Does this Conference have credibility ?

(as an honest attempt to analyse the environmental issues around shale gas ?)
[image: image1.jpg]




                                         Not with 
 BENNY PEISER 
      as a speaker !
Benny Peiser is listed on the website for this conference as an “expert speaker“.  

If Benny Peiser is an an expert on anything relevant to this Conference then so is my pet budgey, “Genghis” !   

So who is Benny Peiser ? 

In brief Benny Peiser is a thoroughly discredited and disingenuous front-man for a transparently politically motivated ‘think tank’ set up with express purpose of attacking any and all of the efforts being made to tackle global warming and characterised by bad science, manipulation of the facts and intellectual dishonesty.

So does Benny Peiser have any expertise in anything ? 

He is a social anthropologist, late of Liverpool Moores University. He has written (3) peer reviewed papers on 
cosmic impacts and the sociology of sport. Relevance to shale gas, climate change and climate policy ? Nil.

Thoroughly discredited ? 
Benny Peiser’s claim to fame was his attack on Naomi Oreske’s much-cited article demonstrating the strength of scientific consensus on climate change. He ended up having to back down from just about all his assertions. 

http://www.carbonbrief.org/profiles/benny-peiser    \  http://www.sourcewatch.org/index.php?title=Benny_Peiser

 http://www.logicalscience.com/skeptics/BPeiser.html  \  http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/s1777013.htm 


Disengenuous ?  Not only that but there is clear evidence that he knowingly misrepresented the nature of his data in a commentary on his own study he wrote for the ‘National Post’ of Canada..

file:///C:/Documents%20and%20Settings/All%20Users/Documents/Shale%20Gas/GWPF/2005_05_01_backseatdriving_archive.html 

So what else does he do ?

Well he’s an advisory member to the “Science Alliance” an outfit set up by an aggregates magnate frustrated by “all this environmental stuff” and designed to project a view on scientific issues that would be more compatible with the interests of his and other industries.

http://www.desmogblog.com/benny_peiser   \   http://www.guardian.co.uk/society/2001/jul/11/guardiansocietysupplement7 

And what other dodgy connections does he have ?
He is a co-editor of “Energy and Environment” a little-respected publication widely regarded as expressly created to give a voice to climate sceptics whose work could not meet  the standards required by mainstream scientific journals – and with a standard of “peer-review” that is highly suspect. (For instance it published an expanded version of an article that originally appeared in ‘Climate Research’ but the inclusion of which was later admitted by the editor of ‘Climate Research’ to have been a lapse in peer review standards…..)  http://www.sourcewatch.org/index.php?title=Energy_and_Environment  / http://www.realclimate.org/docs/thacker/skeptics.pdf 

http://www.realclimate.org/index.php/archives/2011/02/ee-threatens-a-libel-suit/  
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http://bigcitylib.blogspot.com/2011/02/peer-review-at-e.html  /
He also writes for Local Transport Today which has a notoriously climate-sceptic editor  http://www.sourcewatch.org/index.php?title=Local_Transport_Today 
And the GLOBAL WARMING POLICY FOUNDATION (of which Benny Peiser is Director) ? 
The GWPF regularly and dishonestly masquerades as an  “independent environmental charity” when it was clearly set up for political ends by a politician – namely Lord (Nigel) Lawson, whose views on global warming have been described by Sir John Houghton (ex co-chair of the IPCCC and former Chief Executive at the Met Office) as “neither cool nor rational”. http://www.jri.org.uk/resource/CritiqueOf_AppealToReason.pdf 

It is impossible not to see the GWPF as anything other than an expression of Lord Lawson’s well known neo-liberal ideas and ideology, his opposition to anything that might require extra regulations upon trade and industry. The GWPF will not reveal the identity of its funders and appears to have 81 members at most. 
http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/2011/jan/20/global-warming-policy-foundation-donors
It – and its founder -  have been associated with a catalogue of scientific errors and bogus statistics.  
http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/2011/oct/21/lord-lawson-global-warming-errors   It was the source, for instance,  for one incorrect statistic for which the Daily Mail had to publish an apology. http://www.carbonbrief.org/blog/2011/09/gwpf-mail-pcc                 Bob Ward (Policy and Communications Director, ‘Grantham Research Institute on Climate Change and the Environment’ at the London School of Economics) has suggested that its claim to charitable status is highly dubious given its transparent political purpose. 
See further  http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk/8398103.stm  (GWPF’s purpose in Lawson’s own words) ; http://www.sourcewatch.org/index.php?title=Global_Warming_Policy_Foundation / http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/2008/may/03/climatechange.greenpolitics 
 
 And at the heart of the GWPF there is a central absurdity:  it claims to be “open-minded on the contested science of global warming” (GWPF website). But if it does not have a view on this, and therefore on the nature and scale of the threat it poses, how can it have a meaningful view on any policies developed to deal with it ???
    In fact its close association – almost exclusively – with prominent sceptics show the “open minded” claim to be simply dishonest and just an excuse to dodge an argument over the science it knows it will lose. Its real agenda is the economic policies it is already committed to that it does not want to see effected in any way, as a necessary part of our response to the climate crisis. 
The GWPF fulfils a parallel role to many right wing fossil-fuel-industry funded think tanks that spread disinformation on climate change in the US and it is no surprise that in a list of 900 papers supposedly supporting  climate scepticism, published by GWPF, 9 out of 10 top authors had links to groups funded by ExxonMobil http://www.carbonbrief.org/blog/2011/04/900-papers-supporting-climate-scepticism-exxon-links 

In fact the Heartland Insitute, a notorious US right wing fossil-fuel-industry-funded denialist ‘think tank’               ( http://www.sourcewatch.org/index.php?title=Heartland_Institute ) has invited Benny Peiser to its conferences and its no surprise that its this kind of institution that also refers to him as a global warming “expert”
In summary it is either plain stupid  …………or a deliberate cynical ploy with an ulterior motive ….

…..to describe  Benny Peiser as an ‘expert’ or place him on an equal footing with a well respected scientist like Professor Kevin Anderson from the Tyndall Insitute for Climate Change Research  or a genuine environmentalist like Mike Childs from Friends of the Earth, a body with tens of thousands of members. 
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The oil and gas industry is behind the organisation of this conference and it can hardly be said to be disinterested in its outcome. There are huge financial interests already lining up behind the expected shale gas boom and they know that opposition to “fracking” on environmental grounds represents a huge threat to their potential profits.  They know that they need to convince politicians and the public that they have really engaged with the scientific and environmental arguments and hence the appearance at this conference of the likes of Kevin Anderson and Mike Childs (both duty bound to take every significant opportunity to make their case) . But this can be seen as no more than a cynical ploy to be able to claim they have engaged with all the arguments and to gain credibility and a favourable image for their industry. At least their real commitment to honest, open and rigorous discussion in good faith will always be under suspicion as long as they have as speakers at this conference the likes of …                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
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