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Mr. Michael McLean,

Secretary, 

Senate Environment, Communications, Information Technology and Arts

Legislation Committee

Dear Mr. McLean, 

Further to my emails of 20th and 22nd December to you attaching my submission to the forthcoming hearing on the Kyoto Protocol Ratification Bill, 2003, [No. 2] I am submitting the amendment as a covering letter to my previous submission in which my criticism and objection of the said Bill was implied albeit not specifically said.

I object to the Bill as a practicing scientist in glaciological research into the triggering mechanisms of collapse events, ice streams and surges, in glaciers and ice sheets.

My objection is based on the following grounds:

1. The rationale of the Bill is entirely conditional on the relevance correctness and appropriate-ness of the Summaries of the IPCC Third Assessment Report, 2000. The best of scientific knowledge at this time indicates that the Summaries are neither correct nor relevant nor appropriate. This belief is based on the following:

a. The Summaries do not reflect an unbiased insight as to the content of the scientific papers within the Third Assessment Report (TAR) itself.

b. The IPCC process does not involve the wider scientific community in the specific cases where there is some contention as to the direction of IPCC.

c.  For instance, the oceans, and the ice sheets are only seen as providing boundary conditions for differential equations describing the atmosphere. It is impossible under their (IPCC) regime to describe stochastic events deriving from processes generated in the hydrosphere and cryosphere.

d. The IPCC process does not account for the mercurial shifts in world ocean currents which occur periodically, nor does it consider collapse events in ice sheets, the remnants in Greenland and Antarctica, which are occurring now, both of which have considerable impact on climate and sea level.

e. The methodology of the IPCC process is ill posed. The only driver of climate change considered is changing composition of the atmosphere. The problem is more correctly posed by asking what is the relativity of change in climate (caused by greenhouse gases) to NATURAL variations!

f. The projections of IPCC Summaries for future levels of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere in the future are based on seriously flawed economics.

g. No account is taken of the buffering effects of the phytosphere.

2. The IPCC Summaries incorrectly assess the cause of changing sea levels. No account is taken of the historical rise in sea level since the last ice age caused by collapsing marine ice sheets, both in the northern and southern hemispheres.

3. Empirical evidence suggests that the clock of evolution of humankind as initially described by the idealists will continue to run forward and will not suffer any propensity to suddenly run backward. Much of the eco-philosophy of the more radical end of the spectrum of the environmental movement hearkens back to a lost age in the early historical period of matriarchal agrarian societies, the eco-feminists, or even to a pre-historical period of patriarchal hunter gathering societies, the deep ecologists. The greenhouse issue is driven by these agendas.

My attached papers discuss stochastic events in the West Antarctic Ice Sheet (Rowden-Rich), bias in the IPCC Summaries (Wojick), incorrect approach to funding the scientific enterprise on the basis of threats, real or perceived, alone (Crichton), incorrect use of economic models for assessing future emissions scenarios (Foster), and finally, an incorrect interpretation of meteorological data from satellite sensors (Foster).

I also have NASA Oceans and Ice Branch material loaned by Dr. Robert Bindschadler.

My own submission is based on research conducted since 1993 on the ongoing collapse events presently occurring in West Antarctica. I have drawn heavily on the geophysical and glaciological research literature, and recent reports and data emanating from NASA Oceans and Ice Branch, Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbelt, Maryland, USA, which your committee in drawing primarily from the meteorological fraternity is unlikely to access. The significance of the recently conducted internationally funded studies on the West Antarctic Ice Sheet, is that there is an ongoing collapse event, causing rapid pulses of sea level rise in the past, having caused a slow rise of eustatic sea level of circa 5 metres in the past 5 millennia, also independently corroborated by at least 200 stations of sea level gauges around the world, and which collapse is accelerating to a rate of 2 or even 4 mm per annum, an event which is totally independent of the so-called enhanced greenhouse effect or “global warming”. The politico-economic significance is no amount of spending on abatement measures of greenhouse gas emissions will stop this event.

This information is extremely important and extremely significant to the context of your enquiry and the national interest demands that this aspect be brought to the attention of government. I would add that I am able to support these assertions with data from NASA.

It must be brought to public attention that the glaciologists’ view-point contradicts that of the meteorologists. Business will stampede from supporting the agenda of environmentalists when world temperatures take a downturn in the near future from Pacific Decadal Oscillation oceanic effects. The greenhouse bandwagon will be ridiculed in the near future when the downswing in global average temperature becomes more perceptible. This is only a few years away. The vast program of greenhouse centred environmental management by governments, industry, the bureaucracy, will come to nought. 



