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Climate Momentum Shifting: Prominent Scientists
Reverse Belief in Man-made Global Warming - Now
Skeptics

Growing Number of Sientists Convert to Skeptics After Reviewing New Research

Following the U.S. Senatevote today on globalwarming measurgseetodays AP
article: SenateDefeatsClimate ChangeMeasure) it is anopportundgime to examine

the recent and quite remarkable momentum shift taking place in climate science. Many
former believers in catastrophicammade global warming have recently reversed
themselves and are now climate skeptics. The names included below are just a sampling
of the proninent scientistsvho have spoken out recently tppmse fornar Vice President
Al Gore, the United Nations and theedia driven OconsensusO amsmade global
warming.

Thelist below isjust the tip of the iceberg. A more detailed and comprehensive sampling
of scientistavho haveonly recentlyspoken out against climate hysteriawill be
forthcoming in asoonto bereleased).S. Sende report.Pleasestaytunedto this website,
as this new government report is set to redefinethe currentclimatedebate.

In the meantime, please review the list of scientistdbelowandaskyourselfwhy the
media is missing one of the biggest stories in climate of 2007. Fedteeto distributethe
partial list of scientists who recently converted to skepticsto yourlocal schoolsand
universities. Thevoicesof rankandfile saentistsopposingclimatedoonsayerscanserve
as a counter to the alarmism that children arebeingexposedo on adaily basis(See
WashingtorPostApril 16,2007article about kids fearing of @limactic ArmageddonO)
The medias climate fear factor seemingly grows louder even as the latest science grows
lessandlessalarning by theday.(SeeDer Spiegel May 7, 2007 articlsiot the End of
the World as We Know It ) It is alsoworth notingthatthe proponents of climate fears are
increasingly attemting to suppress disseby skeptic.(SeeUPI May 10, 2007article:
U.N. official saysit's 'completely immoral' to doubt global warming fears)

Once Belieers, NowSkeptics D ( Link to web version
http://epw.senate.gov/piblic/index.cfim?FuseAction=Minority.Blogs&ContentRecor
d id=927b9303-802a-2ad-494b-dccb00b5lal2&Region id=&Issue # )

GeophysicistDr. Claude Allegre, a top geophysicid and French Socialist vino has
authored more than 100scientific articles andwritten 11 booksandreceivednumerous
scientific avards including the Goldschdt Medal fromthe Geocheincal Society of the
United States, converted from climate alarmist to skeptic in 2006. Allegre, who was one
of thefirst scientistdo soundglobalwarming fears20 yearsago,now saysthe causeof
climate change is "unknown" and accused the Oprophets of dooof global warnngO of




being motivated by money, noting that "the ecology of helpless protesting has bee@n
very lucrative business for some people!" GGlaciersO cbnicles orhistorical archives
point to the fact that climate is a capricious phenomena. This fact is confirmed by
mathematical meteorological theories. So, let usbe cautious,@llegre explainedn a
Septerber21,2006articlein the French newspaper EXPRESSThe National Post in
Canadaalsoprofiled Allegre on March2, 2007, noting OAllegre has the highest
environnental credentials. The authof early ervironmentalbooks,hefoughtsuccessful
battlesto protectthe ozonelayerfrom CFCs and public health from lead pollution.O
Allegre now calls fears of aclimate disaster "simplistic andobscuringthetrue dangersO
mocks"the greenhouse-gdanaticswhoseproclamations consist in denouncing man's
role on the climate without doing anything about it except orgaming conferenceand
preparing protocols that become dead letters.” Allegre,a memberof boththe Frenchand
U.S. Academy of Sciences, had previowsigressed concern about manmade global
warming. "By burningfossil fuels,man enhanedthe concentration afarbon dioxide in
the atmosphere which has raised the global mean temperature by half a degree in the last
century,” Allegre wrote 20 yearsago.In addition,Allegre was one of 1500 scientists who
signed a Novelver 18, 1992 letter titled QMId ScientistsWarningto Humanltyoln
which the scientists warned that global warmingO©potentiatisksarevery great.O

