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"The scientific
method is a
bothersome
thing to many
proponents of
the global
warming
theory."

         A funny thing happened on the
way to the impending global catastro-
phe.  Contrary to the claims of Vice
President Gore and the traditional
media, the “science” on global warming
is anything but settled.
         Some 17,000 scientists, more
than 2,300 of whom are specialists in
fields related to the global warming
debate, have signed petitions protesting
the conclusions of the Kyoto Protocol.
The Kyoto Protocol resulted from a
much-ballyhooed global conference
held in Japan last December, the goal of
which was to develop an attack plan to
save the planet from the threat of global
warming.

  Since that meeting, we have been
repeatedly told that man-induced global
warming is a universally accepted fact
that threatens the continuation of life as
we know it.  Not surprisingly, the
remedy will carry a heavy cost, specifi-
cally for the United States and the rest
of the developed world.  As a result of

the Kyoto conference, the Intergovern-
mental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
issued a report, but three paragraphs in it
were deleted because they expressed
uncertainty about the issue of  human
influence on global warming.  According
to the British journal Nature, this action
was taken at the behest of the U.S. State
Department in order to make the report
conform to a politically preconceived
conclusion.

  That is not the way a real scientific
inquiry is conducted.   As a trained and
experienced environmental scientist, I
have one question for those who assure
us that the sky is falling:  “Whatever
happened to real science?”
          Most of us who were educated
prior to the age of politically correct
science textbooks remember something
called the “scientific method”.  The
scientific method is a bothersome thing
to many proponents of the global warm-
ing theory; they sacrifice science on the
altar of government-funded activism.
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            But if global warming is not the certainty that the
political elites claim, then what evidence exists to refute
their chicken-little assertions?  Are important scientific
facts being withheld?

    There is ample scientific evidence that says the
sky is not falling.  Dr. S. Fred Singer, an atmospheric
scientist and a professor of environmental sciences at the
University of Virginia, has held several government and
academic positions; among these, he was the first director
of the U.S. Weather Satellite Service.  But if you think
that he sides with the gloom-and-doom crowd on this
issue, think again. On July 27, 1998, Dr. Singer testified
before the Committee on Small Business of the U.S.
House of Representatives in Washington, D.C.  He had
some very interesting and succinct points to make to the
Committee regarding the compelling science that refutes
the conventional wisdom on the global warming theory.
n The recorded history of the earth shows many

natural climate fluctuations, some more profound
than the recent ones that supposedly have the
human race on the edge of catastrophe.  Real
evidence (as opposed to computer models) in the
form of tree rings, ice cores, and ocean sediment
cores indicate that the climate was much warmer
1,000, 3,000, and 6,000 years ago.  In other
words, the earth and its ancient civilizations have
periodically experienced drastic climate changes
that had nothing to do with human activity.  Still, the
planet and its human inhabitants survived, and did
so without the benefit of central air conditioning or
insulated housing.

n Second, the theoretical models that we place so
much faith in have not been validated by atmo-
spheric data, that is, by hard evidence.  Present
models have nowhere near the processing power to

properly account for the effects of clouds on the
global climate. In fact, in an article on greenhouse
forecasting published in the May 1997 issue of
Science magazine, Michael Schlesinger of the Uni-
versity of Illinois, Champaign-Urbana, said that we
need “1036 to 1037 more computer power. So we’re
kind of stuck.”

Singer also reminded his audience of the growing consen-
sus that increased atmospheric carbon dioxide speeds up
plant growth.  He said that a modest warming would lower
sea levels, not raise them as some have claimed.  Those
who fear an inundating sea level rise point to the melting of
polar ice caps that would result from a global warming.
What they seem to forget, according to Dr. Singer, is that
the planet would also experience an increase in the evapo-
ration rate of the oceans, which would translate to greater
rainfall and snowfall over the poles and finally, to thicker
ice caps.  Those of us who prefer to “look before we leap”
should recognize this process as another old concept of
science, the water cycle.
          All of the sound and fury from the environmental
lobby does indeed signify something.  It just isn’t science.

  International organizations such as the United Na-
tions are pushing for drastic changes in the life-styles and
economies of the industrialized nations.  They are using the
“green” movement as a disguise for the same old statist,
freedom-stifling, Robin Hood policies that were much
more recognizable to us when communism was alive.  But
if the political arguments do not impress you, atmospheric
scientist Fred Singer and several thousands of his col-
leagues have shown us that the emperor indeed has no
clothes.
Brett Organ is an environmental chemist and free-lance
writer living in Tallahassee, Fla.


