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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 

Once again, I wish to extend a very warm welcome to all of our members and thank them for their support.  Having 
reached our 10th year of activity, we particularly wish to thank those individuals who initially formed FoS, as well as 
those who have made significant contributions throughout the years.  To help celebrate this important anniversary, we 
held a small reunion function for them in April.  

Our Annual General Meeting was held June 5.  All of the current directors were re-elected (at the same pay, of 
course!)  We had a good discussion concerning communication and fund raising.  Eric Loughead gave a summary of 
recent activities.  

As mentioned in our previous Newsletters, we are working toward obtaining greater recognition with the public and 
continuing to provide important information to them.  
We have recently engaged a media consultant to expand our network of communication in order to increase the 
awareness of FoS. We issued multiple press releases out to 200 media sites resulting in 2 radio interviews: 

 The Rutherford show on QR77 in Calgary, AB with spokesperson Eric Loughead

 The Gary Doyle show on 570 News in Kitchener, ON with spokesperson Neil Hutton

As we progress, we welcome your suggestions as to what issues you would like to see us address.  Friends of 
Science are also developing plans for how to help our members engage their own local communities in this 
discussion. 

The launch of our Facebook page has been a success.  You can see the live version by clicking this link - 
http://on.fb.me/xrOPC6. Our number of “likes” is now steadily increasing. If any of our members are knowledgeable 
about Facebook and are able to spare some time, we would very much appreciate their assistance. 

In light of the many recent revelations of corruption, faulty science and foreign influences in the “Big Green” 
movements in Canada, we will be taking a more proactive and aggressive approach to getting our message out to the 
public. 

We wanted to advise you in advance of this change in style of communication, our presence in the press and our 
intention to be much more responsive to the many nonsensical media articles about ‘global warming’. 

To understand what we are up against, one only has to turn to the Alberta Science Teachers Dec/11 Journal and read 
the article by Stan Bissell. http://sc.teachers.ab.ca/SiteCollectionDocuments/ASEJ%20Vol%2042%20No%201.pdf  In 
this article, we are smeared and it becomes clear that there is a concerted effort by the science teachers of Alberta to 
only teach the Catastrophic Anthropogenic Global Warming (CAGW) theory.  Ironically this teacher recommends that 
other teachers show the PG-13 psychological terror climate movie “The Day After Tomorrow” in class, suggesting it be 
used as a ‘critical thinking’ exercise so the kids can find the errors in climate change theory while being scared to 
death.  Hardly an exercise in science or critical thinking, is it?  We invite you to speak up about this to your local 
school boards, MLA’s, school trustees and directly to the ATA, the Alberta Science Teachers and the Minister of 
Education. 

It was recently reported that — “Members of an all-party committee of federal politicians believes that "education" is 
one of their main goals as on June 7th they sat through a full day of briefings from 20 different groups on scientific 
evidence linking human activity to global warming and potential solutions to the problem.”  No climate realists or 
skeptics were invited, so we must continue our battle. 

We recently facilitated a luncheon presentation by Tim Ball at the Southern Alberta Council for Provincial Affairs in 
Lethbridge.  They hold periodic luncheons where speakers on various topics are invited.  They recently had one of Al 
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Gore’s speakers who preached their canned catastrophe talk.  Tim’s presentation was well prepared and generated a 
lot of questions, which he handled very well.  He drew a record crowd of 155. 
 
We were honoured with the presence of Professor Bob Carter from Australia, one of the world’s top authorities on 
climate change.  He stopped in Calgary on his way home from the Heartland Institute conference in Chicago.  
Unfortunately, his visit overlapped with the Lethbridge function, so we were unable to organize a last minute FoS 
function here, however Neil Hutton arranged a presentation by Carter to the students at the Haskayne School of 
Business at the University of Calgary.  It was a big success.  
 
We have also developed a new non-scientific PowerPoint, designed specifically for the interested layperson.  It could 
also be presented to school children.  Distributed at our Annual General Meeting, it is available to all members.  We 
have handed out a number of copies to individuals, companies and school teachers.  If you would like to have one or 
more copies, please email contact@friendsofscience.org.  There is no fixed price, but your donation would be much 
appreciated.  
 
We look forward to your continued support and help in our expanded efforts. Thank you. 
                                   
