy. The latest of
these treaties is the Cancun agreement, which creates hundreds of new bureaucracies and de-
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mands ever | arger sums from the once wealthy We
debt o to poorer countries, none of which wild.l S
poor-country elites have taken their usual cut.

The pretext for the UNG6s rapidly developing bid
the reach of any electorate, is the imaginedi and, as we shall show, imaginaryi need t o ASav

The Planeto from the Athreato of dAglobal war ming

the latest and costliest in a series of attempts by the UN to enrich and empower itself by ruth-

lessly exploiting misplaced post-colonialself-gui I 't on t he pmlassetpolitqbe. t he We s
AThe Processo: Jobs for |life at the 1 PC

I n the words of one of the UNOGs most distinguish

AThe UN now exists for one purpose and one purpos
veloping nations but for itself alone. The Third World is not and has never been the objec-

tive of t he UN: it i s t he +mwichement pande $ekf-x t for t |
aggrandi zement . 0

No fashionable political topic has proven so pr
scar e. Brilliantly exploiting the near boundl es
worl dwi de, and artfully playing upon the Westods
of failure, the UN has at | ast found in fAgl obal

and underworked bureaucrats have long prayed.

Year by year, the vast, ever multiplying, ever expanding bureaucracies of the UN Framework
Convention on Climate Change and the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate change grow
larger and costlier. However, their size, cost and rapid rate of expansion are carefully kept se-
cret from the Western taxpayers who are compelled to foot the bill.

Financial questions in the Parliaments of that minority of member nations that are fortunate

enough not to be ruled by dictators are deftly sidestepped. For instance, a question asked in

the UK House of Lords at the instance of Lord Monckton, asking HM Government to admit

how much money it had spent on the IPCC, whose Technical Panel it had paid for in secret

and in full for many vyear s, received the flatly
mati on. 0O

Why this official coyness? The answer is that the cost of the climate boondoggle is absurdly
heavy, in both financial outlays and the effects on the British energy users and economy,
whereas the climatic benefit from all that extravagant spending is i and will remain 1 nil.

l't is not only the UNOsSs hundreds of bureaucrat.
del egates to UNFCCC conferences have come to kno
IS a continuing, expanding, jobs-for-life activity that enables diplomats, politicians and bu-

reaucrats from around the world to travel every few months to a new, exotic location, there to

deliberate 1 at great cost to taxpayers worldwide i on how to make the UN ever richer and

more powerful, in the name of Saving The Planet.

ARThe Process,o therefore, may wel | continue i nde
gitimate purpose and will have no measurable climatic outcome.
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The UNFCCC gravy -train

The UN Framework Convention on Climate Change now has almost 200 countries as signato-
ries. This has become the most powerful bureaucracy on Earth. Its approach is simple. Ask no
guestions about the science or economics of climate. Instead, demand evetlarger sums and
ever-greater powers from Western nations. Until recently, vast international conferences were
held in expensive hotels at exotic locations all around the world no more often than every
three months. Now The Process has gathered cash and hence momentum, and these costly
meetings have become nearcontinuous since the spectacular failure of the Copenhagen cli-
mate conference in December 2009.

The UN was determined not to fail a second time at Cancun, and thus carefully managed glob-
al expectations so that no one expected much of anything to emerge. However, there were so
many meetings of the UNFCCC since Copenhagen, most of them under the welbrganized
German authorities, that an agreement almost unavoidably did indeed emerge from Cancun. |
now summarize the main points, so that governments and officials will have fair warning of
what is to come, how much it will cost, and how little they can do to stop it.

The Cancun agreement

Finance: Western countries will jointly provide $100 billion a year by 2020 to an unnamed
new UN Fund. To keep this sum up with GDP growth, the West may commit itself to pay 1.5%
of GDP to the UN each year. That is more than twice the 0.7% of GDP that the UN has unsuc-
cessfully recommended the West to pay in foreign aid for the past half century. Several hun-
dred of the provisions in the Cancun agreement will impose huge additional financial costs on
the nations of the West.