Geologist Buno Wiskel of the University of Albertarecernly revergdhis view of
man-made climate change and instead became a global warming skeptic. Wiskel was
once such abig believer in man-made global warmning thathe setoutto build a OKyoto
houseO in honor of the UN sanctioned Kyotudeol which was signed in 1997. Wiskel
wantedto provethatthe Kyoto ProtocolOgoalswereachevable by people aking small
changesin their lives. But after further examining the science behind Kyoto, Wiskel
reversed his scientific views conpletely and becamsuch a strong skeptic that he
recerly wrote a book titted OThe EmpesoNew Climate: Debunking the Myth of
Global Warming.O A November 15, 2006 Edmonton Sun article explains Wiskel 3
conversiorwhile building his OKyotohouseOOInstead, he said he realized global
warming theorywasfull of holesandOredl ags,Gand became convinced that humans are
not responsible for rising temaratures.®iskelnow saysOthdruth hasto start
somewhere.O Noting that the Earth has been warming for 18,000 years, Wiskel told the
Canadian newspaper, @ifs happened once@we werethe causeof it, thatwould be
cause for concern. But glaciers have been coming andgoingfor billions of years."
Wiskel dso said that global warming has gone "froma science to a religionO and noted
that research oney is being funneled infwomoting climate aarmism instead of
funding areas he considersma worthy. "If youfunnel noney into things that canbe
changedthe moneyis notgoinginto theplaces that it is needed,O he said.

Astrophysicist Dr. Nir_Shaviv, one of Israel's top young awrd winning scientists
recanted his belief that manmade emissions were driving climate change. ""Like many
others| waspersonallysurethatCO2is the badculpritin the story of globalwarming.
But after carefully digging into the evidence, | realized that things are far more
conplicated than the story sold to us bymg climate scientists or the stories regurgitated
by the media. In fact, there is much more than meetsthe eyeOShavivsaidin February2,
2007CanadiarNationalPostarticle. According to Shaviv, the C02 tguarature link is




only Oncriminating circumstantial evidence.O"Solar activity can explain alarge part of
the 20th-centuryglobalwarmng” and"it is unlikely that[the solar climate link] does not
exist,OShaviv noted pointing to the impact cosmic- rays have on the atmosphere.
According to the Natioal Post, Shaiv believes that even a doubling of CO2 in the
atmosphere by 2100 "will not dramatically increasethe globaltenperature."OEverif we
halved the CO2 output, and the CO2 easeby 2100would be,say,a50%increase
relative to today instead of a doubledanount,the expectedeductionin therise of global
temperature would be less than 0.5C. This is notsignificant,Shavivexplained Shaviv
also wrote on August 18, 2006 that a colleagiulis believed thaDCOZXhouldhavea
large effect on climateOso (he set out to reconstructhe phanerozoitemperaturete
wantedto find the CO2signaturdn thedatg but sincetherewasnone,he slowly hadto
changehis views.OShavivbelievestherewill be morescientistonvertingto man-made
global warning skepticism as they discoveettiearth of evidence. Q think thisis
common to many of the scientists who thinkkk us (thatis, that CO2is a secondary
climate driver). Each one of us was wargiin his or her own niche. hle working
there, each one of usrealized that things just don't add up to support the AGW
(AnthropogenidGlobal Waming) picture. So many had to chanteir views,Chewrote.

