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Editorial Ramblings

Photograph above: A host of golden Daffodils.
Cover photograph: Crocuses

Juile. To celebrate, we went out after lunch and shot some photographs of the spring 
flowers. We hope to bring you some photographs soon. We would value your prayers for 

Grace’s father, who has been rather unwell for a while now. He had a few days in hospital this 
month, but is out now. 

This month has been a month of work, work, work! so not a lot to report. Apart from my usual job, where I’ve put in over 
200 hours, I’ve been doing a lot of work behind the scenes preparing photographs to submit to one of the world’s biggest 
‘stock’ library of photographs, Alamy (http://www.alamy.com). Having now got some photographs through their fastidious 
quality control demands, I’m pleased to be able to say that some of my photographs are now being marketed by them. Of 
course, I only have a few pictures on their books so far, but it was a lot of hard work even getting that far. As you may 
remember, I wrote at some length about camera lenses a short time ago - and mentioned that the cost of equipment was 
going through the roof. At long last, I’ve now ordered one of the top of the range lenses from Canon, a EF 24-105mm f/4 L 
IS USM lens in the hope that I’ll get sharper images than at present. It would have been a great deal cheaper if I’d bought it 
before Christmas! I hope to receive it and have the opportunity to put it to good use by the next edition. Let’s hope the sun 
keeps shining.

Grace and I would like to wish you a Happy Easter and we hope that the true meaning of Easter will be in all our minds at 
this special, celebratory time of year.

At long last there are signs of life as Spring arrives after a very long (since July, 
it seems) Winter. First the snowdrops, then the crocuses and daffodils poke 
their heads through the brown, dead leaves still laying on the ground from the 
Autumn. A new life appearing after the dead, dark days of Winter. New life 
in our family too, as we now have a grandson, Oscar William, who arrived 
on Sunday 15 March 2009 at about 9:00 a.m. Congratulations to Paul and 
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The atmosphere 
is cooling, the ice 
is expanding, the 
seas are not rising 
-- even though 
carbon emissions 
are increasing. 
The evidence is 
now crystal clear 
to anyone with an 

unwashed brain that man-made global warming theory is 
sheer unadulterated bunkum. So how do the warmers react 
to the ever more embarrassing evidence that they have 
hitched their reputations to the biggest anti-scientific scam 
in history? By ratcheting up the hysteria to fever pitch 
and shrieking that their predictions about the impending 
irreversible environmental apocalypse have grievously 
underestimated the catastrophe which is going to be far, far 
worse.

At the international climate change conference in 
Copenhagen this week, we were told that the seas would 
rise by as much as a metre by 2100, that they would turn 
into acid, and that even the rainforests would be felled not 
by the loggers’ chainsaws but by the greatest pollutant in 
the history of the universe, carbon dioxide.

Read these reports carefully and you can see the scam at 
work. All of these hysterical predictions revolve around a 
massive ‘if’. They are all based on the assumption that rising 
carbon dioxide levels produce runaway global warming and 
inevitable ecological catastrophe. Ignoring the self-evident 
fact that this theory has already been proved false – as CO2 
levels have risen, the climate has stayed pretty flat and in 
recent years has even cooled -- they then apply this bogus 
premise to topics not previously covered – the acidity of 
seas, rainforests – and hey presto, a fresh range of even 
greater catastrophes is conjured up from their crystal balls 
computer models.

The Independent reported:

    Sea levels are predicted to rise twice as fast as was forecast 
by the United Nations only two years ago, threatening 
hundreds of millions of people with catastrophe, scientists 
said yesterday in a dramatic new warning about climate 
change. Rapidly melting ice sheets in Greenland and 
Antarctica are likely to push up sea levels by a metre or more 
by 2100, swamping coastal cities and obliterating the living 
space of 600 million people who live in deltas, low-lying 
areas and small island states.... The Greenland ice sheet, in 

particular, is not simply melting but melting ‘dynamically’ 
- that is, it is collapsing in parts as meltwater seeps down 
through crevices and speeds up its disintegration.

Well that’s mighty strange, because here’s an article in 
Science last January, drawing upon a meeting of the 
American Geophysical Union the previous month,  which 
said the precise opposite:

    So much for Greenland ice’s Armageddon. ‘It has come 
to an end,’ glaciologist Tavi Murray of Swansea University 
in the United Kingdom said during a session at the meeting. 
‘There seems to have been a synchronous switch-off ‘ of 
the speed-up, she said. Nearly everywhere around southeast 
Greenland, outlet glacier flows have returned to the levels 
of 2000. An increasingly warmer climate will no doubt eat 
away at the Greenland ice sheet for centuries, glaciologists 
say, but no one should be extrapolating the ice’s recent wild 
behavior into the future.

    News of a broad slowdown comes from a wide-ranging 
survey of glacier conditions across southeastern Greenland. 
Researchers reported in 2007 that two of the area’s major 
outlet glaciers--Helheim and Kangerdlugssuaq--had slowed 
by the previous summer. But at the meeting, Murray and 
10 of her Swansea colleagues reported results from their 
2007 and 2008 surveys of the shape and appearance of the 
14 largest outlet glaciers of southeast Greenland. When 
glaciers speed up, they thin, and their lower, leading edge 
that floats on the sea retreats. So the Swansea researchers 
flew laser altimeters over the glaciers to estimate their 
changing volumes and, indirectly, their changing velocities. 
They also studied satellite images and aerial photographs in 
order to track the movements of natural markings on the ice.

    Taken together, the data show ‘there’s a pattern of speeding 
up to maximum velocity and then slowing down since 2005,’ 
Murray said. ‘It’s amazing; they sped up and slowed down 
together. They’re not in runaway acceleration. Something 
happened that has switched off’ the acceleration event of 
2003 to 2005.