The world -government Secretariat: I n al |l but name, t he UN
will become a world government directly controlling hundreds of global, supranational, re-
gional, national and sub-nat i on al bureaucracies. It wi ||
money ostensibly paid by the West to the Third World for adaptation to the supposed adverse

C

r

consequences of i magined (and | argely i magina

Bureaucracy: Hundreds of new interlocking bureaucracies answerable to the world-
government Secretariat will vastly extend its power and reach. In an explicit mirroring of the

European Uniondés met hod of e rKébnonissais orgthetgltoaningvi | |

peoples of that benighted continent, the civil servants of nation states will come to see them-
selves as servants of the greater empire of the Secretariat, carrying out its ukases and diktats

whatever the wild.l of the nation statesd gove

gui sed asbuiclagiarcg tiyn devel oping countries. o
economies or industries of poorer nations. It turns out to mean the installation of hundreds of
bureaucratic offices answerable to the Secretariat in numerous countries around the world.
The box on page 5 lists some of them.

The worl d gover nmeTheSécsetariatavivieaveshe power not merely to invite
nation states to perform their obligations under the Climate Change Convention, but to com-
pel them to do so. Nation states are to be ordered to collect, compile and submit vast quanti-
ties of information, in a manner and form to be specified by the Secretariat and its growing
army of subsidiary bodies. Between them, they will be given new powers to verify the infor-
mation, to review it and, on the basis of that review, to tell nation states what they can and
cannot do.

T
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Bureaucratic mechanisms of the emerging global government

In addition to multiple new bureaucracies in every one of the 193 states parties to the
Convention (almost 1,000 new official bodies worldwide), the Cancun Agreement es-
tablishes the following new bureaucratic entities:

An Adaptation Framework Body; a Least Developed fCountri
tion Committee; Regional Network Centers; an International Center to Enhance Adaptation Research;
National Adaptation Institutions; a Body to Clarify Assumptions and Conditions in National Greenhouse
-Gas Emission Reductions Pledges; a Negotiating Body for an Overall Level of Ambition for Aggregate
Emission Reductions and Individual Targets; an Office to Revise Guidelines for National Communica-
tions; a Multilateral Communications Process Office; a Body for the Process to Develop Modalities and
Guidelines for the Compliance Process; a Registry of Nationally Appropriate Mitigation Actions by De-
veloped Countries; a Body to Supervise the Process for Understanding Diversity of Mitigation Actions
Submitted and Support Needed; a Body to Develop Modalities for the Registry of Nationally Appropriate
Mitigation Actions; an Office of International Consultation and Analysis; an Office to Conduct a Work
Program for Devel opment of Various Modalities afpd Gui de
National Forest Strategy Action Plan Offices; a network of National Forest Reference Emission Level
And/Or Forest Reference Level Bodies; a network of National Forest Monitoring Systems; an Office of
the Work Program on Agriculture to Enhance the Implementation of Article 4, Paragraph 1(c) of the
Convention Taking Into Account Paragraph 31; one or more Mechanisms to Establish a Market-Based
Approach to Enhance the CostEffectiveness Of And To Promote Mitigation Actions; a Forum on the
Impact of the Implementation of Response Measures; a Work Program Office to Address the Impact of
the Implementation of Response Measures; a Body to Review the Needs of Developing Countries for
Financial Resources to Address Climate Change and Identify Options for Mobilization of Those Re-
sources; a Fund in Addition to the Copenhagen Green Fund; an Interim Secretariat for the Design Phase
of the New Fund; a New Body to Assist the Conference of the Parties in Exercising its Functions with
respect to the Financial Mechanism; a Body to Launch a Process to Further Define the Roles and Func-
tions of the New Body to Assist the Conference of the Parties in Exercising its Functions with respect to
the Financial Mechanism; a Technology Executive Committee; a Climate Technology Center and Net-
work; a Network of National, Regional, Sectoral and International Technology Centers, Networks, Or-
ganization and Initiatives; Twinning Centers for Promotion of North -South, South-South and Triangular
Partnerships with a View to Encouraging Co-operative Research and Development; an Expert Workshop
on the Operational Modalities of the Technology Mechanism; an International Insurance Facility; a
Work Program Body for Policy Approaches and Positive Incentives on Issues Relating to Reducing
Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation in Developing Countries; a Body to Implement a
Work Program on the Impact of the Implementation of Response Measures; and a Body to Develop Mo-
dalities for the Operationalization of the Work Program on the Impact of the Implementation of Re-
sponse Measures.