Mathematician & engineer Dr. David Evans,who did carbon accountingfor the
Austr alian Government, recently detailed his conveosito a skeptic.Oldevotedsix
yearsto carbonaccountingpuilding modelsfor the Australian government to estimate
carbon ernssions fromand use change and fetey. Whenl startedthatjob in 1999the
evidence that carbon emissions caused global warnming seened pretty conclusive, but
sincethennewevidencenasweakenedhe case that carbon essions are the amn cause.
| am now skeptical,O Evans wrote in arrifB0, 2007 blog. OButiaf 2000 the evidence
for carbonemssionsgraduallygot weaker-- beter tenperature data for the last century,
more detailed ice core dathen laboratory evidence that cosmic rays precipitate low
clouds,® Evans wrote. OAs Lord Keynemtay said, @Vhen the facts change, | change
my mind. Whatdo you do, sir?O6e added Evansnotedhow he benefitedfrom man-

made climate fears as a scientist. OAnd the political realm in turn fed money back into the
scientific community. By the late 1990's, lots of jobs depended on the idea that carbon
emissionscausedylobalwarmng. Many of themwere bureaucratic, but therewerealot

of science jobs created too. | was on thawgrtrain, naking a high wage in a science job
that would not have existed if we ditlbélieve carbon emissions caused global warming.
And so were lots of people arouna;mand tlere were international conferences full of
such people. And we had political supptie ear of governaemt, big budgets, andev
felt fairly important and useful (well, | did anyway). It was great. &vere working to
save the planet! But starting in about 2000 |éisethree of the foupieces of evidence
outlined above fell away or reversed, OEvans wrote. OThepre-2000ice core datawasthe
central evidence for believing that atmosptearboncausedenperatureincreasesThe
newice coredatashowsthatpastwarmings were *not* initially caused by rises in
atmospheric carbon, and says nothing abousthength of any apiification. This piece
of evidencecastsreasonableloubtthatatmospheric carbon had any role in past
warmings,while still allowingthe possibility that it had supportingrole,Che added.
OUnfortunately politics and science hageoime even more entangled. The science of
global warming has become a partisan political issue,so positionsbecong more




entrenchedPoliticiansandthe public prefersimple and less-nuancedssages. At the
moment the political climate strongly supports carbon erissions as the cause of global
warming, to the point of sometimes rubbishing or silencing critics,O he concluded. (Evans
bio link )

Climateresearcher Dr. Tad Murty, former Senior ResearchScientist for Fisheries

and Oceans in Canadaalso reversed himself from believer in man-made climate

change to askeptic. Q stated with afirm belief about globalvarming, until | started
working on it nyself,0 Murty explained on August 17, 2006. Ol switched to the other
side in the early 199%9Wwhen Fisheries and Oceans Canada askdd prepare a
positionpaperand| startecto look into the problemseriously, Murty explained Murty
was one of the 60 scientists who wroteAgmil 6, 2006letterurging withdrawal of

Kyoto to Canadian prime imister Stephen Haep which stated in part, "Iback in the
mid-1990swe knewwhatwe know today about climate, Kyoto would almost certainly
not exist, because we would hasancluded it was not necessary.O

Botanist Dr. David Bellamy, a famed UKenvironmental campaigner,former
lecturer at Durham University and hostof a popular UK TV series on widlife
recently converted into a skeptic after reviewing the sciece and now callglobal
warming fears "poppycock."” According to a May 15, 2G@0bcle in the UK Sunday
Times, Bellamy said Qjlobal warming is largely anatural phenomenon. The world is
wasting stupendous amounts of money on trying to fix sonething that canOt be fixed.O
OThe clirate-change people have no proaftfeir cdlaims. They have computer models
which do not prove anything,O Bellamy atidgellamy@ conversion on global warming
did not come without a sacrificeassevea environmental groups have ended their
association with him because of his views on cliate change. The severing of relaso
cane despite BellayOs long activism for green qaaigns. The UK Tnes reported
Bellamy Qwon respect from hardline environmentalists with his campaigns to save
BritainOpeatbogsandotherendangeretiabitas. In Tasmania he was arrested when he
tried to preventloggerscuttingdowna rainforestO

