
Monday, June 9, 2008 

 
(Text in light blue box) 

J. Scott Armstrong, cofounder of the „Journal of Forecasting‟; weather skeptic 

 
(Text directly below light blue box) 

I am 71 years old and continue researching at the Wharton School.  I have two children and two 

grandchildren.  I am one of the founders of the science of forecasting: the climatic change is pure 

fiction.  Politicians invent and utilize chimeras to increase their power 

 
(Title) 

“There is no global warming: in fact, the Earth is getting colder” 

 
(Text in yellow box) 

Apocalypse…no!  Often, the worst enemies of a cause are its defenders.  It is evident that a 

foolish desarrollismo
1
 has degraded our ecosystem and our quality of life and it puts us in 

danger.  But together with judicious ecologists who try to slow down this degradation, 

unmentionable interests and hysterias with ulterior motives also proliferate.  Welcome then to the 

debate of the weather skeptics – branded as “denialists” by the weather credulous.  I don‟t know 

who knows, but Armstrong has a right to explain himself, like Al Gore, whom I interviewed in 

La Contra (17/X/2006).  In the Iese, Armstrong states that he knows that he doesn‟t know what 

temperature it will be in the future, and that already is knowing a lot.   

 
(Main text) 

The glaciers are melting? The North Pole is melting? The global temperature is rising due to 

CO2 and the greenhouse effect…? 

 

We spend millions on preventing it. 

Well it’s false.  A falseness with ulterior motives, because thousands of bureaucrats and 

politicians make a living on convincing us that the world is in danger and that we need them and 

their salaries to save us. 

 

Only you say it‟s false. 

Check it: no solid evidence exists that the Earth is getting hotter.  In reality, the planet’s 

temperature has been getting colder since 1998, as has been demonstrated by the scientist 

Robert Carter and endorsed by Christopher Monckton and other skeptics. 

 

They are only two opinions against the planetary consensus: that of the UN, the EU, and science. 

In the declaration of Manhattan there were more than 500 scientists that rejected the public 

hysteria regarding the climate, which lacks solid evidence on which to support itself, and Arthur 

Robinson has already obtained 31,000 signatures of other scientists and technicians who doubt 

the so well-talked-about warming. 

 

 

 

                                                 
1
 I don‟t know if there is an exact translation.  Desarollismo is an attitude, tendency or period in favor of economic 

growth and expansion at whatever cost. 



It‟s another point of view, simply. 

I’ll give you proven facts: in Antarctica there is more ice now than there was in the last century, 

the CO2, does not exceed in the atmosphere, and I’ve proven for the government of Alaska that 

the population of polar bears is, in reality…increasing! 

 

I‟ve climbed the Aneto and the glacier is disappearing, like those in the Alps. 

They are regional phenomena. There are cycles in a particular region of the world in which the 

temperatures rise and simultaneously, in other regions, another cycle occurs in which they are 

falling, which is exactly what is happening right now in Antarctica: colder these past years than 

ever.  That’s all.  

 

The inter governmental report about the climatic change (IPCC) of 2007, promoted by the UN, 

predicted rises in global temperatures during the next 92 years that would put the ecosystem in 

danger. 

That is exactly what I can question with propriety, because I am in expert in forecasting.  And I 

question the predictive rigor of that report. It is incorrect: it utilizes models of forecasting, 

adorned with gratuitous mathematics, which are mere conjectures. What’s really surprising are 

not the results, but rather that everyone seems to accept them without questioning them and that 

expensive and useless policies are working to stand up to them.       

 

The UN says so: should I believe you? 

In reality, in that report by the UN there are more politics than science.  Think about the fact 

that the existence of this supposed threat gives power to the technocrats and politicians: power 

and budget and more taxes.  Now take note: of the 50 references in chapter 8, none have 

competence in forecasting. 

 

What is it based on? 

I’ve been studying the science of forecasting for 48 years and I am the cofounder of the Journal 

of Forecasting.  The scientific predictions of the report are as correct as those which anyone 

could make.   

 

What is yours? 

I bet 10,000 dollars with Al Gore – which we would donate to NGO selected by the winner – that 

I was predicting with better skill than him the temperatures for the next ten years. 

 

What is his method? 

To repeat the temperatures each year. If you don’t know the tendency, - and convince yourself 

that no one knows: who knows the temperature that Barcelona will have in ten years! - , the least 

risky thing to do is to repeat the temperature from the year before successively each year: the 

oscillation will be less than if you use the forecast of whichever model of forecasting. 

 

What does Al Gore say? 

He hasn’t answered me. 

 

 

 



Have you seen his movie? 

Pretentious, boring, narcissistic, and full of falsities. I only ask that no one accept mere 

conjectures as solid premises. The data that the 1,056 pages of the IPCC offer do not provide 

scientific certainties: we carefully audited the procedures of forecasting and the only thing we 

found were mere opinions…opinions from scientists adorned with gratuitous mathematics! 

 

What‟s new with the polar bears? 

It’s another example of how the fanaticism and the interests created around the false 

environmentalism, which so many subsidies and excellent wages procure, have no scientific 

basis. The government of Alaska put me in charge with auditing the prediction about the 

evolution of the polar bear population …and in reality it has increased!   

   

If the ice in which they live are melting…. 

Do you see it? Again you are predicting the unpredictable! Who knows whether or not the arctic 

ice will melt! I’ve already said to you that the fact at the present time is that the Antarctic is 

becoming colder year after year and that each year it is more frozen..and the planetary tendency 

towards warming does not exist! 

 

What planetary tendency exists? 

I don’t know, no one knows. It is impossible to predict it. In some regions like Antarctica the 

temperatures are getting colder and in others like the arctic they are getting hotter.  That’s all. 

 

Do you charge a fee to the oil companies? 

There are other interests in addition to the oil companies. I’ve only collected 3,000 dollars from 

the Alaskan government for demonstrating that the polar bear population is high with respect to 

the historic average. 