    Len Maier 
    President Friends of Science 

 
POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS 

 

UN Summits: Going Nowhere 
 
Rio+20, officially the UN Conference on Sustainable Development, took place from June 13-22, with the last three 
days devoted to participation by some 150 world leaders and ministers. These did not include Barack Obama, Angela 
Merkel, David Cameron and Stephen Harper, who skipped the talks, preferring to deal with more pressing issues 
closer to home.  
 
The “+20” in the conference’s title refers to the 1992 Earth Summit in Rio that was presided over by Maurice Strong. 
Its most notable achievement was the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change. The UNFCCC, in turn, begat 
the IPCC, the Kyoto Accord, the annual climate summits, and roughly a trillion dollars wasted on measures to abate 
global warming. 
 
Rio+20 was billed as a “once-in-a-generation” opportunity to rebalance the needs of the economy, society and the 
environment. To that end, delegates from 193 countries, as well as numerous “civil society” groups (business 
interests, environmentalists, cities, native peoples, women’s organizations and others), spent two years negotiating a 
draft text to be approved by the world leaders at the conference. In 1992 the world was a simpler place, divided 
between developed and developing nations. Now, thanks to two decades of economic progress, there are more blocs 
of nations, as well as greater participation by the civil society groups.  At one point the negotiating text ballooned to 
171 pages of demands for planetary regulation, codes of corporate responsibility, and commitments for transfers of 
money and technology to developing nations. 
 
As talks went down to the wire, host-country Brazil bypassed the civil society groups and managed to push through 
the final pre-conference draft of The Future We Want, which was released on June 19, just hours before the world 
leaders started flying in. It consists of 49 pages with 283 numbered paragraphs of text. The document takes note of 
many of the problems the world faces, lays out aspirations, rather than goals, and is non-binding. For example, the 
three paragraphs dealing with climate change are typical: 
 

190. We reaffirm that climate change is one of the greatest challenges of our time, and we express 
profound alarm that emissions of greenhouse gases continue to rise globally. We are deeply 
concerned that all countries, particularly developing countries, are vulnerable to the adverse impacts 

mailto:contact@friendsofscience.org


 

 
 
 
 

 
 
  
 

 

 
Investigating the Science of Global Climate Change  Page 3 of 6 

of climate change, and are already experiencing increased impacts including persistent drought and 
extreme weather events, sea level rise, coastal erosion and ocean acidification, further threatening 
food security and efforts to eradicate poverty and achieve sustainable development. In this regard we 
emphasize that adaptation to climate change represents an immediate and urgent global priority. 
 
191. We underscore that the global nature of climate change calls for the widest possible cooperation 
by all countries and their participation in an effective and appropriate international response, with a 
view to accelerating the reduction of global greenhouse gas emissions. We recall that UNFCCC 
provides that Parties should protect the climate system for the benefit of present and future 
generations of humankind on the basis of equity and in accordance with their common but 
differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities. We note with grave concern the significant 
gap between the aggregate effect of Parties’ mitigation pledges in terms of global annual emissions of 
greenhouse gases by 2020 and aggregate emission pathways consistent with having a likely chance 
of holding the increase in global average temperature below 2°C or 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels. 
We recognize the importance of mobilizing funding from a variety of sources, public and private, 
bilateral and multilateral, including innovative sources of finance, to support nationally appropriate 
mitigation actions, adaptation measures, technology development and transfer and capacity-building 
in developing countries. In this regard, we welcome the launching of the Green Climate Fund and call 
for its prompt operationalization so as to have an early and adequate replenishment process. 
 
192. We urge Parties to the UNFCCC and Parties to the Kyoto Protocol to fully implement their 
commitments, as well as decisions adopted under those agreements. In this regard, we will build 
upon the progress achieved including at the most recent COP-17/CMP 7 in Durban. 

 
The final paragraph (Registry of commitments) invites “stakeholders and their networks” to make voluntary 
commitments: 
 

283. We welcome the commitments voluntarily entered into at Rio+20 and throughout 2012 by all 
stakeholders and their networks to implement concrete policies, plans, programs, projects and 
actions to promote sustainable development and poverty eradication. We invite the Secretary-
General to compile these commitments and facilitate access to other registries that have compiled 
commitments, in an internet-based registry. The registry should make information about the 
commitments fully transparent and accessible to the public, and it should be periodically updated. 

