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By Richard Lindzen

There have been repeated claims that this
past year’s hurricane activity was another sign
of human-induced climate change. Everything
from the heat wave in Paris to heavy snows in
Buffalo has been blamed on people burning gaso-
line to fuel their cars, and coal and natural gas
to heat, cool and electrify their homes. Yet how
can a barely discernible, one-degree increase in
the recorded global mean temperature since the
late 19th century possibly gain public acceptance
as the source of recent weather catastrophes?
And how can it translate into unlikely clajms
about future catastrophes?

The answer has much to do with misunder-
standing the science of climate, plus a willing-
ness to debase climate science into a triangle of
alarmism. Ambiguous scientific statements
about climate are hyped by those with a
vested interest in alarm, thus rais-
ing the political stakes for policy
makers who provide funds for
more science research fto
feed more alarm to increase
the political stakes. After
all, who puts money into
science—whether for
AIDS, or space, or climate—
where there is nothing re-
ally alarming? Indeed, the
Success of climate alarm-
istn can be counted in the
increased federal spending
on climate research from a
few hundred million dollars
pre-1990 to $1.7 billion today. It
can also be seen in heightened spend-
ing on solar, wind, hydrogen, ethanol and
clean coal technologies, as well as on other en-
ergy-investment decisions.

frenzy. Scientists who dissent
have seen their grant funds disappear, their work
derided, and themselves libeled as industry
stooges, scientific hacks or worse. Consequently,
lies about climate change gain credence even when
they fly in the face of the science that supposedly is
their basis.

To understand the misconceptions perpetu-
ated about climate science and the climate of
intimidation, one needs to grasp some of the
complex underlying scientific Issues. First, let’s
start where there is agreement. The public,
press and policy makers have been repeatedly
told that three claims have widespread scientific
Support: Global temperature hag risen about a
degree since the late 19th century; levels of CO
i the atmosphere have increased by about 3077
over the same period; and CO, should contribute
to future warming. These claims are true. How-
tver, what the public fails to grasp is that the
tlaims neither constityte support for alarm nor
’stablish man’s responsibility for the small

$ tists have
§ by fear. An example: Earlier this year, Texas
But there is a more sinister side to this feeding g
from the alarmism £ gist Michael Mann and some of his co-authors

Climate of Fear

amount of warming that has occurred, In fact,
those who make the most outlandish claims of
alarm are actually demonstrating skepticism of
the very science they say supports them. It isp’t
Just that the alarmists are trumpeting mode]
results that we know must be wrong. It is that
they are trumpeting catastrophes that couldn’t
happen even if the models were right as justifying
costly policies to try to prevent global warming.

If the models are correct, global warming
reduces the temperature differences between
the poles and the equator. When you have less
difference in temperature, you have less excita-
tion of extratropical storms, not more. And, in
fact, model runs support this conclusion. Alarm-
ists have drawn some support for increased
claims of tropical storminess from a casual.
claim by Sir John Houghton of the U.N.’s Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
that a warmer world would have more

evaporation, with latent heat pro-
viding more energy for distur-
bances. The problem with
this is that the ability of
evaporation to drive tropi-
cal storms relies not only
on temperature but hy-
midity as well, and calls
for drier, less humid air.
Claims for starkly
higher temperatures are
based upon there being
more humidity, not less—
hardly a case for more
storminess  with global
warming,
So how s it that we don’t have
more scientists speaking up about this
Junk science? It’s my belief that many scien-
been cowed not merely by money but

Rep. Joe Barton issued letters to paleoclimatolo-

seeking the details behind g taxpayer-funded
analysis that claimed the 1990s were likely the
warmest decade and 1998 the warmest year in
the {ast millennium. Mr. Barton’s concern was
based on the fact that the IPCC had singled out
Mr. Mann’s work as a means toencourage policy
makers to take action. And they did so before his
work could be replicated and tested—a task
made difficult because Mr. Mann, a key IPCC
author, had refused to release the details for
analysis. The scientific community’s defense of
Mr. Mann was, nonetheless, immediate and
harsh. The president of the National Academy of
Sciences—as well as the American Meteorologi-

cal Society and the Americgp Geophysical Unjon—
formally protested, saying that Ren Rartan'c

intimidation.
All of which starkly contrasts tc
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scientific community when Submitted by:

1992, he ran two congressional hearings durin;
which he tried to bully dissenting scientists, in
cluding myself, into changing our views and sup
porting his climate alarmism. Nor did the scien
tific community complain when Mr. Gore, us
vice president, tried to enlist Ted Koppel in 3
witch hunt to discredit anti-alarmist scien-
tists—a request that Mr. Koppel deemed public] ¥y
inappropriate. And they were mum when subse-
quent articles and books by Ross Gelbspan libel-
ously labeled scientists who differed with M.
Gore as stooges of the fossil-fuel industry.

