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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 

 As we approach year end, it is timely to review the activities and accomplishments of Friends of 
Science during 2012.  In an attempt to reach a much wider audience, especially those of a 
younger age, we began to participate in the social media craze.  Under the leadership of 
director Warren Blair, our Facebook account now continues to attract more readers and more 
“likes”.  We plan to use it in various unique ways in the future to expand participation and 
readership.  There are a number of informal groups that agree with our position on CAGW 
(catastrophic anthropogenic global warming) and this is a good way to make them aware of us 
as well as to communicate and share information. 

In an attempt to broaden our exposure to the general population, we have engaged Michelle 
Stirling as a consultant, primarily to communicate and generate press releases to the media. 
This has been a big help, as we are now in a position to quickly respond to the many false 
claims and hysteria promoted by many of the “warmers”.  We have now become the 
“challengers”. 

No doubt you have noticed the declining significance and influence of the annual IPCC 
conferences, the most recent one being in Doha.  Press releases issued by Friends of Science 
are posted on our website here.  

As previously reported, during the past year we sponsored the following two key technical 
presentations, both of which were very well received: 

1. Tim Ball presented an excellent paper to the Southern Alberta Council for Provincial
Affairs in Lethbridge.

2. Professor Bob Carter of Australia spoke to the Haskayne School of Business at the
University of Calgary.

Many of you attended our annual luncheon, where Investigative Journalist Donna Laframboise 
spoke on the deception and lack of ethics of the IPCC.  Her book, “The Delinquent Teenager 
Who Was Mistaken For The World’s Top Climate Expert” is a significant exposé of the IPCC, 
and is a must read, see here.  Shaw TV filmed her presentation at our luncheon and have been 
periodically telecasting it on Channel 10 in Calgary, mostly in the very early morning, but also 
occasionally in prime time.  They have generously allowed us to post it on our website.  Watch it 
here. 

We are currently in the planning stages of more events to be held in 2013, and will advise on 
this as the details are worked out.  Meanwhile, we continue to work toward strengthening our 
relationships with similar minded organizations, such as the International Climate Science 
Coalition, spearheaded by Tom Harris, as well as the Frontier Centre for Public Policy.  

http://www.friendsofscience.org/index.php?id=207
http://nofrakkingconsensus.com/my-book/
http://www.friendsofscience.org/index.php?id=603
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Although the technology, science and facts behind CAGW become increasingly weak, the 
misinformation channels and hoopla continue to march onward in their goal of frightening the 
public.  It is a never ending battle.  As an example, the very hot summer in a few states in the 
U.S. received continuous coverage by the U.S. TV channels, claiming global warming, without 
stopping to calculate the relatively tiny area involved, in relation to the area of our globe.  
 
Extremely wealthy but narrow minded sources continue to pour incredible sums of funding into 
groups such as the U.S. based TIDES Foundation.  With hundreds of millions of dollars behind 
them, and charitable status in the U.S. (and most surprisingly, in Canada as well!!) as pointed 
out in this website they spread their radical views far and wide.  That is why we must continue 
with our important job of educating people with the facts. 
 
With our new system of all memberships expiring at year end, rather than scattered throughout 
the year, we have been able to better monitor our membership and keep everyone up to date. 
We sincerely encourage everyone whose membership expires this year end, to please renew 
as soon as possible.  We appreciate your support. 
 
We wish everyone a Merry Christmas and Happy New Year 
                             
    Len Maier 
    President Friends of Science 
 

 

POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS 
 

Four Failed Climate Conferences 
 
From Copenhagen in 2009 to Doha in 2012, the pattern has been the same.  Over 10,000 UN 
and national bureaucrats, politicians, NGOs, rent-seeking business people and other hangers-
on attend the year-end climate conference.  The gatherings always end one or two days later 
than scheduled after 24-60 hours of non-stop negotiations to come up with a face-saving 
agreement, so everyone can return home. 
 