Continuous expansion: The verb Aenhance, 6 in its various
i n the Canc¥%n agreement . Similar verbs, such as
such as-ufisocoahedwod and fAadditional , o are also fre

tion to funding at the expense of Western taxpay
the note were carried out, the cost would comfortably exceed the annual $100 billion (or, for

that matter, the 1.5% of GDP) that the note mentions as the cost to the West over the coming

decade.

Intellectual property in inventions: Holders of patents, particularly in fields related to

Angl obal warmingo and its mitigation, wil!/ be obl
ness to developing countries without payment of royalties. This is nowhere explicitly stated in

the Cancun agreement, but the transfer of technology is mentioned about 20 times in the

draft, suggesting that the intention is still to carry out the explicit provision in the defunct Co-

penhagen Treaty draft of 15 September 2009 to this effect.
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Insurance:  The Secretariat proposes, in effect, to interfere so greatly in the operation of the
worldwide insurance market that it will cease to be a free market, with the usual severely ad-
verse consequences to everyone in that market.

The free market: The f ailed Copenhagen Treaty draft s
would be established would have the power to set the rules of all formerly free markets. There
would be no such thing as free markets any more. The Cancun agreement merely says that
various fdAmar ket mechani smso may be exploited
Convention, but references to these fAmarket m
the intention remains to stamp out free markets worldwide.

How the EU took absolute power on a once -free continent

The EU accreted power to itself from the member states in four successive stages:

Stage 1: European Coal and Steel Community. The officials of various European nations
acted merely as a technocratic secretariat to ensure stable supplies of coal and steel to rebuild
Europe after the Second World War.

Stage 2: European Economic Community. The officials of the six founder nations estab-
lished a statistical registry requiring member states to supply them with ever more infor-
mation. At first sight, the resultant loss of national independence and sovereignty seemed
small and harmless.

Stage 3: The European Community, as it then began to call itself, dropped the word
AEconomico from its title as it drew closer
the member stateso6é information passively. I
termine, on the basis of the information that it had compelled the member states to supply,
whether they were complying with their obligations on the ever -lengthier and more complex
body of European treaties.

Stage 4: The European Union became the ultimate law-making authority, to which all
el ected parliaments, explicitly including
the right to table bills for new laws), were and remain subject.

Knowledge is power: The Cancun agreement contains numerous references to a multitude
of new as well as existing obligations on nation states to provide information to the Secretari-
at, in a form and manner which it will dictate. The hand of the EU is very visible here. The box
above describes how the EU extended its powers in stages. Under the Cancun proposals, the
Secretariat is following the path that the plague of EU officials attending the climate confer-
ences have no doubt eagerly advised it to follow. The Secretariat is now taking numerous pow-
ers not merely to require information from nation states but to hold them to account for their
supposed international obligations under the Climate Change Convention on the basis of the
information the nations are now to be compelled to supply.

Propaganda: The Cancun agreement contains several mentions of the notion that the peo-
ples of the world need to be told more about climate change. Here, too, there is a parallel with
the EU, which administers a propaganda fund of some $250 million a year purely to advertise
its own wonderfulness to an increasingly sceptical population. The IPCC already spends mil-
lions every year with PR agencies, asking them to find new ways of making its bloodcurdling
message more widely understood and feared among ordinary people. The Secretariat already
has the advantage of an uncritical, acquiescent, scientifically illiterate, economically innumer-
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ate and just plain dumb news media; now it will have a propaganda fund to play with as well.

As the climate scare descends ever more deeply into outright farce, UN Secretary General Ban

Ki-Moon has recently been spotted in Hollywood, talking to ideologically reliable and politi-

cally correct film producers about making blockbusters intended to spread still further, by
covert insertions i nt o-discredited message gb dlimate alarime | PCC0O s

Damage caused by The Process: At the insistence of sensible nation states such as the

United States, the Czech Republic, Japan, Canada, and Italy, the Cancun outcome acknowl-

edges that The Process is causing, and will cause, considerable economic damage, delicately

described in a note by the Executive Secretary of the Cancun meeting, Ms. Christiana Figue-

res, as 0un-efledsefmnpemdentig cineate-c hange response measur ¢
l uti on? Consideration of the catastrophic econon
costly, scientifically baseless decisions will fall under the control of i the Secretariat itself. Ad-

mire its sheer gall!