Now look at what another expert said at Copenhagen: 

    Jonathan Bamber, an ice sheet expert at the University 
of Bristol, told the conference that previous studies had 
misjudged the so-called Greenland tipping point, at which 
the ice sheet is certain to melt completely. ’We’re talking 
about the point at which it is 100% doomed. It seems quite 
an important number to get right.’

It certainly does.

    ‘We found that the threshold is about double what was 
previously published’, said Bamber. It would take an 
average global temperature rise of 6ºC to push Greenland 
into irreversible melting, the new study found. Previous 

The inescapable apocalypse has been seriously underestimated

by Melanie Phillips

from The Spectator
Thursday, 12th March 2009
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estimates, including those in the recent reports from the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, said the 
critical threshold was about 3ºC - which many climate 
scientists expect to be reached in the coming decades. ‘The 
threshold temperature has been substantially underestimated 
in previous studies. Our results have profound implications 
for predictions of sea level rise from Greenland over the 
coming century,’ the scientists said.

Profound implications indeed – the first being that 
Greenland’s melting ice sheets are probably not going to 
drown the world after all, and the second being that once 
again the IPCC got the science wrong.

And now look at something else Bamber told the 
conference:

    He said evidence from past climates confirmed that 
Greenland should be able to survive temperature rises 
higher than 3ºC. An ice sheet about half the size is known 
to have persisted there during the Eemian period, about 
125,000 years ago, when temperatures were about 5°C 
higher than today.

Greenland was 5ºC degrees warmer 125,000 years ago than 
it is today, eh?  Must’ve been all those motor cars and coal 
fired power stations and industrialisation. And it wasn’t the 
end of the world either. Fancy!

Professor Nils-Axel Mörner is the former head of the 
Paleogeophysics and Geodynamics department at Stockholm 
University in Sweden. He is past president of the INQUA 
Commission on Sea Level Changes and Coastal Evolution, 
and leader of the Maldives Sea Level Project. He is probably 
the foremost expert in the world on the subject of sea-level 
rise. This is what he said in 2007 about the alleged sea level 
rise at that point. There was no evidence of sea level rise 
anywhere. None. There was no trend to report. Sea level 
rise was a myth. Prof Mörner was an expert reviewer for the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. This is what 
he said about the process which led the IPCC to make its 
predictions of alarming (if subsequently reduced) sea level 
rise:

    Then, in 2003, the same data set, which in their [IPCC’s] 
publications, in their website, was a straight line—suddenly 
it changed, and showed a very strong line of uplift, 2.3 mm 
per year, the same as from the tide gauge. And that didn’t look 
so nice. It looked as though they had recorded something; 
but they hadn’t recorded anything. It was the original one 
which they had suddenly twisted up, because they entered a 
‘correction factor,’ which they took from the tide gauge. So 
it was not a measured thing, but a figure introduced from 
outside. I accused them of this at the Academy of Sciences in 
Moscow— I said you have introduced factors from outside; 
it’s not a measurement. It looks like it is measured from the 
satellite, but you don’t say what really happened. And they 
answered, that we had to do it, because otherwise we would 
not have gotten any trend!

    That is terrible! As a matter of fact, it is a falsification of 
the data set. Why? Because they know the answer. And there 
you come to the point: They ‘know’ the answer; the rest of 
us, we are searching for the answer. Because we are field 
geologists; they are computer scientists. So all this talk that 
sea level is rising, this stems from the computer modeling, 
not from observations. The observations don’t find it!

    I have been the expert reviewer for the IPCC, both in 2000 
and last year. The first time I read it, I was exceptionally 
surprised. First of all, it had 22 authors, but none of them— 
none—were sea-level specialists. They were given this 
mission, because they promised to answer the right thing.

For this heresy, Prof Mörner is undoubtedly to be damned 
along with the rest of us for being a global warming ‘denier’ 
(or even more dementedly, a ‘climate change creationist’ 
-- yes, I know, I know, but when did elementary logic ever 
make an appearance in such circles?).

Unfortunately for the warmers, more and more such 
distinguished scientists are now openly denouncing the 
scam – and such sceptics now have the wind in their sails. 
Virtually unreported this week, a parallel international 
conference on climate change was taking place in New 
York. This conference attracted no fewer than 800 scientists 
and others to discuss ‘Global warming: was it ever a crisis?’ 
The BBC, whose Today programme yesterday devoted its 
prime 0810 slot to unchallenged ‘melting ice/rising seas/
we are all doomed’ propaganda, has not even mentioned 
the New York conference. And as far as I can see, of the 
British papers only the Guardian attended it – not to report 
the proceedings, but to sneer. Thus Suzanne Goldenberg 
wrote:

 It would be easy to dismiss this gathering as a pity party for 
people on the fringes of modern thought, 

which of course she proceeded to do. 

The attendees were almost entirely white males, and many, 
if not most, are past retirement age, and worse still, other 
than the academics, they are affiliated with rightwing 
thinktanks.

Well, say no more.

Even Goldenberg, however, could hardly dismiss as 
some maverick nutter one of the speakers, the eminent 
meteorologist Professor Richard Lindzen of MIT. Having 
crisply observed that most scientists are unaware that 
doubling or even tripling CO2 would have only a marginal 
impact on global temperature, Lindzen explained why so 
many scientists have gone along with the man-made global 
warming scam:

    Most funding that goes to global warming would not be 
provided were it not for the climate scare. It has therefore 
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become standard to include in any research proposal the effect of presumed AGW on your topic, quite irrespective of whether 
it has any real relevance or not. Lindzen asserted that it boils down to a matter of scientific logic against authority. The 
global warming movement has skilfully co-opted sources of authority, such as the IPCC and various scientific academies... 
the pro-alarm policy statements that are issued by various professional societies express the views of only the activist few, 
who often control the governing Council. 