Climate scientist Dr. Chrisde Freitas of The University of Auckland, N.Z., dso
converted from a believer in man-made global warming to a skeptic. OAt first | accepted
thatincreasesn humancauseddditionsof carbondioxide andmethanein the
atmosphere would trigger changes in water vaporetc.andleadto dangerous Oglobal
warming,0But with time and with the results of research| formedthe view that, although
it makes for agood story, it is unlikely that the man-nmade changesaredriversof
significant climate variation.O de Freitasote on August 17, 2006. Ol accept theag m
be small changes. But | see the risk of anythingseriousto beminute,O he added. OOne
could reasoably arge that lack of eviehce is not agood reason for complacency. But |
believe the billions of dollars comitted to GW research and lobbying for GW and for
Kyoto treaties etc could be better spent on uncontroversaald very real environental
problens (such as air pollution, poor satiba, provisionof cleanwater and improved
health services) that we know affect tens of millions of people,Ode Freitas concluded. de
Freitas was one of the 60 scientistswhowroteanApril 6, 2006 letter urging withdrawal
of Kyoto to Canadiarprime ministerSteph@ Harper which stateid part, OSignificant




[scientific] advances have beeraaie sircethe[Kyoto] protocolwascreatedmany of
which are taking us away from a concern about increasing greenhouse gases.O

Meteorologist Dr. Reid Bryson, the founding chairman of the Department of
Meteorology at University of Wisconsn (now the Department of Oceanic and
Atmospheric Scienceswaspivotalin promoting the corring ice agescareof the 19700s
( See Time MagazineO4974 article OAnothetce AgeCciting Bryson: & see NewsweekOs
1975 article OTheCooling WorldOciting Bryson)hasnow converedinto aleadingglobal
warming skeptic.In February8, 2007Brysondismissed what he tersn'sky is falling"
man-made global warming fears. Bryson, was on the United Nations Global 500 Roll of
Honorandwasidentified by the British Institute of Geographerasthe mostfrequently
cited climatologist in the world. (Before there were enough people to make any
difference at al, two million years ago, nobody was changing the climate, yet the climate
waschanging pokay?@rysontold the May 2007issueof EnergyCooperativeNews.OAll
this argument is the temperature going up or not, itOsabsurd Of course itOs going up. It
hasgoneup sincethe early 1800s beforethe Industrial Revolution, because weOre
coming out of theLittle Ice Age, not becauseveOreputting more carbon dioxide into the
air,OBrysonsaid.OYoucango outsideandspt andhavethe sane effectasdoubling
carbon dioxide,O he addeW&cannot say wat partof thatwarming was dueto
mankind's addition of Ogreenhouse gases®wettonsider the ber possible factors,
such as aeswls. The aeros@ontent of the atmosphere was measured during the past
century,butto my knowledgethis datawasneverused We can saythatthe questionof
anthropogenic wdification of the clinate isan important question too important to
ignore. However, it has now becera media free-for-all and a political issue more than a
scientific problem,OBryson explained in 2005

Global warming author and economistHans H.J. Labohm started out as a man-made
global warming believer but he later switched his view after conducting cliate research.
Labohmwrote on August 19, 2006, Ol staréesé anthropogeniglobalwarming
believer, then | read the [UNG IPCC] Summary for Policymakers and the research of
prominent skeptics.O GAfter that, | changedmy mind,QLabohnexplained Labohnco-
authoredhe 2004book OMan-MadeGlobal Warmin g: Unraveling a Dogma,Qwith
chemicd engineer Dick Thoeneswho was the former charman of the Royal
Netherlands Chemical Society. Labohmwas one of the 60 scientists who wrote an April
6, 2006 letter urging withdrawal of Kyoto @anadian prime mister Stephen Harper
which stated in part, @ dmate change is real(s a meaningles phrase used repeatedly by
activiststo convincethe public thata climatecatastrophés looming and humanity is the
cause. Neiter of these éars is jusfied. Global climate changes all the time due to
natural causes and the human impact still remains impossible to distinguish from this
natural (oise.@®