Damage to world trade: As the power, wealth and reach of the Secretariat grow, it finds

itself rubbing uncomfortably up against other supranational organizations. In particular, the

World Trade Organization has expressed concern about the numerous aspects of the Secretar-

iat® proposals that constitute restrictions on international trade. At several points, the Chair-

manoés note expr ekbisdd nanoe thdndeopinianiara a questionable one

atthatit hat the Secretariatdés policies are not rest

The Canute provision: The conference will reaffirm the decision of its predecessor in Co-
penhagen in 2009 Ato hold the increase in gl obal
aboveprei ndustri al | evel s, 0 just |ike that. The ol d
ord in the world is that of central England, which commenced in 1659. The record shows that
temperature in central England, and by implication globally, rose 2.2 °C in the 40 years 1695-

1735, as the Sun began to recover from its 11,40§ear activity minimum, and rose again by

0.74 °C in the 20t century. There has been no warming in the 2t century, but we are already

close to being 3 °C above preindustrial levels. The Canute provision, as some delegates have

dubbed it (after the Danish king of early England who famously taught his courtiers the limi-

tations of his power and, a fortiori, theirs when he set up his throne on the beach and com-

manded the sea level not to rise, whereupon the tide came in as usual and wet the royal feet),

illustrates the disconnect between The Process and reality.

Omissions: There are several highly significant omissions from the Cancin agreement,

which jointly and severally establish that the central intent of The Process no longer has any-

thing to do with the climate, if it ever had. The objective is greatly to empower and still more

greatly to enrich the international classe politique at the expense of the peoples of the West,

using the climate as a pretext, so as to copy the European Union by installing in perpetuity

what some del egates here arSocciaallliisnngo nbteryaonnsdn att h ¢
recall of any electorate. The box on the next page shows what was left out.

Verification:  The parties agree that any successful energy and climate program requires ver-

ification that CO2 and pollution levels are actually being reduced by asserted amounts. How-

ever, actually creating, monitoring and enforcing a workable verification system remains elu-

sive. Moreover, China and India would be required merely to verify those emission reductions

that are paid for by the United States and other developed countries; emissions and reduc-
tions associated with power generation financed

Forests are formally identified as fAcarbon sinks, 0 a
estation and Degradation (REDD) program is established to fund improved forestry practices



Monckton Report 7

Revealing omissions from the Cancun agreement

The science: The question whether any of this vast expansion of supranational power is sci-

entifically necessary is not addressed, and the supposed central purpose of The Procesk set-

ting binding |imits bwasdetered tothes SouthCADIi2Zan eonférende dnn 9

2011. Instead, the Cancun agreement merely makes a pietistic affirmation of superstitious faith

in the | PCC, where the conference will -fasledogn
emi ssions are required according to FeughiAssess-e ,J an
ment Report. 0

The economics: There is no assessment of the extent to which any of the proposed actions to
mitigate figl obal war mingo by cutting emissi ns
conseqguences will be costeffective. Nor, tellingly, is there any direct comparison between miti-

gation and adaptation in their cost -effectiveness: indeed, the IPCC was carefully structured so

that mitigation and adaptation are considered by entirely separate bureaucracies producing
separate reports, making any meaningful comparison difficult. Though every economic analy-

sis of this central economic question, other than that of the now-discredited Lord Stern, shows

that mitigation is a pointless fatuity and that focused adaptation to the consequences of any

gl obal war mi ngo that may occur woul d be- ofr del
effective, the Cancun agreement continues to treat mitigation as being of equal economic utili-

ty with adaptation.

Termination: Contracts have termination clauses to say what happens when the agreement
ends. Nothing better illustrates the intent to create a permanent world -government structure
than the absence of any termination provisions whatsoever in the Cancun agreement. The Pro-
cess, like a diamond, is forever.