 
When the watered-down document, with its lack of commitments to move to a “green economy,” timetables, or ways 
to monitor the new sustainable development goals, was released, environmental organizations were outraged. The 
WWF’s director general called it “a colossal failure of leadership and vision from diplomats” and said, ”World leaders 
‘recognized’ problems 20 years ago, and they’ve done little about them since. How long are we going to accept ‘we’ll 
look into it’ as a solution?”  Greenpeace’s international executive director said, “World leaders will begin to descend on 
Rio today and we have to ask why? We were promised a green economy, the Future we Want, but all we can look 
forward to is three more days of Greenwash.”  
 
The presidents, prime ministers and ministers flew in, confined themselves to self-congratulatory speeches and public 
relations photo-ops, and ratified the draft agreement. The conference ended on time – always a bad sign for UN 
summits. If anything substantive is at stake, these unwieldy gatherings of 190 governments invariably overrun, to 
reach agreement in the early hours of the morning. Brazil, the host country, wanted to avoid a repeat of the 
Copenhagen climate summit and ensured that by producing, before the start of the conference, a document that 
offended no government. Even if the politicians were satisfied, the activists were not. As Oxfam’s chief executive put 
it, “Rio will go down as a hoax summit. They came, they talked, but they failed to act.” 
 
By way of contrast, last December’s annual UN climate summit ran two days over schedule to produce the Durban 
Platform, a promise to bring about a new, legally-binding treaty by 2015, to be ratified and come into effect by 2020. 
Last May, the UNFCCC concluded two weeks of climate talks in Bonn, where delegates spent 11 days haggling over 
chairs and a preliminary agenda for the ad hoc working group on the Durban Platform. They settled on having co-
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chairs from a developed and a developing country, changing each year. Nothing substantive on the Platform itself was 
accomplished. As a result, there will be nothing done on the Platform before next December’s climate summit in Doha 
– unless the UNFCCC can find the money to hold another round of climate talks in Bangkok beforehand. 
 
Since the run-up to the Copenhagen summit in 2009, the big UN conferences have been going downhill. This, 
combined with changing public attitudes about global warming, is our best assurance that the “climate change” scare 
will eventually peter out. In Mr. Strong’s heyday, he could stage manage these affairs with promises to make 
“sustainable development” work for the developed and developing blocs. Today, there are too many players and 
diverse interests so that no one – not even a Maurice Strong – can control.  In particular, developing countries don’t 
want Europe and North America restricting their access to low-cost energy. 
 

Ian Cameron 
    Director, Friends of Science 
 

Immunity from Criminal Prosecution 
 
Back in 2006, legal experts retained by the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) 
ruled that it was not to be part of those U.N. organizations that have enjoyed diplomatic and legal immunity since the 
end of the Second World War. 
 
Now, after a campaign that has cost the world an estimated $1,000,000,000,000 to date, the UNFCCC wants that 
immunity, and soon.  It will be issuing a new draft treaty containing provisions for it at its next meeting in November. 
 
I think the public is entitled to ask why? What is this Immunity for?  Who is covered?  For example, would Al Gore, be 
covered?  You remember Al.  He won an Oscar for that famous science fantasy “An Inconvenient Truth”.  It was 
based on the book of the same name that was dismissed in the British courts on 13 separate errors of fact.  Actually, 
I’m not sure Al wrote the book.  Certainly, he has refused to answer any questions about it, although he has made a 
personal fortune by speaking to groups around the world about the dangers of global warming.   
 
Would James Hansen be covered?  I’m sure you remember his famous predictions about how the world was warming 
at an incredible rate and within the next 10 years the average temperature on Earth would rise by 2 degrees Celsius.  
Happily, it hasn’t worked out quite that way.  In fact, since 1998 the Earth’s temperature has probably declined slightly.  
Hansen’s prediction isn’t simply wrong, it is 150% percent wrong. That’s hard to do.   
 
How about Michael Mann?  He is the former U. Virginia professor who came up with the  “Hockey Stick” forecast of 
Earth temperatures.  It’s wrong, of course, but it’s hard to tell just why since he refuses to release the supporting 
documentation for this publicly funded project.  But we mustn’t stop with Michael, there’s that British crew with the 
Climate Research Unit (CRU) at the University of East Anglia. They won’t show their publicly funded work either. The 
CRU is headed by Phil Jones, who will be forever remembered in scientific annals as the man who stated “Why 
should I make the data available to you, when your aim is to try and find something wrong with it." Ah yes, 
Science at its finest. 
 