The basic goals of these conferences have been: (1) To bring about a UN-administered treaty 
limiting greenhouse gas emissions, especially by industrialized nations; (2) To transfer large 
amounts of money, again under UN auspices, from rich to poor countries under the guise of 
climate mitigation and reparations. 
 
Officially, the gatherings are referred to as the Conference of Parties (COP) of the UN 
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) and the Conference of the Parties 
serving as the Meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol (CMP). The results of the last four 
are summarized in the following table: 
 
 

http://www.discoverthenetworks.org/funderprofile.asp?fndid=5184
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Location and 
Name 

Principal Outcomes Reaction 

Copenhagen – 
COP 15/CMP 5 
(2009) 

No new climate treaty as anticipated, 
but to avoid a complete collapse, the 
US, China, India, Brazil and South 
Africa (leaving out the EU) drafted the 
Copenhagen Accord on the last official 
day of the conference. The Accord was 
“taken note of” but not “adopted” by 
most of the remaining countries the 
next day and has no legal force. 
Countries made voluntary, non-binding 
pledges to reduce emissions by 2020: 
e.g., EU 20% - 30% below 1990; US 
and Canada 17% below 2005. India 
and China agreed to cut their 
“emissions intensity” here. 
 
The Accord also set a goal of limiting 
global warming (since pre-industrial 
times) to 2°C by 2100. 

President Obama said, “We 
have come a long way but we 
have much farther to go.” The 
EU Commission President 
was disappointed at the lack of 
a binding treaty. The head of 
Greenpeace UK called 
Copenhagen a “crime scene” 
here. 
 
 Blamed for the failure were: 

 The US for negotiating 
with a select group of 
nations and excluding the 
majority of the UN here. 

 India, China and other 
developing nations for 
cooperating to thwart 
attempts to establish legally 
binding emissions targets, in 
order to protect their 
economic growth here and 
here. 

 The US and China for 
joining forces to stymie 
attempts by European 
nations to reach agreement 
here. 

Cancún – COP 
16/CMP 6 
(2010) 

Agreement to establish a “Green 
Climate Fund” to be worth $100 
billion/year by 2020 – to assist poorer 
countries in financing emissions 
reductions and adaptation. No details 
on how the money would be raised or 
disbursed. 
 
Establishment of a “Climate 
Technology Centre” and network. 
 
No agreement on how to extend the 
Kyoto Protocol here. 

After the Copenhagen 
debacle, expectations for 
Cancún were modest. All of 
the big name political leaders 
present at Copenhagen were 
absent.  
 
Warmist media such as the 
New York Times and the 
Guardian were critical about 
lack of action to reduce 
emissions and lack of 
information on how the Green 
Climate Fund was to be 
financed here and here. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Copenhagen_Accord
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/science/nature/8421910.stm
http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2009/dec/21/copenhagen-failure-us-senate-vested-interests
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2009-12-23/india-china-cooperated-to-torpedo-climate-deal/1188486
http://www.smh.com.au/environment/climate-change/india-confesses-it-helped-derail-copenhagen-deal-20091223-ldf1.html
http://www.spiegel.de/international/world/copenhagen-climate-cables-the-us-and-china-joined-forces-against-europe-a-733630.html
http://www.reuters.com/article/2010/12/12/us-climate-idUSTRE6AR1OI20101212
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/12/12/science/earth/12climate.html?_r=0
http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/2010/dec/13/climate-leadership-cancun
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For industrialized countries outside the Kyoto Protocol (e.g., the US and Canada), what 
happens – both meteorologically and politically – in the next three years is critical.  If there are 
more events like Hurricane Sandy and the Midwest drought, then American public opinion could 

Location and 
Name 

Principal Outcomes Reaction 

Durban – COP 
17/CMP 7 
(2011) 

Durban Platform, an agreement to 
reach a legally binding emissions 
treaty, comprising all countries, by 
2015, which would come into effect in 
2020. To avoid a gap, there would be a 
second commitment period for the 
Kyoto Protocol beginning in 2013 and 
extending to 2020.  Canada, Russia 
and Japan announced that they would 
not be part of Kyoto 2. 
 