PaleoclimatologistTim Patterson,of Carlton University in Ottawa converted from
believer in CO2 driving the climate change to a skeptic.Oltaughtmy studentghat CO2
was the prime driver of climate change,OPatterson wrote ofpril 30, 2007. Patterson
saidhis Oconversioniappenedollowing his research on Othe nature of paleo-
commerciafiish populationsn the NE Pacfic. OO[Myconversiorfrom believerto



climate skeptic] came about approximately 5-6 years ago when results began to eam
from amajor NSERC (Natural Sciences and Engineering Resear€vouncil of Canada)
Strategic Project Grant where | was Pl (principle investigator),OPatterson explained.
OOver the course of about a year, | switcilegiances,O he wrote. OAs the proxy results
beganto come in, we wereastoundedo find that paleocliratic and paleoproductivity
records were full of cycles that correspondedanous sun-spot cyes. Aboutthattime,
[geochentst] JanVeizerandothersbegan to publish reasonable hypotheses as to how
solar signals could be amplified and cohtiimate,O Pattevs notd. Pattersorsayshis
conversion Qprobably cost me alot of grant money. However, as a scientist | go where
the sciencetakesme andnot wereactivistswantme to go.CPattersomow assertghat
more and more scientists are convertingliimate skeptics. "When | go to ascientific
meeting, there'slots of opinion out there, theres lots of disassion (about climate
change). | was at the Geological Society of America meeting in Philadelphiain the fall
andl would saythatpeoplewith my opinionwereprobablyin the majority, OPatterson
told the Winnipeg Sun on February 13, 2007. Patterson, who believes the sun is
responsibldor therecentwarmup of the Earth, ridiculed the environmentalists and the
mediafor not reporting the truth. "But if you listen to [Canadian envirorental activist
David] Suzuki and the adlia, it's like a tigerchasingts tail. Theytry to outdoeachother
and all the while proclaiming that the debate is over but it isn't -- come out to a scientific
meeting sometime,OPatterson said. In a separate interview on April 26, 2007 with a
Canadian newspapédPatterson explained that the sttiic proof favors skeptics. Ol
think the proofin the pudding,basedon what (media and governmnts) are saying, (is)
we're about three quarters of the waydisaster) with the doubling of CO2 in the
atmosphere," he said. Orhe world should be heating up like crazy by now, and itot.
The temperatures match very closely with the solar cycles."

Physicist Dr. Zbigniew Jawor owski, chairman of the Central Laboratory for the
United Nations Scientific Committee on tle Effects ¢ Radiological Protection in
Warsaw, took a scientific journey from a believer of man-made climatechangean the
form of global cooling irthe 19708 all the way to converting to a skepticof current
predictionsof catastrophienan-made globd warming. OAt the beginning of the 1970s |
believed in man-made climate cooling, and therefore | started awly on the effectsof
industrial pollution on the globatmospheraysingglaciersas a history book on this
pollution,CDr. Jaworowskiwrote on Augug 17,2006.QNith the adventof man-made
warming political correctness in the beginning of 1980s, | aready had alot of experience
with polarandhigh altitudeice, andl haveserious problems in accepting the reliability of
ice core CO2 studies,O Jaworowski addadorowskiwho haspublishedmany papers
on climate with afocus on CO2 measurements in ice cores, aso dismissed the UN IPCC
summary and questioned what the actual level of C02 was in te@taere in a March
16, 2007 report in IR science entitled OCOPhe Greatest@entific Scandal of Our
Time.OQWVe thusfind ourselvesn thesituaton thatthe entiretheoryof man-made global
warmingN with its repercussionsin science, and itsimportant consequences for politics
and the global econopfilis based on ice core stlies that provided a false picture of the
atmospheric CO2 levels,0 Jaworowski wr@dr the past three decades, these well-
known direct CO2 masurerants, recently aopiled andanalyzedy Ernst-GeordBeck
(Beck 2006a, Beck 2006b, Beck 2007), were detefy ignoredby climatologistsNand