But it was the Czech Republic President Vaclav Klaus, who knows a thing or two about totalitarian ideologies, who summed 
up the phenomenon:

    He likened the situation to his former experience under communist government, where arguing against the dominant 
viewpoint falls into emptiness. No matter how high the quality of the arguments and evidence that you advance against the 
dangerous warming idea, nobody listens, and by even advancing skeptical arguments you are dismissed as a naïve and 
uninformed person. The environmentalists say that the planet must be saved, but from whom and from what? ‘In reality’, 
the President commented, ‘we have to save it, and us, from them’. 

Quite.

Courtesy of URL: http://www.spectator.co.uk/melaniephillips/3436241/the-inescapable-apocalypse-has-been-seriously-underestimat-
ed.thtml

Read more about the International Conference on Climate Change at URL: http://www.heartland.org/events/NewYork09/proceedings.html

Quotes from the International Conference on Climate Change:

John Sunumu: 

Nature will respond to climate change in the future in a self-stabilising 
way, as it always has in the past.

Willie Soon: 

The first order of business is that the null hypothesis is that the climate 
change we observe is due to natural variability.

Bob Carter: 

IPCC climate policy (Plan A) – to prevent hypothetical human-caused 
climate change by reducing CO2 emissions - hasn’t worked and won’t 

work. Policy Plan B needs to be that countries develop their own capacity 
to prepare for and adapt to real, natural climate change; they will then be 
well positioned to cope with hypothetical (human-caused) climate change, 

should any eventuate.
Lord Christopher Monckton: 

There was no climate crisis, there is no climate crisis and there will be 
no climate crisis. The correct solution to global warming is to have the 

courage to do nothing.



8

by Bob Carter

March 9, 2009

President Vaclav Klaus (left) reports latest poll from the Czech 
Republic: only 11 per cent of people believe that man has a 
significant influence in warming the climate. 

West Australian Joanne Nova’s Climate Skeptics Handbook 
launched, and a 150,000 print run announced. 

“We will win this debate”, says Dr Richard Lindzen, “for we 
are right and they are wrong”. 

The opening session of the Heartland-2 Conference opened 
with a bang here in Manhatten tonight [Sunday evening 
March 8, 2009]. With registrations of around 700 persons, the 
conference is almost twice the size of its predecessor last year. 
The audience for the two opening plenary talks, held over 
dinner, included an eclectic mixture of scientists, engineers, 
economists, policy specialists, government representatives 
and media reporters. 

In welcoming delegates, and opening the conference, President of the Heartland Institute Joe Bast also launched two new 
publications. The first, by Anthony Watts, is a summary of his extensive studies of the weather stations at which U.S. surface 
temperatures are measured (“Is the U.S. Surface Temperature Record Reliable”), which have revealed that many stations 
are scandalously poorly sited for their intended purpose. The second, “The Skeptic’s Handbook”, by Joanne Nova from 
West Australia, is a succinct and well illustrated briefing paper that summarizes accurately the evidence against dangerous 
human-caused warming in a humorous and easily understood format. 

The first Plenary Address was given by President Vaclav Klaus (above left), who is President of both the Czech Republic 
and (for a 6 month current term) the European Union. His talk was greeted, both before and after, with standing ovations. 

In response to a question, he reported a just-released Czech poll, which shows that only 11% of persons questioned in a 
recent poll believe that man has a significant influence in warming the global climate. 

Doomed Planet

“Today’s debate about global warming is essentially a debate about 
freedom. The environmentalists would like to mastermind each and every 

possible (and impossible) aspect of our lives.”
Vaclav Klaus

Blue Planet in Green Shackles
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The President commenced his talk by commenting that little 
change had occurred in the global warming debate since 
his talk, 12 months earlier, at the Heartland-1 conference. 
He likened the situation to his former experience under 
communist government, where arguing against the dominant 
viewpoint falls into emptiness. No matter how high the 
quality of the arguments and evidence that you advance 
against the dangerous warming idea, nobody listens, and by 
even advancing skeptical arguments you are dismissed as a 
naïve and uninformed person. 

The environmentalists say that the planet must be saved, 
but from whom and from what? “In reality”, the President 
commented, “we have to save it, and us, from them”. 

Klaus reported his discouragement at participating in 
meetings with other senior politicians at Davos and within 
the EC. Here, he finds that not one other head of state who 
will make common cause in support of a rational assessment 
of the scientific evidence. Instead, all believe that the 
summaries provided by the IPCC represent the scientific 
“truth” on global warming. 

But the climate data do not support the theory of human 
causation; the IPCC summaries therefore do not represent 
science, but instead environmental politics and activism. As a 
result, large and highly organized rent seeking bureaucracies 
and groups have emerged, and they further propagate the 
climate alarmism that is now in their self-interest. 

President Klaus professed to be puzzled by the 
environmentalists’ approach to technical progress. It as if 
they “want to stop economic progress and take mankind 
centuries back”, he said. Applying their ethic of “saving 
the world”, western electorates are being asked for the first 
time in history to abandon successful current technologies 
before new technologies have been developed to replace 
them. Klaus stressed thata there is no known, feasible way 
in which modern technological society can be run based on 
present sources of renewable, clean, green energy. 

The second Plenary Address was delivered by Dr Richard 
Lindzen (left) of MIT, an acknowledged world leader 
in atmospheric physics and a doyen of meteorological 
science.  

Dr Lindzen started by making the important observation 
that being skeptical about dangerous human-caused global 
warming does not make one a good scientist, and nor does 
endorsing global warming necessarily make one a bad 
scientist.

He then pointed out the professional difficulties that are 
raised for many skeptics when   scientists whose research 
they respect nonetheless endorse global warming. In most 
such cases, however, the science that such persons do is 
not about global warming in the strict sense. It’s just that 
supporting global warming makes their life, and especially 
their funding life, easier. 