Democracy: Forget government of the people, by the people, for the people. Forget the prin-
ciple of ino taxation without representat. no
States. The provisions for the democratic election of the new, allpowerful, legislating, tax-

raising world -government Secretariat by the peoples of the world may be summarized in a sin-

gle word: None.

in the developing world 1 with the US and other developed nations shouldering the costs. This

is likely to become a bottomless well for rent-seeking corporations and environmental activist
groups hoping to reap billions of doll ars, [
tion, 0O preserving bi odiversity, devel oping
Asustainabl ed energy, agriculture, forest man

Geologic carbon sequestration (carbon capture and storage in subsurface rock for-
mations) is formalized as a fAclean devel opmen
be demonstrated on a commercial basis; sequestering, pipelining and storing billions of tons

of carbon dioxide annually will likely increase electricity costs by 50% to 100% and require
one-third or more of the electricity generated by a coal-fired power plant; and fear of CO2

leaks has already generated NIMBY (notin-my-back-yard) opposition in German communi-

ties where demonstration projects were proposed.

The Process and the poor
Developing nations will continue to be discouraged from building coal or gas-fired power

plants, and instead urged to focus on wind, solar and biofuel power. What seems to have es-
caped notice (or acknowl edgement) I s -ftrhiag n dlh
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energy sources require extraordinary amounts of land, must be heavily subsidized through
taxes amaat fifaeedf s, 0 provide expensive and unrel |
fuel, and will enable poor countries to rise barely above the poverty line.

If and when these realities begin to sink in, reactions to these promises are likely to become
increasingly negative i by developed and developing countries alike. The next round of global
climate negotiations, in South Africa in 2011, promises to be as interesting as it will be point-
less.

In an environment of prodigious personal profit to all participants, anyone who dares to point
out that there is no climate problem 71 or that, even if there is a climate problem, curbing car-
bon emissions will make no real or measurable difference to global temperaturesi is side-
lined as a party-pooper. Salaries and, effectively, nowcontinuous holidays in lavish luxury at
taxpayersod6 expense are at stake.

Few participants in the UNFCCC6s protracted and
to put The Process at risk by asking, as honest enquirers should, whether any of this expensive

activity will have any result that can be measured by even the most sensitive of the instru-

ments that monitor the worl dbds cli mate.

Nor wi |l they ask whether we can expect any r es!
if they were presented with other options and given an honest assessment of the costs, bene-

fits and probabilities of manmade climate change actually happening; of these CO2reducing
actions actwually preventing ficlimate disruption;
to providing the energy they need; or of grossly indebted formerly rich nations actually

providing the promised financial aid and technology transfers.

Third -world delegates at these Lucullan feasts cannot believe their good fortune. They are

paid generous per-diem allowances on top of all expenses, at no cost to their own govern-

ment s. The Westods taxpayers splash out for ever
the recipients of this enforced largesse that, in effect, The Process is an engine of nee
colonialism.

The developing nations have come to suspect, with some justification, that the West, whose
governments have largely been supine in their pathetically complacent acquiescence in the
climate boondoggle, is trying to tell them that, for the sake of Saving The Planet, they cannot
be allowed to develop by using fossil fuels as the West itself did.

The cannier developing countries, however, are looking upon The Process as a way to transfer
vast amounts of wealth from the productive West to the unproductive South. That economi-
cally self-defeating redistribution of national wealth is, of course, one of the declared aims of
the UN. However, some 90 cents on every dollar paid to the UN stays there, and somehow
fails to find its way into the pockets of the people of the third -world countries whose cham-
pion the UN pretends to be.

The IPCC: Bad science, bad policy

Sir Maurice Strong, the multi -millionaire Canadian bureaucrat who invented the UN Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change, the IPCC, has publicly admittedi indeed, boastedi
that he deliberately established it as anintergovernmental rather than a scientific panel, with
the stated objective of using its reports as the pretext for establishing an unelected world gov-
ernment.
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The Process, therefore, is at root a direct, deliberate, longplanned and fundamental threat to

the survival of democracy itself, worldwide. Already, politicians on the Left i such as Lord
Mandelson in the United Kingdom i ar e openly and shamel essly
democr at i c Tlaig thos® cowtnids ¢hat fave them i can elect whomever they like,

but increasingly the real decisions are made in secret by supranational bureaucracies.

