
13th April 2021 

Email to: Laura Lynch, What on Earth 

CC: Bob McDonald, Quirks and Quarks 

       Catherine Tait, President, and CEO of CBC/Radio-Canada 
       Steven Guilbeault, Minister of Canadian Heritage 

Dear Laura Lynch, 

A few weeks ago, our group wrote to Bob McDonald at Quirks and Quarks regarding his interview with 

Michael Mann in late January.  We requested that the CBC give equal time to the other side of the climate 

debate, being those who maintain that the science of climate change is not settled.  You were meant to be 

copied on that email as we also objected to the giving of a platform by your show What on Earth to Genevieve 

Gunther, who as you know has a "woke" website devoted to exposing every instance on the planet of extreme 

weather events which are not attributed by the media to man-made CO2 emissions.  

There are media outlets devoted to attributing all extreme weather events to man-made CO2 emissions. 

These include The Guardian newspaper and certainly the New York Times, which in an end-of-year article 

declared that 2020 was the hottest year ever and blamed this exclusively on man-made emissions. 2020 tied 

with 2016, not as the hottest year ever, but perhaps the hottest year since the end of the Medieval Warming 

Period.   

Upon greater investigation of your show What on Earth we note that your show is entirely devoted to the notion 

that the Science of climate change is settled.  We f ind this premise to be unsuitable for a show by a public 

broadcaster which is required by its mandate to present a balanced view to Canadians. 

The undersigned, particularly Gerald Ratzer and Doug Lightfoot, have devoted years of  their lives to studying 

the f ield and seeking to inf luence and inform Canadian politicians of  the actual Science of  climate change, not 

the alarmist unproven view that CO2 is the essential control knob of  global temperature. 

We would invite you to consider the following factors which certainly indicate that the Science of climate 

change is not settled: 

1. None of  the IPCC models have correctly forecast global temperature changes since the inception of  the
IPCC, in 1988.  The models have overestimated by roughly 200% the amount of  temperature rise. Normally

this would lead to a conclusion that the basic premises of  the models are incorrect, and certainly demonstrate

that climate science is not settled.  Chart A attached hereto shows the magnitude of  the error.

2. There is some correlation in recent times between CO2 rises and global temperature rises.  In Science,

correlation does not equal causation.  If  one looks back in history, there is no correlation between CO2

increases or decreases and temperature rises.  Chart B shows this historical perspective, including periods

where the earth was many degrees higher.

3. As a trace gas, CO2 is a minuscule presence in the atmosphere, water vapour is present at up to 100 times
greater than CO2, molecule-for-molecule.  Water vapour also occupies a much larger portion of  the inf rared
spectrum which creates the greenhouse ef fect which allows plant and animal life on Earth.  There is no

scientif ic proof that by reducing CO2 one will reduce water vapour (to any measurable degree) and hence
global temperatures.  Chart C shows the relationship between CO2 and water vapour within the inf rared

spectrum.

4. CO2 is essential for plant growth.  If  it falls greatly, plants will no longer grow.  The rise of  CO2 in the last

century has contributed to the greater greening of  the planet, as shown by satellite images in Chart D.

5. The notion of  the 97% consensus among scientists is a myth.   The details of  this myth are set out in Chart

E. The 97% seems to be the fallback position of many when they are unable to rebut the evidence listed

above.

We like Will Happer’s example of  Alf red Wegener and the theory of  continental drif t.  The consensus of  

scientists resisted Wegener’s theory since it was proposed in 1912 until more than f if ty years later.   The 97% 

of  scientists were just as wrong today as they were then.  More details in the Happer video. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CA1zUW4uOSw


6. There are several relevant publications and video lectures that provide much more detail on the Science 
and which we would invite you to review considering the unproven premise.  

 
We recommend a video debate entitled Conversations on Climate Change.  On June 12, 2018, renowned 
experts, Dr. Michael Mann, Dr. Patrick Moore, and Dr. Judith Curry met in Charleston, West Virginia.  Patrick 

Moore, our fellow Canadian and former Greenpeace activist who is a victim of  the cancel culture movement in 
the f ield. Judith Curry, an eminent climate scientist was hounded f rom her tenured position at Georgia Tech 
because of  her position that the Science is not settled.  We encourage you to visit her website 

judithcurry.com.  She believes that CO2 has some inf luence on temperature but on balance is not it the driving 
factor.  
 

Patrick Moore's new book contains a comprehensive review of  several of  the issues described above.  We 
wonder why Michael Mann and other Americans are preferred guests of  the CBC rather than homegrown 
talent.  

 
We ask that you and your staf f  read and cross-check the material supplied.  To provide a “balanced view” as 
per the CBC mandate, we request that you consider interviewing some of  the people referenced above.  If  

you would like to interview a Canadian – we could recommend Patrick Moore.   
 

There are many other scientists, including over 66 Canadians that have signed the World Climate 

Declaration.  We recommend this document as a good starting point  to see that a simple, one-page 

declaration can tell citizens that there is no Climate emergency.  Patrick Moore, Professor Ratzer, and 

Douglas Lightfoot have signed the declaration. 

When we wrote to Bob McDonald, we received an of f -putting response and no response on the substance of  

our complaint.  We would encourage you to respond to the many points above.  If  we do not hear f rom you, 
we will assume you have no rebuttal and will refer the matter to the CBC ombudsman.  If  you seek further 
clarity, please get in touch with us. 
  
We note that the Canadian government has committed to zero emissions by 2050 but has no concrete plan 
whatsoever to achieve that.  A carbon tax alone will dramatically fail.  For a detailed view on the dif f iculty of 
achieving Net Zero across the range of  human activities please see the recent Bill Gates book, How to Avoid 

A Climate Disaster.  Your program would be far more instructive if  it dealt with those very serious matters as 
well as the unsettled Science. 
  
We are copying the Canadian Heritage minister on this letter as he has been in the past a very busy and 
opinionated climate activist.  Perhaps he could explain in detail the Canadian plan to achieve Net Zero on an 
industry-by-industry basis, including a cost-benef it analysis.  Perhaps he could also instruct the CBC to 

adhere to its mandate of  presenting a balanced view and giving equal voice to all Canadians. 
  
We look forward to hearing f rom you. 
  
 
John Buchanan, LLB, BCL (McGill University), DESS (Universite Cezanne), Master of  Science (University of  

London) 
H. Douglas Lightfoot, MBA, P. Eng. Retired 
Gerald Ratzer, Professor Emeritus, McGill University 

 
Supporting Charts  
Chart A  Models versus Reality   courtesy of  John Christy 2020 

Chart B  CO2 and temperature f rom the geological record 
Chart C  Will Happer Slide of  CO2 contribution   Complete video here  
Chart D  Greening of  the Earth f rom extra CO2 

Chart E  Why the 97% consensus is a myth.  

https://www.facebook.com/watch/?v=1844491148945507
https://judithcurry.com/
https://clintel.org/world-climate-declaration/
https://clintel.org/world-climate-declaration/
https://www.dropbox.com/s/06o0yo4elhsg6la/Model-vs-Reality-Christy.docx?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/ka3m4dqoiklhl8l/Temp%20and%20CO2%20Chart%20B.jpg?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/u3sb4n4bnqoxkxe/From%20Happer%20Video%20Feb%202021.jpg?dl=0
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CA1zUW4uOSw
https://www.dropbox.com/s/mjbx5bxajj2t8kl/Chart%20D%20Greening.jpg?dl=0
https://www.fraserinstitute.org/article/putting-the-con-in-consensus-not-only-is-there-no-97-per-cent-consensus-among-climate-scientists-many-misunderstand-core-issues