Thus, it is a particular problem for young scientists to 
oppose the prevailing alarmist orthodoxy, because to do 
so is to cruel their chances of receiving research funding. 
For as long as it is the AGW spin that attracts the research 
funds, for so long will there be a strong disincentive for 
most scientists to question the hypothesis in public. 

Lindzen commented that the politicization of the AGW issue 
has had an extraordinarily corrupting influence on science. 
Most funding that goes to global warming would not be 
provided were it not for the climate scare. It has therefore 
become standard to include in any research proposal the 
effect of presumed AGW on your topic, quite irrespective 
of whether it has any real relevance or not. 

Lindzen asserted that it boils down to a matter of scientific 
logic against authority. The global warming movement has 
skilfully co-opted sources of authority, such as the IPCC 
and various scientific academies. For instance, over a period 
of 20 years, the US Academy of Science has had a backdoor 
route for the election of environmentalists as Members of the 
Academy. The success of this tactic is indicated by the fact 
that the current President of the Academy (Ralph Cicerone) 
was elected that way and is a strong environmentalist. 

But in giving an endorsement of alarm about climate change, 
the NAS, as well as similar societies in other countries, 
has never polled their own expert membership. Rather, 
the pro-alarm policy statements that are issued by various 
professional societies express the views of only the activist 
few, who often control the governing Council. 

Despite the manifold problems of combating the alarmist 
climate message, Dr Lindzen concluded his talk with the 
rousing observation that in time the climate rationalist cause 
will win. “When it comes to global warming hysteria”, he 
said, “neither gross ignorance nor even grosser dishonesty 
has been in short supply. But we will win this debate, for we 
are right and they are wrong”. 
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During an extended question and answer session after the 
conclusion of the two plenary addresses, Drs Klaus and 
Lindzen were in close agreement about two things. 

The first, is that global warming hysteria is being fomented 
as part of an environmentalist ideology; it is a politically 
organized movement. The grip that this hysteria now has on 
public opinion is explained partly by the fact that there is 
no equivalent, politically organized movement to mount a 
defense of sound science. Instead, there is simply a collection 
of persons who are united mainly by their common affront 
at the gross abuse of science that is going on. 

The second common viewpoint was expressed in response 
to the question “What arguments are the most effective to 
promulgate the skeptics’ cause of building policy, not on 
authority, IPCC or otherwise, but on sound science”.  

Both President Klaus and Dr Lindzen agreed that the 
most important arguments were (i) that sound science 
demonstrates that human increases in carbon dioxide are 
not going to cause dangerous global warming, and (ii) 
that a thorough cost-benefit analysis must be applied to all 
potential policy options. 

For those on all sides of the argument accept that the Kyoto 
Protocol, despite its high cost, will do nothing towards 
measurably reducing global temperature; and the public 
need to be informed that the same is true also for the more 
ambitious carbon dioxide cuts mooted under cap and trade 

legislation. If taxpayers are to fund the operation, then it 
is only fair that they be told that the considerable pain, 
which will run to many trillions of dollars, will be for no 
measurable gain. 

It was not expected that new science would be presented at the 
opening Plenary Session of Heartland-2. What participants 
got, instead, were inspirational messages delivered by two 
inspirational leaders of the climate rationalist cause.

 Bob Carter

SOURCES:

Joanne Nova - The Skeptic's Handbook

The full text of President Klaus’ speech will be posted on 
the websites of the Climate Science Coalition: 

http://www.climatescienceinternational.org/

http://www.nzclimatescience.org/

http://www.auscsc.org.au/

As this article went to press, an account of the Heartland-2 
meeting by Andrew Revkin appeared in the New York Times. 
Reading it is an interesting exercise in spot-the-spin. You 
can read it at URL: http://www.nytimes.com/2009/03/09/
science/earth/09climate.html?_r=2&ref=science

Swan on the canal
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To date, objections to man-made global warming theory 
have rested on such positions as a) there is no evidence that 
current warming levels are deviating from historical pat-
terns; b) studies claiming the existence of such evidence 
tend to be sloppy, inaccurate or fraudulent; c) claims of 
already visible effects of such warming are demonstrably 
false; d) the theory rests upon dubious computer modelling, 
which boils down to ‘rubbish in, rubbish out’; e) something 
as complex as climate cannot be predicted in such a sim-
plistic manner.

But now a new study has been published which states flatly 
that the very idea of anthropogenic global warming ‘lies 
outside any science’. Physicist Dr. Gerhard Gerlich, of the 
Institute of Mathematical Physics at the Technical Univer-
sity Carolo-Wilhelmina in Braunschweig in Germany, and 
Dr. Ralf D. Tscheuschner co-authored a July 7, 2007 paper 
entitled ‘Falsification of the Atmospheric CO2 Greenhouse 
Effects Within the Frame of Physics’ which has just been 
published in the International Journal of Modern Physics 
(Ed: Available to read or download from URL: http://arxiv.
org/PS_cache/arxiv/pdf/0707/0707.1161v4.pdf).

The abstract of the paper reads in part:

    (a) there are no common physical laws between the 
warming phenomenon in glass houses and the fictitious at-
mospheric greenhouse effects; (b) there are no calculations 
to determine an average surface temperature of a planet; (c) 
the frequently mentioned difference of 33 C is a meaning-
less number calculated wrongly; (d) the formulas of cavity 
radiation are used inappropriately; (e) the assumption of a 
radiative balance is unphysical; (f) thermal conductivity and 
friction must not be set to zero, the atmospheric greenhouse 
conjecture is falsified.

The study concludes:

    Already the natural greenhouse effect is a myth beyond 
physical reality. The CO2-greenhouse effect, however is a 
‘mirage’ [205].The horror visions of a risen sea level, melt-
ing pole caps and developing deserts in North America and 
in Europe are fictitious consequences of fictitious physical 
mechanisms, as they cannot be seen even in the climate 
model computations. The emergence of hurricanes and tor-
nados cannot be predicted by climate models, because all of 
these deviations are ruled out. The main strategy of modern 
CO2-greenhouse gas defenders seems to hide themselves 
behind more and more pseudo explanations, which are not 
part of the academic education or even of the physics train-
ing...

