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Lord Lawson Calls For Public Inquiry Into CRU Data Affair

In response to recent revelations contained in leaked e-mails originating from the Climate
Research Unit at the University of East Anglia, Lord Lawson, Chairman of the Board of Trustees
of the GWPF, has called for a rigorous and independent inquiry into the matter. While reserving
judgment on the contents of the e-mails, Lord Lawson said these are very serious issues and
allegations that reach to the heart of scientific integrity and credibility.

“Astonishingly, what appears, at least at first blush, to have emerged is that (a) the scientists
have been manipulating the raw temperature figures to show a relentlessly rising global
warming trend; (b) they have consistently refused outsiders access to the raw data; (c) the
scientists have been trying to avoid freedom of information requests; and (d) they have been
discussing ways to prevent papers by dissenting scientists being published in learned journals.”

“There may be a perfectly innocent explanation. But what is clear is that the integrity of the
scientific evidence on which not merely the British Government, but other countries, too,
through the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, claim to base far-reaching and hugely
expensive policy decisions, has been called into question. And the reputation of British science
has been seriously tarnished. A high-level independent inquiry must be set up without delay.”



Lord Lawson added:

“Since the CRU is funded by the Natural Environment Research Council (NERC) and is part of the
University of East Anglia, we call on Edmund Wallis, the chairman of the NERC and Brandon
Gough, the Chancellor of the UEA, to jointly commission an independent inquiry into the
revelations, including, of course, their veracity.”

Professsor David Henderson, the Chairman of the Academic Advisory Council of the GWPF said:
“The evolution of climate policies needs to be linked to a process of inquiry, review and advice
that is more open, thorough, balanced and objective than is now the case. This is the mission of
the Global Warming Policy Foundation.”

http://wikileaks.org/wiki/Climatic_Research Unit emails%2C data%2C models%2C 1996-2009

Most scientific sceptics have been dismissive of the various reconstructions of temperature
which suggest 1998 is the warmest year of the past millennium. Our case has been significantly
bolstered over the last week with statistician Steve Mclintyre finally getting access to data used
by Keith Briffa, Tim Osborn and Phil Jones to support the idea that there has been an
unprecedented upswing in temperatures over the last hundred years — the infamous hockey
stick graph.

Mr Mclntyre’s analysis of the data — which he had been asking for since 2003 — suggests that
scientists at the Climate Research Unit of the Hadley Centre associated with the UK Met. Office
have been using only a small subset of the available data to make their claims that recent years
have been the hottest of the last millennium. When the entire data set is used, Mr Mclntyre
claims that the hockey stick shape disappears completely.

Mr Mclntyre has previously showed problems with the mathematics behind the ‘hockey stick’.
But scientists at the Climate Research Centre (CRU), in particular Dr Briffa, have continuously
republished claiming the upswing in temperatures over the last 100 years is real and not an
artifact of the methodology used — as claimed by Mr MclIntyre. However, these same scientists
have denied Mr Mcintyre access to all the data. Recently they were forced to make more data
available to Mr Mclintyre after they published in the Philosophical Transactions of the Royal
Society - ajournal which unlike Nature and Science has strict policies on data archiving which it
enforces.

This week’s claims by Steve Mclnyre that scientists associated with the UK Met. Office have
been less than diligent are serious and suggest some of the most defended building blocks of
the case for anthropogenic global warming are based on the indefensible when the
methodology is laid bare.

This sorry saga also raises issues associated with how data is archived at the UK Met. Office with
incomplete data sets that spuriously support the case for global warming being promoted while
complete data sets are kept hidden from the public — including from scientific sceptics like Steve
Mclintyre.

It is indeed time leading scientists at the Climate Research Centre associated with the UK Met.
Office explain how Mr Mclintyre is in error or resign.
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