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Whatever Happened to
Real Science?

by Brett Organ
" The scientific

A funny thing happened on the the Kyoto conference, the Intergovern- method isa
way to theimpending globa catastro- mental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
phe. Contrary to the clamsof Vice issued areport, but three paragraphsin it bother some
President Gore and the traditiondl were deleted because they expressed thing to many
media, the “science’” on globa warming  uncertainty about the issue of human
isanything but settled. influence on globd warming. According proponents of

Some 17,000 scientists, more to the British journal Nature, this action the gI obal
than 2,300 of whom are speciali_sts in was taken at_the behest of the U.S. State war mi ng
fields related to the globa warming Department in order to make the report h "
debate, have signed petitions protesting  conform to a politicaly preconceived theor y.

the conclusions of the Kyoto Protocol.
The Kyoto Protocol resulted from a
much-ballyhooed globd conference
held in Japan last December, the god of
which was to develop an attack plan to
save the planet from the thresat of global
warming.

Since that meeting, we have been
repeatedly told that man-induced global
warming is auniversdly accepted fact
that threstens the continuation of life as
we know it. Not surprisingly, the
remedy will carry aheavy codt, specifi-
cdly for the United States and the rest
of the developed world. Asaresult of

concluson.

That isnot theway ared scientific
inquiry isconducted. Asatrained and
experienced environmenta scientis, |
have one question for those who assure
usthat the sky isfdling: “Whatever
happened to real science?’

Most of us who were educated
prior to the age of politically correct
science textbooks remember something
cdled the “ scientific method”. The
scientific method is a bothersome thing
to many proponents of the globa warm-
ing theory; they sacrifice science on the
dtar of government-funded activiam.



But if globd warming is not the certainty thet the
politica dites clam, then what evidence exigsto refute
ther chicken-little assartions? Are important scientific
facts being withheld?

There is ample scientific evidence that saysthe
sky isnot fdling. Dr. S. Fred Singer, an amospheric
scientist and a professor of environmental sciences & the
Univergty of Virginia, has held severd government and
academic positions, among these, he was the first director
of the U.S. Weather Satdllite 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 tetified
before the Committee on Smal 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 thet refutes
the conventiona wisdom on the globa warming theory.
B Therecorded history of the earth shows many

natura climate fluctuations, some more profound
than the recent ones that supposedly have the
human race on the edge of catastrophe. Red
evidence (as opposed to computer models) in the
form of tree rings, ice cores, and ocean sediment
coresindicate 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
periodicaly experienced dragtic climate changes
that had nothing to do with human activity. Still, the
planet and its human inhabitants survived, and did
s0 without the benefit of centra air conditioning or
insulated housing.

B Second, the theoretica modelsthat we place so
much fath in have not been vaidated 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
globd dimate. In fact, in an article on greenhouse
forecasting published in the May 1997 issue of
Science megazine, Michadl Schlesinger of the Uni-
versity of lllinois, Champaign-Urbana, said that we
need “10° to 10°” more computer power. So we're
kind of stuck.”
Singer dso 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
sealeves, not raise them as some have claimed. Those
who fear an inundating sea leve rise point to the meting of
polar ice caps that would result from a globa warming.
What they seem to forget, according to Dr. Singer, isthat
the planet would aso experience an increase in the evapo-
ration rate of the oceans, which would trandate to greater
ranfall and snowfal over the poles and findly, to thicker
ice caps. Those of uswho prefer to “look before we legp”
should recognize this process as another old concept of
science, the water cycle.
All of the sound and fury from the environmentd
lobby doesindeed signify something. It just isn't science.
Internationa organizations such as the United Na
tions are pushing for dragtic changesin the life-styles and
economies of the indudtridized nations. They are using the
“green” movement as adisguise for the same old Sati<t,
freedom-tifling, Robin Hood policies that were much
more recognizable to us when communism was dive. But
if the political arguments do not impress you, amaospheric
scientist Fred Singer and severd thousands of his col-
leagues have shown us that the emperor indeed has no
clothes.

Brett Organ is an environmenta chemist and free-lance
writer living in Tdlahassee, Fa
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