    A statistical analysis, no matter how sophisticated it is, 
heavily relies on underlying models and if the latter are 

That fabled consensus again
by Melanie Phillips
published in  The Spectator on 18 March 2009

plainly wrong then the analysis leads to nothing. One can-
not detect and attribute something that does not exist for rea-
son of principle like the CO2 greenhouse effect. There are 
so many unsolved and unsolvable problems in non-linearity 
and the climatologists believe to beat them all by working 
with crude approximations leading to unphysical results 
that have been corrected afterwards by mystic methods, flux 
control in the past, obscure ensemble averages over differ-
ent climate institutes today, by excluding accidental global 
cooling results by hand [154], continuing the greenhouse 
inspired global climatologic tradition of physically mean-
ingless averages and physically meaningless applications 
of mathematical statistics. In conclusion, the derivation of 
statements on the CO2 induced anthropogenic global warm-
ing out of the computer simulations lies outside any sci-
ence.

And even in the ‘acknowledgments’:

    The authors express their hope that in the schools around 
the world the fundamentals of physics will be taught cor-
rectly and not by using award-winning ‘Al Gore’ movies 
shocking every straight physicist by confusing absorption/
emission with reflection, by confusing the tropopause with 
the ionosphere, and by confusing microwaves with short-
waves.

Scientific consensus, anyone?

Courtesy of URL: 
http://www.spectator.co.uk/melaniephillips/3452306/that-
fabled-consensus-again.thtml
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Nobody listens to the real climate change experts

The minds of world leaders are firmly shut to anything but the 
fantasies of the scaremongers.

 
by Christopher Booker - Daily Telegraph - 16 March 2009

Considering how the fear of global warming is inspiring 
the world's politicians to put forward the most costly and 
economically damaging package of measures ever imposed 
on mankind, it is obviously important that we can trust 
the basis on which all this is being proposed. Last week 
two international conferences addressed this issue and the 
contrast between them could not have been starker.

The first in Copenhagen, billed as "an emergency summit 
on climate change" and attracting acres of worldwide media 
coverage, was explicitly designed to stoke up the fear of 
global warming to an unprecedented pitch. As one of the 
organisers put it, "this is not a regular scientific conference: 
this is a deliberate attempt to influence policy". 

What worries them are all the signs that when the world’s 
politicians converge on Copenhagen in December to discuss 
a successor to the Kyoto Protocol, under the guidance of the 
UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), 
there will be so much disagreement that they may not get 
the much more drastic measures to cut carbon emissions 
that the alarmists are calling for.

Thus the name of the game last week, as we see from a 
sample of quotations, was to win headlines by claiming 
that everything is far worse than previously supposed. Sea 
level rises by 2100 could be “much greater than the 59cm 
predicted by the last IPCC report”. Global warming could 
kill off 85 per cent of the Amazon rainforest, “much more 
than previously predicted”. The ice caps in Greenland and 
Antarctica are melting “much faster than predicted”. The 
number of people dying from heat could be “twice as many 
as previously predicted”.

None of the government-funded scientists making these 
claims were particularly distinguished, but they succeeded 
in their object, as the media cheerfully recycled all this wild 
scaremongering without bothering to check the scientific 
facts.

What a striking contrast this was to the second conference, 
which I attended with 700 others in New York, organised by 
the Heartland Institute under the title Global Warming: Was 
It Ever Really A Crisis?. In Britain this received no coverage 
at all, apart from a sneering mention by The Guardian, 
although it was addressed by dozens of expert scientists, 
not a few of world rank, who for professional standing put 
those in Copenhagen in the shade.

Led off with stirring speeches from the Czech President 
Vaclav Klaus, the acting head of the European Union, 
and Professor Richard Lindzen of MIT, perhaps the most 
distinguished climatologist in the world, the message of this 
gathering was that the scare over global warming has been 
deliberately stoked up for political reasons and has long 
since parted company with proper scientific evidence.

Nothing has more acutely demonstrated this than the 
reliance of the IPCC on computer models to predict what 
is going to happen to global temperatures over the next 
100 years. On these predictions, that temperatures are 
likely to rise by up to 5.3C, all their other predictions and 
recommendations depend, yet nearly 10 years into the 
21st century it is already painfully clear that the computer 
forecasts are going hopelessly astray. Far from rising with 
CO2, as the models are programmed to predict they should, 
the satellite-measured temperature curve has flattened out 
and then dropped. If the present trend were to continue, the 
world in 2100 would not in fact be hotter but 1.1C cooler 
than the 1979-1998 average.

Yet it is on this fundamental inability of the computer models 
to predict what has already happened that all else hangs. 
For two days in New York we heard distinguished experts, 
such as Professor Syun-Ichi Akasofu, former director of the 
International Arctic Research Center, Dr Willie Soon of the 
Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics and Professor 
Paul Reiter of the Pasteur Institute, authoritatively (and 
often wittily) tear apart one piece of the scare orthodoxy 
after another.

Sea levels are not shooting up but only continuing their 
modest 3mm a year rise over the past 200 years. The vast 
Antarctic ice-sheet is not melting, except in one tiny corner, 
the Antarctic Peninsula. Tropical hurricane activity, far 
from increasing, is at its lowest level for 30 years. The best 
correlation for temperature fluctuations is not CO2 but the 
magnetic activity of the sun. (For an admirable summary of 
proceedings by the Australian paleoclimatologist Professor 
Bob Carter, Google “Heartland” and “Quadrant”).