not because they were wrong. Indeed, these measurements were made by several Nobel
Prizewinners,usingthetechnguesthatarestandardextook proceduresn chenistry,
biochenmistry, botany, hygiene, edicing nutrition, and ecology. The only reason for
rejection was that these measurements did notfit the hypothess of anthropogenic
climatic warming. | regard this as perhaps the greatest scientificandal of our time,O
Jaworowskiwrote. OThenypotesis,in voguein the 1970s statingthatemnissionsof
industrial dust will soon induce the new Ice Age, seemow to be a conceited
anthropocentric exaggeration, bringing into déslit the scienceof thattime. The sane
fate awaits the present,Ohe added. Jaworowski believes that cosmic rays and solar
activity are major drivers of the Earth@ climate. Jaworowskivasoneof the 60 scientists
who wrote an April 6, 2006 letter urging witlaaval of Kyoto to Canadiarprime minister
StepherHarperwhich statedn part: "It may be many years yet before we properly
understand the Earth's climate system. Nevertheless, significant advances have been
made since the protocol was create@ngnof which are taking us away froenconcern
about increasing greenhouse gases."

Paleoclimatologist Dr. lan D. Clark, professorof the Department of Earth Sciences
at University of Ottawa, reversechis views on man-made climate change after further
examining the evidence. Q used to agree with these dramatic warnings of climate

disaster. | taught my students that most of the increase imt@erature of the past century
was due to huamn contribution of C02. Thassociation seesdl so clear and sipte.
Increase®f greenhousgasesveredriving ustowards a climate catastrophe,O Clark said
in a2005documentary "Climate Catastrophe Cancelled:What You're Not Being
Told About the Scienceof Climate Change.GDHoweverafew yearsago,| decidedo
look more closely at the science and it astonishedme. In factthereis no evidenceof
humansbeingthe causeThereis, however,overwhelning evidence of natural causes
such as changes in the outpfithe sun. This has cqtetely reversed mviews on the
Kyoto protocol,O Clark explad. QActually, many other leading climate researchers also
haveseriousconcernsaboutthe scienceundelying the [Kyoto] Pptocol,Che added.

Environmental geochemist Dr. Jan Vezer, professor emeritus of University of
Ottawa, convertedrom believerto skepticafter conducting scientific studies of climate
history. Q simply accepted the (global warming) theory as iyen,O Veizer wrote on April
30, 2007aboutpredictionsthatincreasingC02in the atmosphere was leading to a climate
catastrophe. OThe final conversion eamhenl realized that the solar/cogmray
connection gave far more consistent picture with climate, over many time scales, than did
the CO2 scenario,OVeizer wrote. Ot was the results of m work on past records, on
geological tine scales, that lederio realize the discrepancies with empirical
observationsTrying to understandhe backgroun issuesof modelingled to realization
of theassumptionsinduncertaintiesnvolved, OVeizerexplained OThepastrecord
strongly favors the solar/cosmic dternative as the principal climate driver,O he added.
Veizer acknowledgez the Eattlasbeenwarmng andhebelievesin the scientific value
of climate modeling. Orhe major point where | divergefrom the IPCC scenarids my
beliefthatit underestirnatesthe role of naturalvariability by proclaining CO2to bethe
only reasonablsourceof additionalenergyin the planetarybalance Suchadditional
energy is needed to drive the climate. The point is thatmost of thetemperaturejn both




natureandmodels arisesfrom the greenhouse of water vapor (model language @ositive
water vapor feedback() Veizer wrote. Orhus to get more temperature, more water vapor

is needed. fiis is achieved by speeding ugthiatercycle by inputtingmoreenergyinto
the systemOhe continued ONotehatit is not CO2 thatis in the modelsbutits presuned
energy equivalent (model language @rescribed CO2Q. Y et, the models (and climate)

would generate a more or less similar outcome regardless where this additiona energy is
coming from. This is why the solar/cogrconnections sostronglyopposedbecausét
caninfluencetheglobalenergybudget which, in turn, dimishes the need for an energy
input from the CO2greenhouse, ewrote.

More to followE
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"ConsensusO

Globa Warming: The Momentum has Shifted to Climate Skeptics

Prominent French Scientist Reverses Belief in Global Warming - Now a Skeptic
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