Adoption of a management framework 
for the Green Climate Fund here and 
here. 

German media across the 
political spectrum criticized the 
Durban agreement as “almost 
useless” and attacked the UN 
process here. 
 
US Senator Jim Inhofe 
cheered the setting aside of 
“any remote possibility of a UN 
global warming treaty here”.  

Doha – COP 
18 /CMP 8 
(2012) 

Symbolic extension of Kyoto Protocol to 
2020 by the EU and ten other 
industrialized nations representing 15% 
of global emissions. This avoids 
termination of the global carbon market 
and the Clean Development 
Mechanism. The CDM allows rich 
countries to sponsor CO2 reduction 
projects in poor ones, to offset their 
Kyoto obligations. 
 
Call for establishment of an 
international mechanism to “address 
loss and damage associated with the 
impacts of climate change in 
developing countries.” Parties agreed 
to discuss the mechanism during 2013, 
for approval at the next climate 
conference.  
 
Agreement to undertake a series of 
roundtables and workshops during 
2013 on the structure of the 2015 
climate treaty here and here. 

US media are critical of the 
concept that the US must pay 
for “loss and damage” here. In 
Germany, der Spiegel reports 
that hopes, in the wake of 
hurricane Sandy, that the US 
would make major 
concessions, were dashed 
here. Al Jazeerah published a 
critical review of the 
conference and its hosts here. 
 
The EU’s climate chief said “In 
Doha we have crossed the 
bridge from the old climate 
regime to the new system. We 
are now on our way to the 
2015 global deal.” Green 
groups and anti-poverty 
campaigners blasted the talks, 
particularly the failure to 
capitalize on convenient 
disasters like Typhoon Bopha, 
which hit the Philippines 
during the conference here.  

http://www.hfw.com/publications/client-briefings/the-unfcccs-durban-platform-explained
http://www.un.org/wcm/content/site/climatechange/pages/gateway/the-negotiations/durban
http://www.spiegel.de/international/world/the-world-from-berlin-the-durban-climate-agreement-is-almost-useless-a-803158.html
http://epw.senate.gov/public/index.cfm?FuseAction=PressRoom.PressReleases&ContentRecord_id=18d950be-802a-23ad-463c-00218cbecc56
http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/green/report/2012/12/11/47728/doha-climate-summit-ends-with-the-long-march-to-2015/
http://www.commodities-now.com/reports/environmental-markets/13364-doha-provides-gateway-to-a-2015-global-agreement.html
http://communities.washingtontimes.com/neighborhood/climatism-watching-climate-science/2012/dec/12/doha-conference-united-states-must-pay-climate-cha/
http://www.spiegel.de/international/world/obama-disappoints-expectations-of-climate-change-action-at-doha-summit-a-871193.html
http://www.aljazeerah.info/Opinion%20Editorials/2012/December/17%20o/What%20Did%20Doha%20Conference%20Do%20for%20Efforts%20to%20Combat%20Climate%20Change%20By%20Curtis%20FJ%20Doebbler.htm
http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/2012/dec/10/doha-climate-gateway-reaction


 
 

 
Investigating the Science of Global Climate Change         Page 5 of 8 

sway Congress into supporting a new climate treaty (see story on the Senate’s new “climate 
change caucus” here), and Canada would have to follow along.  Only China’s refusal to 
cooperate could prevent disaster in that event.  
 
Of lesser concern are the two money items, the Green Climate Fund (GCF) and the “loss and 
damage” provision coming out of Doha. At Doha it was agreed to base the GCF in South Korea, 
but its funding is not secure.  For example, in Durban a spokesperson for Canada said that it 
would not “devote scarce dollars to capitalize” the GCF until there is a new global climate treaty 
covering all major emitters here.  Regarding the “loss and damage” provision, it is safe to say 
that this is something the US Congress will never accept.  
 