Yet the terrifying thing, as President Klaus observed in his 
magisterial opening address, is that there is no dialogue on 
these issues. When recently at the World Economic Forum 
in Davos, he found the minds of his fellow world leaders 
firmly shut to anything but the fantasies of the scaremongers. 
As I said in my own modest contribution to the conference, 
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there seems little doubt that global warming is leading the world towards an unprecedented catastrophe. But it is not the 
Technicolor apocalypse promised by the likes of Al Gore. The real disaster hanging over us lies in all those astronomically 
costly measures proposed by politicians, to meet a crisis which in reality never existed.

A perspective on New York that is like a look back in time

On my first visit to New York 45 years ago I was stunned by its scale and modernity. Not having been there since, it was a 
shock to see how tatty and dated the city now seems. When I went up the Empire State Building (now 80 years old) with my 
son Nick, we were struck by how small the city looks, and how soon it gives way to countryside and sea.

I recalled Scott Fitzgerald’s essay My Lost City, describing how he returned two years after the Wall Street Crash to see the 
“last and most magnificent of towers” rising “from the ruins”. Going up it, he “discovered the crowning error of the city, its 
Pandora’s Box. Full of vaunting pride, the New Yorker had climbed here and seen with dismay what he had never suspected. 
That the city was not the endless succession of canyons that he had supposed, but that it had limits. From the tallest structure 
he saw for the first time that it faded out into the country on all sides, into an expanse of blue and green that was limitless”. 
New York “was a city after all and not a universe”. “The whole shining edifice he had reared in his imagination came 
crashing to the ground”. As Nick, who works in India, observed, “New York is a museum to the 20th century”. But it was 
still a pleasure to visit.

Courtesy of URL: http://www.telegraph.co.uk/comment/columnists/christopherbooker/4990704/Nobody-listens-to-the-
real-climate-change-experts.html

The Australian reports: Australia’s most controversial sheik, Taj Din al-Hilali, 
has been caught on videotape kicking in a door at his own mosque before calling 
police to report an act of vandalism.The head imam at the Lakemba mosque, 
who caused outrage in 2006 by comparing scantily clad women to uncovered 
meat, was shown on a CCTV security tape kicking open the door just minutes 
before reporting the incident. The Nine Network's A Current Affair last night 
broadcast the videotape from March 9, showing the incident, which Sheik Hilali 
initially denied. ‘There is a trick in this camera. There is a trick in this film,’ he 
told ACA.

    ...The footage shows four young men locking the door behind them at 10.28pm. 
Nine minutes later, Sheik Hilali checks the lock and pushes on the top of the 

door, bending it on its hinges. After checking the corridor, he disappears from view before rushing towards it and kicking it 
open at 10.46pm. It is understood the name of the suspected culprit was put forward to NSW police, but it is not known if 
he was interviewed by the authorities.

One trusts he received condign punishment for Islamophobia.

Cortesy of URL: http://www.spectator.co.uk/melaniephillips/3470671/imam-commits-hate-crime-against-himself.thtml

Imam commits hate crime against himself

by Melanie Phillips - The Spectator - 24 March 2009

A little light entertainment from the mosque..
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The resignation of Michael Nazir-Ali as Bishop of Rochester 
is a terrible blow, not just for the Church of England but for 
Britain.

The bishop says he is resigning so that he can work for 
endangered or beleaguered Christian minorities both abroad 
and in the UK.

What a shocking rebuke to the church, that he has to leave 
his post of influence and authority as a bishop in order to 
carry out the church’s core duty to defend its own against 
attack.

Shocking — but hardly surprising. Across the world, in 
countries such as Nigeria and Sudan, millions of Christians 
are being persecuted at the hands of militant Islam, with 
forced conversions, the burning of churches and widespread 
violence.

Yet in the face of this global onslaught, the Church of 
England makes scarcely a peep of protest.

Worse still, when Dr Nazir-Ali warned last year that Islamic 
extremists had created ‘no-go areas’ across Britain where 
non-Muslims faced intimidation, he was disowned by his 
fellow churchmen who all but declared that he was a liar - 
even though he was telling the truth.

For this act of moral courage, he and his family had to be 
put under police protection, while his own church left him 
to swing in the wind of bigotry and intimidation.

Dr Nazir-Ali is one of the very few inside the church to 
make explicit the link between Christian and British values, 
and to warn publicly that they are being destroyed through 
the prevailing doctrine of multiculturalism.

That strong voice of protest has never been needed more 
than it is now. For Christianity in Britain is under attack 
from all sides.

Last month, the bishop protested that the arrival in Britain of 
so many from other faiths had led to the closure of chapels, 
the retrenchment of Christian chaplaincy and the advent of 
a ‘doctrinaire multi-faithism’ — not through pressure from 
the incoming minorities, but from British secularists who 
wanted to destroy Christianity.

That agenda is becoming ever more oppressive. Yesterday, it 
was revealed that a Christian council worker was suspended 
for encouraging a terminally ill woman to turn to God. He 
says he was also told it was inappropriate to ‘talk about God’ 
with a client and that he should not even say ‘God bless’.

The church’s lost leader
by Malanie Phillips - Daily Mail, 30 March 2009

This follows the case of the nurse who was suspended 
for offering to pray for an elderly patient’s recovery, the 
Christian who lost her role on an adoption panel because 
she disapproved of gay adoption, and Christian adoption 
agencies which lost their public funding because they had 
the same approach.

With multiculturalism discriminating in favour of all who 
challenge the established values of this country, it would 
appear that it is Christians who have become the oppressed 
minority.

At every level, Christianity is being displaced from its core 
position in this country’s national story. The BBC Director-
General, Mark Thompson, sent dog-collars spinning last 
year when he suggested that the media should treat Islam 
more sensitively than Christianity.

Now the Archbishop of Canterbury, Rowan Williams, has 
protested to Mr Thompson that the BBC must not ignore its 
Christian audience. Recently, it sacked its head of religious 
programmes, Methodist preacher Michael Wakelin.