Of course, the immunity may not be restricted to the science.  Fox News, who uncovered the internal UNFCCC 
documents in which the subject of immunity was raised, lists the following reasons why such immunity might be 
necessary.  They include: 
 

 possible conflicts of interest in their duties 

 breaches of confidentiality 

 violations of the due process rights of those affected by UNFCCC 

 making decisions or actions that are beyond the legal mandate of the organization or its subsidiaries 
 
Any one of those headings could and should involve criminal proceedings if the persons responsible have breached 
their legal responsibility. 



 

 
 
 
 

 
 
  
 

 

 
Investigating the Science of Global Climate Change  Page 5 of 6 

Lord Acton was a very wise man.  He said, “Power corrupts, absolute power corrupts absolutely”.  This is 
nowhere more true than when the persons have Immunity from criminal prosecution. 

  
Peter Burns 

    Vice-President, Friends of Science 

 

SCIENCE NEWS 
 

Temperature Adjustments 
 
In 1975, the National Academy of Sciences produced a graph of northern hemisphere temperatures, which shows 
temperatures declined 0.7 Celsius from 1938 to 1968. The Goddard Institute of Space Studies (GISS) headed by Dr. 
James Hansen has since altered the temperature record by reducing the past temperatures.  
 
The graph below, produced by Steven Goddard, shows an overlay of the original uncorrupted temperature record, the 
blue curve, and the current GISS record. The black squares are the annual mean temperatures and the red curve is a 
5-year running average. Temperatures before 1960 have been reduced by 0.2 C to 0.3 C.  Steve Goddard writes 
“Hansen cooled the past in order to hide the warmth of the 1930s, and the cooling from 1940 to 1970.”  See here. 
 

One of the adjustments is supposed to correct for 
the urban heat island (UHI) effect.  Thermal 
images here of two American cities and 
surrounding areas were produced from the 
Enhanced Thematic Mapper on NASA’s Landsat 7 
satellite. Providence, Rhode Island has surface 
temperatures 12 degrees Celsius warmer than its 
surroundings. As population and the city expends 
around the surface temperature stations, the 
measured temperatures increase due to the UHI 
effect. To correct for this, recent temperatures 
should be reduced or past temperatures should be 
increased. But the GISS applies an urban warming 
correction to their temperature index in the wrong 
direction in 45% of the adjustments, which 
increases the urban warming effect. See here.  
 
Dr. Roy Spencer analyzed the United States 
Historical Climate Network (USHCN) temperature 
index and reports that virtually all of the USHCN 
warming since 1973 appears to be the result of 
adjustments NOAA has made to the data, mainly in 
the 1995-97 timeframe. The linear USHCN 1973 to 
2012 temperature trend is 19 times the population 
adjusted temperature trend from the International 
Surface Hourly dataset. See here. 

 
 

Falling Clouds Could Counter Global Warming  
 
An analysis of 10 years of data from NASA’s Terra satellite shows a significant reduction of high clouds and a 1% 
reduction in the average cloud height. The research published in the journal Geophysical Research Letters shows that 
the reduction in average cloud height allows long-wave radiation to more easily escape to space, offsetting the 

http://stevengoddard.wordpress.com/2012/04/28/no-northern-hemisphere-warming-since-the-1930s/
http://earthobservatory.nasa.gov/IOTD/view.php?id=47704
http://www.friendsofscience.org/assets/documents/CorrectCorrections.pdf
http://www.friendsofscience.org/index.php?id=571
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warming effect of anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions. More high clouds tend to cause warming while more low 
clouds tend to cause cooling. See here.  
 
 

Ken Gregory 
    Director, Friends of Science 
 

 

DONATIONS 
 
To accomplish our educational goals we need financial help from our members. I realize that these tough economic 
times are not conducive to many charitable donations, but in order to get life back onto a normal stream we need to 
raise important questions – this debate matters, and it starts with you.  Please go to www.friendsofscience.org  and 
make your contribution; on the upper right of the home page. 
 
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 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 
 
E-mail:   contact@friendsofscience.org        Websites:    www.friendsofscience.org                                                                                                                                        
        www.climatechange101.ca 

 

http://www.theage.com.au/environment/climate-change/falling-clouds-could-counter-global-warming-20120222-1tmpw.html#ixzz1r6Q8TekM
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