One bit of good news:  The next climate conference will be in Poland, the EU’s most coal-reliant 
state, which twice in 2012 vetoed EU efforts to impose increased emissions cuts here and here. 
The host nation for these talks has a lot of clout in organizing and running things, particularly in 
the crucial final hours as the ministerial-level delegates scramble to agree on the final 
conference documents.   

 
Ian Cameron 

    Director, Friends of Science 
 
 

SCIENCE NEWS 
 

No Warming in Over 15 Years 
 
There has been no global warming in the last fifteen years according to the UK Met Office 
temperature index of global temperatures. Man-made emissions of carbon dioxide (CO2) during 
this period were 31% of all emissions since 1750.  A graph of the temperature index from March 
1997 to October 2012 is here.  The linear best fit line has a slightly negative trend. How can 
31% of all emissions cause no warming? Two reasons: climate sensitivity to CO2 is small and 
the Sun has a large influence on climate.  
 
U.S. Temperature Adjustments 
 
Climate researcher Steve Goddard has documented massive temperature adjustment fraud in 
temperature indexes produced by the National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 
and the National Aeronautical and Space Administration (NASA).  The Goddard Institute of 
Space Studies (GISS), a division of NASA, produces a temperature index managed by climate 
alarmist James Hansen. The GISS temperature index for the United States has been adjusted 
to cool the past and warm the recent temperatures compared to previously published 
temperature records. The 1999 version of the US temperature index showed the best fit 
temperatures declining from 1920 to 2000, with 1934 as the hottest year. The 2012 version 
shows the temperatures increasing from 1920 to 2000. James Hansen wrote in 1999, “In the 
U.S. there was a slight cooling throughout much of the country.” He has since changed the data 

http://thehill.com/blogs/e2-wire/e2-wire/272273-sen-boxer-to-form-climate-change-caucus
http://www.ec.gc.ca/default.asp?lang=En&n=FFE36B6D-1&news=39FCDB85-A69C-4B71-AC5E-8D14140AADD7
http://www.thegwpf.org/going-nowhere-poland-blocks-eu-climate-targets-again/
http://www.thegwpf.org/polands-antagonism-to-eu-climate-policy-runs-deep/
http://www.friendsofscience.org/assets/files/documents/HadCrut3_Oct2012.jpg
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to show a warming trend, now with 1998 as the hottest year. A temperature decline of 0.34° 
Celsius per century was changed to a temperature rise of 0.14°C/century. 
 

 

  
 
The U.S. Historical Climatology Network (USHCN) is a data set of monthly averaged 
temperatures from 1221 weather stations of the continental U.S. developed to assist in the 
detection of regional climate change. 
 
Steve says, “USHCN thermometers show a significant decline in US temperatures since 1920, 
with 1921, 1931 and 1934 being the three hottest years.” This agrees with the 1999 version of 
the GISS U.S. temperatures. 
 
NOAA now applies four temperature adjustments to change to the data; remarkably each 
adjustment cools the past to change a declining trend to a warming trend. The data originates 
from the US records of the Global Historical Climatology Network (GHCH) daily average 
temperatures. The USHCN US daily records are taken from these stations but have a warmer 
trend. The daily data is converted to monthly data which has a still warmer trend. The TOB 
adjustment results in another increase in the warming trend. TOB is the time-of-observation 
bias, and occurs when the time the station attendant resets the maximum and minimum reading 
thermometers changes from midnight to another time earlier in the day. Then a set of 
adjustments are made to account for changes of equipment, for missing data, station moves 
and the urban heat island effect. The total effect of all these adjustments is shown in the graph 
at above right.  
 