Not one of these supranational entities that increasingly wield real power in the world is elect-
ed by anyone, from the Kommissars who rule the EU by directive and have the sole power to
propose its laws to the participants in The Process who are busily transmogrifying themselves
into a Planet-Saving world government. Not the least of the questions now faced by the peo-
ples of the world is this: Can democracy survive the globalization of government?

Have the climate assessment reports been fair?

It is scientifically unqualified and often scientifically illiterate government representatives, not
gualified scientists, who have the final say on the wording of the soi-disanti s ci ent i f i c G
assessment reports of the IPCC, whose current science chairman is, rather improbably, a

multi -millionaire Indian railroad engineer with a painfully inadequate grasp of climate
science and anembarras o f serious conflicts of I nt er-est
wisely find it expedient studiously to overlook.

Here are just a few highlights from the catal

0 The 1990 First Assessment Report made wildly exaggerated projections of how global
temperature would rise. Yet for the past 15 years there has been no statistically significant

Agl obal warmingo at all, as Professor Phil Joi
has now admitted. None of the I PCCb6bs computer
0 The 1995 Second Assessment Report ,in the scientists6é final

was no discernible human influence on climate. Yet one man rewrote the report, replacing all
five statements with a single statement saying precisely the opposite. He later said IPCC pro-
cesses permitted this singlehanded rewrite, which has been the official policy ever since.

i The 2001 Third Assessment Report contained a graph contradicting the First Report by
falsely abolishing the medieval warm period, which, like the Roman, Minoan, and Holocene
optima, and 7500 of the past 11,400 years, and each of the four previous interglacial warm pe-
riods, and most of the past 600 million years, was warmer than today. Some 800 scientists
from more than 460 institutions in 42 countries over 25 years have written peer -reviewed,
learned papers providing evidence that the Middle Ages were warmer than today; the IPCC ig-
nored all of them.

Now you see it ... ... now you don’t!
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0 The 2007 Fourth Assessment Report presented a key conclusion that, with 90% confi-
dence, most of the warming since 1950 was manmade. However, this conclusion is disproven
by measurements. A natural decline in global cloud cover from 1983-2001 (Pinker et al., 2005),
probably associated with naturally occurring changes in the system of ocean currents known as
the Pacific Decadal Oscillation, is now known to have caused most of that warming.

A globally-averaged +0.16 W ni2 yri 1 trend in the short -wave solar surface radiative flux anomaly,
1983-2001, after removal of the mean annual cycle. From Pinker et al., 2005, Fig. 1.

The box on the next page shows just a Fbugtlw mor e
(and most recent) Assessment Report

Given the scientifically inadequate, intellectually defective and politically predetermined lead-

ership and wultimate authorship of the | PCCbds doc
only people who now say they bel i-elgwusimessdaghe | P C(
of woe are the governments who profit by wusing t
swinging increases in taxation and regulatory intervention. Ordinary people have long become

disenchanted with The Process, as opinion polls in the US, Australia, Canada, and the UK

have repeatedly demonstrated.

Likewise, the unscientific approach taken by the IPCC has led it to make a number of embar-
rassing and fundament al mi st akes. Headl ine <catch
to admit it was wrong to say that the Himalayan glaciers would all melt away within 25 years

are bad enough. It is also disgraceful that scientists known to disagree with the overtly politi-

cal climate-extremist message of the IPCC have been skillfully prevented from taking part in

its deliberations.

Professor Paul Reiter, for instance, is the worl
ia and other vector-borne diseases. Yet the IPCC says it lost all four copies of the United
Statesd6 nomination of him tfchapeteraosnl enmadl aaubhomn
2007 Fourth Assessment Report. The four copies were sent to different UN bureaucrats: all
were Al ost, o and Professor Reiter was told his
stead, the sub-chapter was written by two environmental campaigners with just one published
paper between them: but their views could be sa
alarmist storyline |, and Professor Reiterds view

These wellpublicized misbehaviors are bad enough. However, it is the serious errors of sci-
encei n the | PCCdbs approach that are the central r e
extremist conclusions seriously.