Sadly, this is only the tip of a non-melting
iceberg. In Europe, Henk Tennekes was dis-
missed as research director of the Royal Dutch
Meteorological Society after questioning the sci-
entific underpinnings of global warming. Aksel
Winn-Nielsen, former director of the U.N.'s
World Meteorological Organization, was tarred
by Bert Bolin, first head of the IPCC, as a tool of
the coal industry for questioning climate alarm-
ism. Respected Italian professors Alfonso Suter:
and Antonio Speranza disappeared from the de-
bate in 1991, apparently losing climate-research
funding for raising questions.

And then there are the peculiar standards in
place in scientific Journals for articles Submilted
by those who raise questions about accepted cli-
mate wisdom. At Science and Nature, such pa-
Pers are commonly refused without review as
being without interest. However, c¢ven when
such papers are published, standards shift.
When I, with some colleagues at NASA, at-
tempted to determine how clouds behave under
varying temperatures, we discovered what we
called an “Iris Effect,” wherein upper-level cir-
rus clouds contracted with increased tempera-
ture, providing a Very strong negative climate
feedback sufficient to greatly reduce the re-
Sponse to increasing CO,. Normally. criticism of
bapers appears in the form of letters to the jour-
nal to which the original authors cun respond
immediately. However, in this case (1nd others)
a flurry of hastily prepared papers appeared,
claiming errors in our study, with our responses
delayed months and longer. The delay permitte
our paper to be commonly referred to as “djs-
credited.” Indeed, there js 4 strange reluctance
to actually find out how climate really behavos.
In 2003, when the draft of the 0.5, National Cli-
mate Plan urged a high priority for improving:
our knowledge of climate sensitivity, the Ny-
tional Research Council instead nrged support 1o
look at the impacts of the warming —not whether
it would actually happen.

_Alarm rather than genuine scientific curios-
IU/, it Appears, is essential to maintaning fund-
ing. And onlv the most senior crinnticlc farday
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A FEW OF THE SIGNERS OF THE PETITION AGAINST ANTHROPOGENIC GLOBAL WARMING
ON A LS50 W) S Aok
OREGON INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE AND MEDICINE WEBSITE ,

Earl Aagaard, PhD, Roger L. Aamodt, PhD, M Robert Aaron, Ralph F Abate, Hamed Abbas, PhD, Reza
Abbaschian, PhD, Paul Abbett, Wyatt E Abbitt IIl, David M Abbott Jr, Ursula K Abbott, PhD, Will S
Abbott, Riaz F. Abdulla, PhD, J M Abell, Philip H Abelson, PhD, Wayne Aben, Grady Ables, Earl A
Abrahamson, PhD, John Abrams, David Acerni, J Wayne Achee, Hans J. Achemann, D T Achord, PhD,
Ernest Achterberg, Gene Ackerman, John R Ackerman, William Ackerman, Richard E. Ackermann, Terry
Ackman, Donald O Acrey, Lee Actor, Robert K Adair, PhD, Brian Adam, PhD, Chris Adam, John A
Adam, PhD, Adams, Arthur Adams, Brook Adams, Charles K Adams, Craig Adams, Daniel Adams, PhD,
Daniel B Adams Jr, Dell Adams, Donald Adams, Donald S Adams, Eugene Adams, Gail D Adams, PhD,
George B Adams, PhD, Gerald J Adams, PhD, Gregory Adams, Henry Adams, Henry Adams, Howard
Adams, James W Adams, Jim Adadms, John Adams, John E Adams, PhD, Kent A. Adams, Leonard C A
Adams, PhD, Louis W Adams, PhD, Michael P Adams, Neil Adams, PhD, Opal Adams, Peter Adams,
Phillip Adams, PhD, Richard E Adams, Richard I. Adams, Robert F Adams, Roy B Adams, Roy M
Adams, PhD, Steve W Adams, Walter Adams, William D Adams, William M Adams, PhD, William W
Adams, Wilton Adams, PhD, Wilton T Adams, PhD, Wm J Adams, George Adcock, Rusty Adcock, MD,
Lionel P Adda, PhD, Albert W Addington, Tim Addington, Bill Addison, John K Addy, PhD, C William

