Climate : Report of the French Academy of Sciences looks devastating to the IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate change)
	By Drieu Godefridi (*)
You will remember that facing criticism from climate skeptics, some French scientists had gone to the Government asking it to take sides in the scientific controversy. In reply to this rather medieval request, Minister Valérie Pécresse had instructed the Academy of Sciences to organize a « peaceful confrontation of points of view and methods » to « establish the current state of scientific knowledge on climate change ».
This confrontation took place on Monday 20th September, and a report will be published before the end of October.
However, the Academy of Sciences has already issued a communique (during the night of 20th to 21st September), which explains that the confrontation of points of view permitted to « distinguish between the scientifically acquired facts and the uncertainties » and highlights  « unresolved issues » in order to « specify priority research orientations ». « In the past climates, the effects of levels of sunlight linked to those of the Earth’s orbit is undisputed », the communique of the Academy of Sciences follows up. « However, the importance of the impact of cycles of solar activity remains under discussion. (…) Regarding the greenhouse gas emissions, including CO2 emitted by human activities, if there is a consensus on their impact, the role of indirect effects is still controversial ». Finally, « one of the mechanisms identified to explain the changing climate, the physical chemistry of clouds, is established to be a research direction to strengthen ».
Uncertainties, unresolved issues, debate on the influence of sunlight, debate on the indirect effects of CO2, need to deepen the physical chemistry of clouds: what remains of the beautiful certainties enumerated by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) in its last two reports ? 
Remember that the IPCC reports are normative cathedrals (what you can not do, what you must do, education, etc.: for the past ten years there is not been any environmental policy, whose genealogy can not be related to the IPCC) built on the foundation of the scientific certainties of their first part. What would crack the pseudo-scientific foundations, would destroy the normative cathedral.
As we show in a book that is just been published (*), a formidable coalition of convergent interests of all forms has progressively surrounded the IPCC – economic, ideological, political, personal, etc…-     to form an invincible political-mediatic armada crowned with the sublime aura of science. Now that the IPCC is faltering, those that had, either by ignorance or ideology made themselves the enthousiastic spooksmen, now have to fly to its rescue. 
Such as this reporter from a major French daily, Mr. Sylvestre Huet, who was acquired some of the previous reports of the meeting of the Academy of Sciences, of which he gives on his « scientific » blog, a characteristic account. Opposing the report of Jean Aubouin, eminent scientist, recipient of the CNRS (National Centre for Scientific Research), owner of the cream of scientific awards and rather skeptical about the science of the IPCC, to that of the IPCC expert Jean Jouzel, Mr. Huet writes that « one can not fail to notice the huge difference of level between the two documents. That of Jean Aubouin is more like a mediocre student’s work. (…) In contrast, the text of Jean Jouzel shows great clarity, precision and willingness to exhibit the achievements and issues in paleoclimatology , with a frankness that honors its author. Mute, incomplete, absurd, the report of another skeptical author, engaged in a intellectually and scientifically suicidal plan, Vincent Courtillot, continues Mr. Huet, whereas « by contrast, the communication of Edouard Bard <pro-IPCC> is characterized by a background of a very high quality, numerous bibliographic references and the ability to link the ongoing debate to the true story of climate science (…). Logic, since he is considered as a world class specialist on the subject, whereas Vincent Courtillot, etc… ».
No offense to the ineffable Mr. Huet, but by affirming the reality and the thickness of the grey areas of contemporary climate science, the report of the Academy of Sciences is set to be the second stop on the way of the Cross of this unfortunate hybridization of science and politics that is the IPCC, after the report of the Inter-Academy Council, which found on last 30th August, that the functioning of the IPCC is flawed at all levels, from the treatment of sources, of minority scientific views, to the prevention and resolution of conflicts of interest, the transparency about the factual deductions, etc.
The resignation of Mr. Pachauri, current chairman of the IPCC, which looks now clearly unavoidable, is emerging as the next station on the way to the Cross. Considering the enormity of the interests at stake, the final crucifixion can only be apocalyptic.
(*) Philosopher, author recently of The IPCC is dead, long live science ! (in French, Texquis, 2010)