Yours faithfully,



Murray Rowden-Rich (Ph.D.)  

ATTACHMENT:

1. The Paradigm Shift

2. What Is Going On In West Antarctica?

3. The Oceans

4. Global Warming Review

5. Science and Eco-Philosophy

1.
The Paradigm Shift:

It is an historical coincidence that, in 1988, the greenhouse revolution came onto the centre stage of science and public policy with the publication of NASA’s James Hansen’s article in the New York Times, about the imminent catastrophe of global warming, in the same year that Hartmut Heinrich, of Wegener Institute, Germany,  published his obscure paper on iceberg armadas occurring in the North Atlantic Ocean during the ice age.

The greenhouse is a failed revolution. Meteorologists acting through the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) have attempted to hijack the scientific enterprise. They have irresponsibly contributed to a bogus political campaign for de-carbonising the world. The greenhouse is the old paradigm.

The scientific evidence for ice sheet collapse being a dominant driver of climate change and sea level rise has been consolidated in the last decade. The evidence on the other hand that atmospheric chemistry is the major contributor to the shifting climate has become even more obscure and indeed incorrect!

Meteorologists now are faced with a contender for importance. The recent discoveries from glaciology, relating to the ongoing collapse event in the West Antarctic Ice Sheet, put them out of the limelight, into the shadows. Glaciologists then realized that there was a most significant event going on now in the West Antarctic, similar to the Heinrich Events which occurred in the North Atlantic Ocean in the last ice age.

The ongoing collapse of the West Antarctic Ice Sheet will dominate earth science in the coming decades. The environmental effects of a collapsing ice sheet pale global warming from the greenhouse into insignificance! This new paradigm from glaciology, to the effect that collapsing ice sheets drive climate shifts, constitutes a scientific revolution, which will dominate the earth sciences for decades to come. This clash of competing paradigms, this tension in argument and debate, is at the heart of progress in science.

The collapse event in the West Antarctic Ice Sheet, gives the scientists a project, which ultimately will require far more resources for pursuit of the scientific enterprise; it gives the media a much more dramatic and interesting story which will run in great excitement and interest for decades; and most importantly, gives the politicians A REAL ISSUE which is not dependent on aberrant scientific theories!

2.
What is happening in WEST ANTARCTICA?

Preamble:
The topic of the collapsing West Antarctic Ice Sheet impinges significantly on the validity of the accepted model pf global warming by the enhanced greenhouse effect of higher levels of carbon dioxide and other industrial gases in the atmosphere (the greenhouse effect). The new paradigm to the effect that rapid changes in the West Antarctic Ice Sheet are the most significant amongst the many drivers of global climate change changes the world forever. This scientific revolution is based on observations not models.

There are many factors of natural variability including geological processes. Atmospheric chemistry changes are secondary to these drivers of climate change. The effects on sea level rise of the West Antarctic Ice Sheet collapse are significant and also drives changes in ocean currents and consequently climate!

In the clash of the titans, the struggle for in-commensurate paradigms, there is a shift of paradigms, or models, on which scientists base their work. The 90’s has been the decade of the popularization of the paradigm of atmospheric chemistry changes. The twenty-first century will be dominated by the paradigm of these naturally occurring collapse events of the ice sheets, the “Heinrich Events” in the North Atlantic Ocean, and the West Antarctic Ice Sheet event, now in place in the Antarctic Ocean, driving significant changes in the Southern Hemisphere, ocean currents, sea temperature variations, and sea level rise, all of which impinge only a few years later, on the climate of the Northern Hemisphere. The effect is primarily driven by a change in angular spin-rate the earth caused by the extra flux of icebergs into the ocean.