The recorded temperatures in 1920 to 1940 are cooled about 1.25 degree Fahrenheit (0.7° 
Celsius). This adjustment is equal to the total global warming during the 20th century. It is 
unknown why monthly data would have a warmer trend than daily data. The last point on the 
graph is the 2012 data, which has an adjustment much larger than any other year.   
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Steve Goddard writes, “The current version of the US temperature record from NOAA and 
NASA is a complete fraud, and fundamentally misrepresents changes to the US climate.” 
See here and here. 
 
New Zealand Gets Away Secret Temperature Adjustments   
 
The New Zealand Climate Science Education Trust asked for a Declaratory Judgement in 
respect of temperature records published by the National Institute of Water and Atmospheric 
Research (NIWA). The NIWA produces a temperature record called the 7 station series that the 
government relies on to justify imposing carbon trading and carbon taxes on its citizens. The 
NIWA has refused to disclose the detailed methods it uses to adjust the raw data to create the 
temperature index. After numerous requests for the adjustment details, the Trust asked the 
court to force the NIWA to disclose the reasons for the large warming adjustments. 
 
The New Zealand Meteorological Service had shown almost no warming during the past 
century (0.06 C in 150 years) but NIWA had adjusted its records to show a warming trend of 
1.0°C/century. The warming figure was high and almost 50 percent above the global average. 
The Trust showed that applying the method the NIWA claimed they used would result in a 
warming trend of 0.3°C/century.   
 
The court ruled that the NIWA has no legal obligation to disclose the adjustment methods. It 
also ruled that the evidence presented by the Trust that the adjustments made by the NIWA are 
too high is inadmissible because the statistician presenting the evidence lacked sufficient 
authority. Apparently, only scientists funded by the government have authority. A graph showing 
the NIWA trend and the Trust calculated trend using the adjustment method the NIWA claimed 
they used is here. 
 
The court ruling states, “This Court’s function is not to rule on the science.” But that is what 
the court case was all about. The NIWA can adjust the temperatures any way they want without 
disclosing their methods, and nobody outside of government has the right to question it. The 
court ruling is here. 
 
See here and here for further information.  

 
Ken Gregory 

    Director, Friends of Science 
 
 

DONATIONS 
 

To accomplish our educational goals we need financial help from our members. This debate 
matters, and it starts with you.   
 
Donations made directly to Friends of Science will provide us with funds for administrative 
expenses which are sorely needed in order to back up our volunteer work force and for other 

http://stevengoddard.wordpress.com/2012/11/18/nasa-rewriting-us-history/
http://stevengoddard.wordpress.com/2012/10/20/visualizing-how-ushcn-hides-the-decline-in-us-temperatures/
http://tallbloke.files.wordpress.com/2012/10/nz-niwa-adjustment.png?w=921&h=566
http://img.scoop.co.nz/media/pdfs/1209/NZ_Climate_Science_v_NIWA.pdf
http://tallbloke.wordpress.com/2012/10/24/how-niwa-added-lots-of-warming-in-new-zealand-and-got-away-with-it-so-far/
http://joannenova.com.au/2012/09/nz-justice-shows-courts-are-useless-in-a-science-debate/
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planned activities including luncheons and the sponsorships of high profile speakers to address 
student bodies and other gatherings. To make your contribution, please go to 
www.friendsofscience.org; click on DONATE in the upper right of the home page.  Alternately, 
donations may be mailed directly to us at the following address: 
  

Friends of Science   
P.O. Box 23167  
Connaught P.O. 
Calgary AB T2S 3B1  
Canada 
Toll-Free Telephone : 1-888-789-9597 
 
E-mail:   contact@friendsofscience.org        Websites:    www.friendsofscience.org                                                                                                                                        
         www.climatechange101.ca 

http://on.fb.me/xrOPC6      Like us on facebook! Lots of people do! 
 

http://www.friendsofscience.org/
mailto:contact@friendsofscience.org
http://www.friendsofscience.org/
http://www.climatechange101.ca/
http://on.fb.me/xrOPC6