The emergence of a Muslim as the frontrunner to succeed 
him, along with the recent appointment of a Sikh to produce 
Songs Of Praise, has deepened fears within the church that 
Christianity is being sidelined.

Meanwhile the Government is flirting with changing the 
Act of Settlement so that it no longer ‘discriminates’ against 
Catholics — for all the world as if the monarchy is a council 
diversity outreach programme. But Protestantism is a core 
element of this country’s identity.

No wonder the Queen - as opposed to Prince Charles, who 
notoriously said he wanted to be not ‘Defender of the Faith’ 
but ‘defender of faith’ — is reportedly not amused.

But it’s no use Dr Williams squeaking in protest at the BBC 
when the church’s habitual posture towards the onslaught is 
to sink to its knees with its cassock over its head.

Take for example the proposal by a regular churchgoer that 
the churches should ring their bells on St George’s Day, to 
proclaim that the Christian element of English identity is in 
robust health.

Only five out of the church’s 44 bishops back the plan while 
the rest have scuttled for cover. The Bishop of Chester frets 
about the danger of such ‘public displays’ of confidence, 
while the Bishop of Ripon and Leeds murmurs faintly: ‘I 
am not sure assertiveness is a Christian value.’

Such cultural cringe would be comical were it not so tragic. 
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For this is precisely how the church has all but destroyed 
itself. Instead of asserting its core beliefs against aggressive 
secularism, it has tried to accommodate its own destroyer.

As a result, it stopped doing God and spirituality and 
holding the line for Biblical values and mutated instead 
into a branch of nonjudgmental social work — a kind of 
Guardian newspaper at prayer. The resulting moral vacuum 
now threatens not just the church but the nation itself.

Although most people may no longer be churchgoers, 
Christianity infuses all this country’s institutions, traditions 
and values.

These have been systematically attacked by a secular culture 
of unlimited self-indulgence and self-destructive behaviour, 
resulting in the collapse of the married family, rising crime, 
drug and alcohol abuse and a grievous erosion of the sanctity 
of human life.

With the church refusing to assert itself, this vacuum has 
allowed radical Islam to promote itself as an influential 
force in public life. Indeed it is rubbing its hands at the 
opportunity. And in the longer term that risks destroying our 
basic values of individual freedom and equality — and with 
them the identity of Britain itself.

Dr Nazir-Ali understands this very clearly. This might be 
thought all the more remarkable since he was born not in 
Britain but in Pakistan. But that is precisely why he does 
understand what is at stake.

Back in the Eighties, he warned of the rise of radical 
Islamism. No-one listened. Now he urges an ‘ideological 
battle’ against fundamentalist Islam, which he likens to 
the Western struggle against Marxism. But the church still 
isn’t listening, and is falling over itself to accommodate it 
instead.

Thus Dr Williams’s lamentable statement that there was no 
reason why sharia law should not be accepted in Britain over 
certain areas of Muslim life - thereby abandoning British 
Muslim women, in particular, to the miseries of the second-
class existence dictated by such religious law.

Dr Nazir-Ali’s outspoken opposition to such developments 
has made him powerful enemies within the church. Last 
summer, a group of influential churchmen met to work out 
how to sideline those ‘aggressive’ Christians who were 
‘increasing the level of fear’ by talking about the threat from 
radical Islam. Among those in their sights was the Bishop of 
Rochester.

In any sane world, Michael Nazir-Ali — a church leader 
whose intellect is matched by his courage and insight — 
should be appointed Archbishop of Canterbury to defend 
our society at this most dangerous time. Instead, he is out.

The question now arises whether he will become the effective 

leader of the church in the Third World, which is on the 
edge of schism over gay rights and women priests.

If that were to happen, he could become a formidable 
adversary of the current craven church leadership and 
the prevailing doctrine of appeasement and religious 
submission.

But for the meantime, his departure threatens to make the 
church even more irrelevant, and its capacity to prevent 
this country from going under weaker than ever before.

Courtesy of URL: http://www.melaniephillips.com/
articles-new/?p=655
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I have written about this 
looming threat before, but the 
UN proposal to criminalise 
‘defamation of religion’ is 
an unconscionable threat to 
freedom of speech. As UN 
Watch reports, a resolution 
circulated yesterday by Islamic 
states would define any 
questioning of Islamic dogma 
as a human rights violation, 
intimidate dissenting voices, 
and encourage the forced 
imposition of Sharia law:

    While non-binding, the resolution constitutes a dangerous 
threat to free speech everywhere. It would ban any perceived 
offense to Islamic sensitivities as a ‘serious affront to 
human dignity’ and a violation of religious freedom, and 
would pressure U.N. member states -- at the ‘local, national, 
regional and international levels’ -- to erode free speech 
guarantees in their ‘legal and constitutional systems.’ It’s 
Courtesy of URL: http://www.spectator.co.uk/melaniephillips/3436276/night-closes-in.thtml

Night Closes in

As reported in last month’s Northern News, 

All travel plans to be tracked by Government
The travel plans and personal details of every holidaymaker, business 
traveller and day-tripper who leaves Britain are to be tracked by the 

Government, the Daily Telegraph can disclose.
By David Millward, Transport Editor - 14 Mar 2009

Anyone departing the UK by land, sea or air will have their 
trip recorded and stored on a database for a decade.

Passengers leaving every international sea port, station or 
airport will have to supply detailed personal information as 
well as their travel plans. So-called "booze crusiers" who 
cross the Channel for a couple of hours to stock up on wine, 
beer and cigarettes will be subject to the rules. 

In addition, weekend sailors and sea fishermen will be 
caught by the system if they plan to travel to another country 
- or face the possibility of criminal prosecution.

The owners of light aircraft will also be brought under the 
system, known as e-borders, which will eventually track 
250 million journeys annually.

