






































































































































STATEMENT BY THE COUNCIL
OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES
ReGARDING GLOBAL CHANGE PETITION

Apnl 20, 1998

The Council of the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) is concerned atout the
confusion caused by a petition being circulated via a letter from a former president of
this Academy. This pettion criticizes the science underlying the Kyoto treaty on carbon
dioxide emissions (the Kyoto Protocol to the Framework Convention on Climate

- Change), and it asks scientists to recommend rejection of this treaty by the U.S. Senate.
The petition was mailed with an op-ed arucle from The Wall Street fournal and a
manuscript in a format that is nearly identical to that of scientific articles published in
the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences. The NAS Council wouid like to make
it clear that this petition has nothing to do with the National Academy of Sciences and
that the manuscript was not published in the Proceedings of the Narional Academy of
Sciences or in any other peer-reviewed journal.

The perition does not reflect the conclusions of expert reports of the Academy.

In particuiar, the Committee on Science, Engineering, and Public Policy of the National
Academy of Sciences, the National Academy of Engineering (NAZ), and the Institute of
Medicine IOM) conducted a major consensus study on this issue, entitled Policy
Implications of Greenhouse Warming (1991,1992). This analysis, which is available on the
World Wide Web at <wwwZ.nas.edu/climate-change/>, concluded that " ...even given
the considerable uncernainties in our knowledge of the relevant phenomena, grcenhouse
warming poses a potential threat sufficient to merit prompt responses. ... Investment in
mitigation measures acts as insurance protection against the great uncertainties and the
possibility of dramatic surprises.” In addition, the Committee on Global Change
Research of the National Research Council, the operating arm of the NAS and the NAE,
will issue a major report later this spring on the research issues that can help to reduce
the scientific uncertainties associated with global change phenomena, including climate
change.

fThis statement ts available on the Web at <www.nds.edu>.)
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Science Academy Disputes Attack on Global Warming

By WILLIAM K. STEVENS

The National Academy of Sciences
has taken the extrao)dinary step of
disassociating itself from a state-
ment and petition cirzulated by one
of its former presiderts that attack
the scientific conclusins underlying
international efforts to control emis-
sions of industria! waste gases be-
lteved to cause global warming.

The petition, which its backers say
has been signed by 15,000 scientists,
calls for the Government to reject
the Kyoto Protocnl, a treaty impos-
ing limits on emissions of gases like
carbon dioxide tkat was negotiated
by more than 150 countries in Kyoto,
Japan, last Deceniber

The petition was usccecmpanied by
what appeared to bec the report of a
scientific study ccncluding that
emissions of carbon dioxide, the prin-
cipal greenhouse gas, pose no climat-
ic threat and instcad amount (o “‘a
wonderful and unexpected gift from
the Industrial Revolution."” The arti-
cle was attached to « letter by Cr.
Frederick Seitz, a past ‘president of
the academy and »resident emeritus
of Rockefeller University, urging
people to sign the petition and calling
attention to the a:ticle.

Many atmospheric scientists and
ecologists who believe global warm-
ing to be a serious (hreat had ex-
pressed anger ard alarm over the
article because it was printed in a
format and type face similar to that
of the academy’s ov'n journal. Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences. In his letter, Dr. Seitz, a
longtime skeptir on the question of
global warming, also identified him-
self as a past academy president.

On Monday, citing ‘“‘confusion’
created by the petition and the un-

erll Yee/The New York Times
Dr. Frederick Seitz, a skeptic of
the global warming theory, at the

published article, the Council of the
Academy, its governing board, disas-
sociated itself from them and said in
a statement that the petition ‘‘does
not reflect the conclusion of expert
reports ol the academy."

The eight-page article accompany-
jng the petition was described by its
authors as areview of research liter-
ature on global warming. It conclud-
cd that “predictlons of harmful cli-
matic effects due to future increases
in minor greenhouse gases like car-
bon dioxide are in error and do not
conform to current experimental

knowledge.” It cited increased plant
growth stimulated by atmospheric
carbon dioxide as a benefi®.

Many scientists believe that global
temperatures are rising because in-
creasing levels of carbon monoxide
and other man-made gases will trap
and retain heat from the sun in a
process similar to what happens in a
greenhouse. They say this warming
trend could cause sea leveis to rise
and severely disrupt the earth's cli-
mate and biological system.

Dr. Bruce Alberts, the president of
the academy, said he had received a
number of telephone calls from influ-
ential members of Congress about
the academy’s association with the
petition and the article.

The ‘‘clear message,” Dr. Alberts
said, was that ‘‘people are con-
fused.” So the academy’s governing
council, in its statement on Monday,
said that the petition had ‘‘nothing to
do’" with the academy and that the
article was never published in the
academy'’s journal.

It also noted that the most recent
academy report on global warming,
in 1991, concluded that ‘‘greenhouse
warming poses a potential threat
sufficient to merit prompt respons-
es.” This is in line with the most
authoritative assessment of the
question, by a panel of scientists ad-
vising the United Nations, which pre-
dicted in 1995 that the next century
would bring widespread climatic dis-
locations if the greenhouse effect
was not restrained.

Dr. Arthur B. Robinson, the lead-
ing author of the article circulated
with Dr. Seitz’s letter, said it had
been submitted for review by other
scientists and for publication in a
scientific journal bu* had not yet

An extraordinary
disassociation of a
scientific group from
one of its own.

been published.

Dr. Robinson said he ‘“‘never in-
tended to imply** that the academy
endorsed it. He aiso said that he
“just wanted to put'it into famiiiar
format,” and that he liked the acad-
enty journal’'s format. He noted that
nowhere did the article say it was
endorsed by the acudemy or pub-
lished by its journal.

Dr. Seitz, a physicist who was pres-
ident of the academy in the 1960's,
said, “It’s true; the academy was not
involved."” He also said he had urged
the authors of the Robinson paper to
“withdraw it"* and submit it to a
journal for publication.

Dr. Robinson is a physical chemist
at the Oregon Instiwute of Science
and Medicine in Cave Junction, Ore..,
In an interview, Dr. Robinson de-
scribed the institute as ‘‘very small,”
and said its research was ‘‘devoted
mostly to the study of biochemistry."*

He said the article was circulated
before it was published because the
delay and copyright considerations
wculd have prevented it from being
used in petition drive.

0f the 15,000 signers of the petition,
Dr. Robinson said, about 2,100 were
physicists, geophysicists, cllmatolo-
gists and meteorologists, ‘‘and of
thouse the greatest number are physi-
cists.”



















































































































































