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1 September 2019 
 
 
Dear  
 

Re – The IPA’s Climate Change: The Facts 2020 
 
When John Roskam at the Institute of Public Affairs asked me whether I would write a letter of 
support for the IPA's upcoming book Climate Change: The Facts 2020 I said ‘Yes – of course – I 
would be delighted to!’ without a moment's hesitation. 
 
I'd like to tell you why I think Climate Change: The Facts 2020 is such an important book of 
research and why if you can you should make a donation to cover the costs of its 
publication.  (John wanted me to make sure to mention that your donation to Climate Change: 
The Facts 2020 is tax deductible.) 
 
Virtually all the major scientific organisations in the world today have officially endorsed the 
alarmist view that humans are causing dangerous warming of the planet.  
 
Almost all governments and media outlets take a similar view.  It is therefore remarkable, in the 
face of this overwhelming ‘official’ endorsement, that a very large fraction of the population 
don’t believe them.  This is because the public understands the nature of science in a way the 
government and media don't. 
 
Science is advanced by the exercise of intellectual freedom and by the testing of evidence.  Facts 
are not established by consensus.  The history of science over thousands of years is littered with 
consensus theories that were wrong and sometimes even dangerous.  
 
In my own case against James Cook University, in March when Judge Vasta handed down his 
decision finding that I had been unlawfully sacked by JCU he said this about intellectual freedom: 
 

...it allows ideas to conflict with each other; to battle and test each other.  It is within this 
‘battle’ that the strengths and weaknesses of ideas are found out.  In this process, there 
comes ‘learning’.  And with learning comes discovery. 
 
Intellectual freedom allows academics to challenge the status quo and encourage critical 
analysis.  History tells of many people who did so. 
 
During the last 160 years, arguably the two most prominent scientists/academics to 
challenge the status quo have been Charles Darwin and Albert Einstein.  The ideas 



 

brought forth by both of these men were extremely controversial and offended several of 
their academic peers as well as many others in greater society. 
 
That is how it should be and without intellectual freedom the world would have been  
denied the benefit of ground-breaking thought and intellectual risk taking of the sort that 
encourages innovation and other scholastic enquiries. 
 

I absolutely agree with this – and I hope you do too.  That's why it is so disappointing to hear 
politicians and policymakers using the words ‘consensus’ and ‘science’ interchangeably.  
 
It is a sad fact that there is growing distrust of scientists and scientific institutions working on 
climate and many other related disciplines.  None of us dispute the many totally reliable areas of 
science that have improved our lives.  And yet there is widespread distrust of all the 
environmental sciences.  All we want is to be able to trust ‘the science’ again, but our science 
institutions are failing us and seem incapable of self-reformation.  They are yet to accept they 
have a reliability and credibility problem. 
 
Reform of our science institutions will only come from a blowtorch of scrutiny that will have to 
be applied from outside. In this regard, the Institute of Public Affairs is a world leader, of which 
we should be proud.  The IPA's support of me throughout my case demonstrates how strongly the 
IPA believes in freedom of intellectual inquiry.  
 
The IPA's Climate Change: The Facts 2020 is actually the fourth book in the IPA's Climate 
Change: The Facts series.  There was The Facts 2012, The Facts 2014, and of course The Facts 
2017.  John has told me that The Facts 2017 has sold more than 30,000 copies. 
 
I contributed a chapter for Climate Change: The Facts 2017 and I'm also writing a chapter in 
Climate Change: The Facts 2020. 
 
Back in 2017 I wrote my chapter for the IPA as the Professor of Physics at James Cook 
University.  I said that: 
 

In this chapter, I was asked to focus on climate change.  I have highlighted just a few 
examples of questionable science – the list is long.  Furthermore, climate change is only 
one of many claimed stressors causing damage to the Great Barrier Reef; others include 
sediments, nutrients and pesticides from agriculture. 
 
I have investigated these supposed threats and they are even less convincing and more 
contrived than the claimed effects of climate change (Ridd et al. 2011; and 2012).  But 
challenges to the conventional wisdom are typically ignored, largely drowned out and 
sidelined by the majority. 
 
There is now an industry that employs thousands of people whose job it is to ‘save the 
Great Barrier Reef’.  As a scientist, to question the proposition that the reef is damaged is 
a potentially career-ending move (Lloyd 2016). 
 



 

Policy science concerning the Great Barrier Reef is almost never checked.  Over the next 
few years, Australian governments will spend more than a billion dollars on the Great 
Barrier Reef; the costs to industry could far exceed this.  Yet the keystone research papers  
have not been subject to proper scrutiny.  Instead, there is a total reliance on the 
demonstrably inadequate peer-review process. 

 
In August 2017 I was interviewed on Sky News by Alan Jones on his Jones and Co program and 
I discussed what I said in my chapter about the peer-review process.  What I said in that interview 
was later cited by JCU as one of the grounds for them dismissing me from my employment at the 
university. 
 
I'm supporting the IPA's new book because I believe in freedom of intellectual inquiry and a book 
like Climate Change: The Facts 2020 is one of the few places left where you can have a scientific 
debate and present and contest evidence. 
 
My good friend, Dr Jennifer Marohasy, Senior Fellow at the IPA has done a brilliant job as editor 
of Climate Change: The Facts 2020 bringing together some of the most eminent scientists from 
around the world to contribute to the book.  I'm probably not going to agree with every one of 
their conclusions and they might not agree with every one of mine either.  But that's not the 
point.  The point is to engage in analysis and discussion and not simply assume that because 
something is the consensus view that's been peer-reviewed that therefore it must be right and can 
never be challenged. 
 
The other reason I'm proud to support Climate Change: The Facts 2020 is because I think it's 
important to send a message to the politicians and the public that ‘the science is not settled’ and 
that science is seldom settled and that there's still academics and scholars who despite all the 
hurdles they face in terms of their career and their prospects are willing to participate in a 
scientific debate about climate changes and its consequences.  It's particularly important to send 
this message out to younger scientists and to any young person who loves science and tell them 
it's OK to question the consensus – that's what Darwin and Einstein did. 
 
John's told me that he'll include with my letter all the details of how you can donate to Climate 
Change: The Facts 2020 so I'll leave that up to him. 
 
I just want to say thank you for reading this letter.  Please know that despite all the obstacles we 
face I'm incredibly optimistic about the future of science because to ask and enquire and wonder 
why things are the way they are is a fundamental part of the human condition.  Sometimes that 
spirit might be challenged, but it will never die. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 