Even swimmers attempting to cross the Channel and their 

support teams will be subject to the rules which will require 
the provision of travellers’ personal information such as 
passport and credit card details, home and email addresses 
and exact travel plans.

The full extent of the impact of the government’s 
“e-borders” scheme emerged amid warnings that passengers 
face increased congestion as air, rail and ferry companies 
introduce some of the changes over the Easter holidays.

The new checks are being introduced piecemeal by the 
UK Border Agency. By the end of the year 60 per cent of 
journeys made out of Britain will be affected with 95 per 
cent of people leaving the country being subject to the plans 
by the end 2010.

Yachtsmen, leisure boaters, trawlermen and private pilots 
will be given until 2014 to comply with the programme.

by Melanie Phillips
from The Spectator
12 March 2009

an Orwellian text that distorts the meaning of human rights, 
free speech, and religious freedom, and marks a giant step 
backwards for liberty and democracy worldwide.

    The first to suffer will be moderate Muslims in the countries 
that are behind this resolution, like Iran, Saudi Arabia, 
Egypt, and Pakistan, who seek international legitimacy 
for state-sanctioned blasphemy laws that stifle religious 
freedom and outlaw conversions from Islam to other faiths. 
Next to suffer from this U.N.-sanctioned McCarthyism will 
be writers and journalists in the democratic West, with the 
resolution targeting the media for the ‘deliberate stereotyping 
of religions, their adherents and sacred persons.’

     Ultimately, it is the very notion of individual human 
rights at stake, because the sponsors of this resolution seek 
not to protect individuals from harm, but rather to shield a 
specific set of beliefs from any question, debate, or critical 
inquiry.

Since the Islamic states dominate the UN Human Rights 
Council there is little chance that this resolution will not 
pass. Another demonstration of the fact that the UN, which 
to the progressive western mind is the custodian of human 
rights, is actually their nemesis.
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They will be expected to use the internet to send their details 
each time they leave the country and would face a fine of up 
to £5,000 should they fail to do so.

Similar penalties will be enforced on airlines, train and ship 
operators if they fail to provide details of every passenger to 
the UK Border Agency.

In most cases the information will be expected to be 
provided 24 hours ahead of travel and will then be stored on 
a Government database for around ten years.

The changes are being brought in as the Government tries to 
tighten border controls and increase protection against the 
threat of international terrorism.

Currently passports are not checked as a matter of routine 
when people leave the country.

Exit controls for departure to other countries within the 
European Union were scrapped by the last Conservative 
Government. The rest were scrapped by Jack Straw, when 
he became Home Secretary, after Labour won the election 
in 1997.

However, passport inspections at ports have gradually been 
reintroduced as the Government looks to prevent anyone on 
a Government watchlist fleeing the country.

Gwyn Prosser, Labour MP for Dover and a member of the 
all-party Home Affairs Select Committee, said: “I think 
e-borders are absolutely necessary,” he said. “Governments 
of all complexions have always been criticised for not 
knowing who is in the country. This is a very sophisticated 
way of counting people in and out.”

Britain is not the only country to require such information 
from travel operators. The USA also demands the same 
information be supplied from passengers wishing to visit 
America.

But the scale of the scheme has alarmed civil liberties 
campaigners.

“Your travel data is much more sensitive than you might 
think,” Phil Booth of the privacy group, NO2ID said.

“Given that for obvious reasons we’re encouraged not to 
put our home address on our luggage labels, and especially 
given the Government’s appalling record on looking after 
our data, it just doesn’t seem sensible for it to pass details 
like this and sensitive financial information around.”

“It is a sad refection of the times that the dream of freedom 
of movement across Europe has had to take second place to 
concerns about national security,” said Edmund King, the 
AA’s president.

“Travellers will need to ensure that their passports are up to 

date and that details are input accurately if they don’t want 
to end up in a dark room being grilled by border officials.”

Ferry firms and Eurostar - who, unlike airlines, do not 
gather such detailed passenger information - have also 
raised concerns about the impact on passengers and warned 
the plans may not even be legal under EU law.

The changes would mean that Eurostar, Eurotunnel and ferry 
companies will now have to demand passport details from 
passengers at the time of booking, along with the credit card 
information and email address which they would have taken 
at the time of the reservation.

“We are also concerned that the implementation of e-borders 
could prove expensive and time consuming. For passengers 
this could mean longer check-in times,” a Eurostar 
spokesman said.

“This will lead to unwelcome queues of vehicles at ferry ports 
and risks adding unnecessary complications to what always 
have been and ought to be a simple and straightforward 
journey,” said a spokesman for the Chamber of Shipping.

In particular the Chamber is worried by proposals to include 
the Republic of Ireland in the e-borders scheme.

“E-borders is a system to carry passport data and at the 
moment passengers don’t need one to cross the Irish Sea.”

The plans have also alarmed the Royal Yachting Association. 
“From a recreational leisure boating point of view, filling in 
paper work detailing your exact travel plans every time you 
cross a border is not desirable.,” a spokesman said.

“Often the attraction of boat cruising is the freedom it brings 
– these plans appear to challenge this”

The scheme was condemned by Chris Grayling, the Tories’ 
home affairs spokesman.

“Of course we need to keep a proper record of people as 
they come in and leave the country.

“My worry is that the Government is creating something 
which will be unwieldy, impossible to manage and expensive 
to operate.

“I think this system has to be much simpler.”

A UK Border Agency spokesman defended the e-borders 
scheme. “It allows us to secure the UK’s Borders by 
screening people as they travel in and out of the UK.

“The e-Borders scheme has already screened over 82m 
passengers travelling to Britain, leading to more than 2,900 
arrests, for crimes including murder, drug dealing and sex 
offences. e-borders helps the police catch criminals attempt 
to escape justice.”

Courtesy of URL: http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/4987415/All-travel-plans-to-be-tracked-by-Government.html
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