The Heinrich Events:
 My essential point is that we are now in a scientific revolution in the earth sciences, which was initiated in 1988 by the discovery by Heinrich of Germany of the “Heinrich Events”. His then obscure paper described the discovery on the floor of the North Atlantic Ocean of layers of iceberg deposited detritus, deposited by trillion ton iceberg armadas. These deposits had their origin in the ice streams of the Laurentian Ice Sheet in Hudson’s Strait, and other location from as far a-field as Greenland and Norway. The term, “Heinrich Events”, was coined a few years later by Prof. Wallace Broecker, of the Lamont-Dougherty Geological Observatory, a part of Columbia University. The layers of detritus were dated by radio isotope analysis back in time through the last ice age, each layer separated by an interval of 7-10,000 years, showing that they were not induced by the slowly varying insolation cycles of precession nutation and obliquity of the movement of the sun around the earth (Milankovitch cycles). On the contrary the layers on this scale could only have been deposited by geological-glaciological events, which had a physico-mechanical  origin. The iceberg armadas were accompanied by rapid shifts in temperature, up to as much as 10o C in a decade, and significant changes in ocean currents, particularly the thermo-haline conveyor. The import was that climate science now had to take account of stochastic events, not only the easily predicted changes of meteorology. Even to this day the precise mechanism of the “Heinrich Events” still has not been adequately described. These complex and little understood events now put glaciology back in the big tent of climate science. Earth (and climate) changes are driven primarily by stochastic events.

West Antarctic Ice Sheet Collapse: 
Recent research from glaciology, geophysics and glacial geology schools, in North America and Europe, demonstrates that the present West Antarctic Ice Sheet collapse is an ongoing event dating from the Last glacial Maximum about 18,000 years ago of the last Ice Age. The present collapse accelerated about 12,000 years ago, there was a distinct event 8,000 years ago when sea level rose 6.5 metres in 400 years, and some diminution to a slow steady wasting dating from 5,000 years ago during which sea level has risen from this ice sheet break-up at approximately 1 mm per annum. The ice sheet in West Antarctica has lost 2/3 of its mass in this period of 12,000 years of collapse.

3.
The Oceans:

It is now well established that shifts in currents in the Pacific Ocean were a major contributor to the global downturn in temperatures in the 1950’s and similarly were largely responsible for the rapid upturn in temperatures in 1976/77. These ocean changes are cyclic. There has in the recent past been detected an up-welling of the cold Antarctic Intermediate Water off the coast of Peru, estimated to have commenced 1998. The effects of this will be to drive down world wide global temperatures in the next decade.

This rate of downward movement of sea surface temperatures is at least an order of magnitude greater than the very slowly rising atmospheric temperature increase caused by the enhanced greenhouse effect.

The sea surface temperature cycles in the North Pacific Ocean were first discovered by fishermen operating in the North Pacific Ocean and then scientists from the University of Washington discovered that there were cycles within cycles, some on frequencies as low as a decade, others fifty years or more.

It now appears from the most recent research in oceanography that the perturbing effect of the collapse processes in the Antarctic Ice Sheet is a contributor to these mercurial shifts in the North Pacific Ocean.

4.
Global Warming Review:

The effect of the greenhouse on the rise of world temperatures is unlikely to exceed 0.2 to 0.3 o C in the ensuing century. There is probably an already embedded effect of 0.2o C.

The IPCC models have misrepresented the emissions scenarios from the economics of rising carbon usage by the developing Third World by a factor of about 3. The models from physics mistake the temperature rise by a factor of between 5 and 25, because many factors such as the effects of clouds are not taken account of in prescribing the numerical models (Prof. R. Lindzen, personal communication). Furthermore, there is an unknown negative feedback effect from carbon fertilization in the phyto-sphere, plants absorbing more carbon dioxide with higher levels thereof. Evidence from observational science does not support the notion that the greenhouse is anything more than a very small effect indistinguishable from the noise of natural variability in the climate system. The fraudulent misuse of science by IPCC Summaries is exposed. 

5.
Science and Eco-Philosophy

The distortion of environmental programs by the meteorologists carpet-bagging onto the conservation  movement is to the severe detriment of those traditional conservationists who may express genuine concern for the environment, the primacy of nature and the preservation of forests. The stupidity of meteorologists in promoting to such extraordinary lengths the paradigm of global warming by the enhanced greenhouse effect when there are at least twenty other factors, which cause climate change, is only matched by the gullibility of our politicians in believing them.  The thirty year party of the meteorologists must end. 

The philosophy of the environmentalists is drawn from many disparate intellectual traditions. There has been the traditional concern for nature from conservatives based on the biblical concept of stewardship of the earth by humans. The socialists presented elements drawn from anarchism and syndicalism to promote the idea of nurturing of the earth. Spinoza developed a system of codified precepts upon which the later Socinians evolved, leading to pantheism, a type of bottom-up solution. The advocates of the Gaiasphere have equated nature, the earth, and the ultimate deity, a top-down approach on the other hand. The nazis and fascists of the 1930’s drew upon the unrequited yearnings unsatisfied by the then popular political ideas in a similar way that green politicians today quixotically hark back to a long past age of closeness to nature.
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