- Ade, Albert H Adelman, PhD, Barnet R Adelman, L. A Adkins, Michael F Adkins, Ronald A Adkins, PhD,
Norman Adler, PhD, Lt Col Jacques J Adnet, Anthrony J Adrignolo, PhD, Harry Adrounie, PhD, Richard
A Adsero, Steven E Aeschbach, Stephen Affleck, PhD, Siegfried Aftergut, PhD, Jack Agan, Larry D
Agenbroad, PhD, Sven Agerbek, George Aggen, PhD, Norman A Aggon, Vincent Agnello, MD, Kenneth
Agnes, Mark Agnew, M C Agress, Jorge T Aguinadlo, Roy Ahalt, Robert Aharonov, Richard Ahem,
Phillip Ahlberg, Kevin Ahlborg, Mark Ahlert, Terry Ahlquist, Mumtaz Ahmed, PhD, Rafique Ahmed,
PhD, Robert Ahokas, PhD, H W Ahrenholz, Edward Ahrens, Rolland W Ahrens, PhD, Robert M Ahring,
PhD, John J Aiello, Joseph P. Aiello, MD, S F Aiello, Phil Aigner, Brian R Ainley, Ainsworth, Alfred
Ainsworth 111, E Bud Ainsworth, Oscar R Ainsworth, PhD, S Aisenberg, PhD, David J Akers, Linda Akers,
Willie Akers, Wayne Henry Akeson, MD, Thane Akins, Korkor Akoto, Akram, PhD, John Alai, Robert J
Alaimo, PhD, Greg Alan, Vincent M Albanese, A Henry Albaugh, Ed Alberding, Timothy A Albers, MD,
Edward Albert, Eric K Albert, PhD, Wm L Albert, James L Alberta, Mark W Albertsen, Frank Addison
Albini, PhD, D Douglas Albrecht, Robert Albrecht, Rudolph C Albrecht, Fred R Albright, PhD, James C
Albright, PhD, Robert Lee Albright, PhD, Tad B Albright, Marcus Albro, Allwyn Albuquerque, Emest C
Alcaraz, PhD, Garrett D Alcorn, MD, Luis Aldecoa, Frank Alder, Ronald G Alderfer, PhD, Thomas
Alderson, PhD, Bill Aldrich, Franklin D Aldrich, PhD, Richard J Aldrich, PhD, Samuel Aldrich, PhD,
Samuel Aldrich, PhD, David Aldridge, Robert Aldridge, Wm M Baldwin, Peter C Alecxih Sr, PhD,
Russell J Alameda Jr, Perry B Alers, PhD, Steven J Alessandro, Alex F Alessandrini, Joe Alex, Danrick
Alexander, Dave Alexander, Harold R Alexander, Ira Alexander, James F Alexander Jr, John C Alexander,
Michael L Alexander, Nelson Alexander, Robert Alexander, Moorad Alexanian, PhD, Rex Alford, Robert
Alford, Roger C Alig, PhD, R Allahyari, PhD, Dennis Allard, Joel Alldredge, Arly Allen, Belle Allen,
Charles C Allen, Christopher G Allen, Clayton H Allen, PhD, David Allen, PhD, Emma G Allen, PhD,
Eric R Allen, PhD, F. J. Allen, James Allen, PhD, John L Allen, Kenneth Allen, Metrill P Allen, Mike R
Allen, PhD, Pampselo Allen, Randall Allen, Robert Allen, MD, Robert C Allen, Roger B Allen, PhD,
Thomas H Allen, PhD, William Allen, William Allen, Robert T Van Aller, PhD, Carl Allesandro,
Jonathan Alley, MD, Robt W Allgood, Ronald Alli, Craig Allison, Ronald C Allison, MD, Terry Allison,

~ Kevin E Allisonn, John J Allport, PhD, Albert L Allred, PhD, Ivan D Allred Jr, Victor D Allred, PhD,
Arthur W Allsop, Gary L Allurg, MD, R A Allwein, Frank M Almeter, PhD, Richard E Almy, Patrick
Aloutto, PhD, James Aloye, Reevis S Alphin, PhD, A Frank Alsobrook, John Alsop, PhD, Sally Alston,
Charles Alt, Vincent O Altemose, Timothy Altier, David Altman, PhD, Melvyn R Altman, PhD, Ronny G
Altman, Tracy Altman, PhD, Peter C Altner, MD, Edward E Altshuler, PhD, Burton M Altura, PhD,
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