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Ethics complaint against Professor Richard Bedford
We the undersigned, wish to make a formal ethics complaint against Prof Richard Bedford.
In the New Zealand Herald of 12 March 2018 Prof Bedford is reported as making the following
statements:
1
”Even if all the country commitments from the Paris Agreement are met, the latest data
shows that by the end of the century the global climate is likely to be 3C above pre-industrial
levels," Bedford said. "This is substantially higher than the Paris target to limit warming to less
than 2C, and would have profound impacts affecting billions of people throughout the world."
and
2
”Here in the South Pacific, we are acutely aware of the risks of climate change and sea level
rise to our Pacific Island neighbours and we urge all nations to take immediate action on climate
change."
The first statement is in conflict with Section 2, Section 3 and Section 6 of the Code of Ethics as
indicated below in bold italics type:

1

2.1 Integrity and professionalism
1.
2.

A member must behave with integrity using their knowledge and skills in a professional
manner so as to competently pursue their work.
Consistent with rule 2.1(1), a member must—
endeavour to obtain and present facts and interpretations in an objective
•
and open manner; and
strive to be fair and unbiased in all aspects of their research and in their
•
application of their knowledge in science, technology, or the humanities; and
strive to enhance the reputation of their profession; and
•
strive not to compromise the health, safety or welfare of the community or of
•
colleagues and others directly associated with science, technology, or the
humanities; and

3.1 Honesty
•

•
•

A member must conduct themselves honestly and with integrity at all times. This
applies to dealings with clients, colleagues and the public as well as to ensuring
personal integrity in the recording of data, the drawing of conclusions and in
other professional actions.
Consistent with rule 3.1.2(10), a member must—
ensure that all speculative and interpretive statements in their reports are
clearly identified as such.

6.1 Respect for communities
3.

4.

A member must endeavour to make the results of their work as widely available to the
public as possible and to present those results in an honest, straightforward and
unbiased manner.
Consistent with rule 6.1(1), a member must—
endeavour to communicate the results of their work to the wider community
•
without distortion arising from misleading or unjustified simplification or
extrapolation; and
endeavour to ensure that all public statements are correct and supported by
•
competent research and/or scholarship; and
ensure that all speculative and interpretative statements are identified as such;
•
and
avoid attempting to influence public policy in situations where the available
•
evidence is contradictory or inconclusive without making the state of that
evidence clear; and
support the publication and dissemination of all competent research even when
•
the conclusions drawn by the authors are contrary to a member’s own opinions
or to the currently accepted consensus.

Claiming that "the latest data shows” is not correct. According to the Oxford English dictionary
"data" means “Facts and statistics collected together for reference or analysis." The output of
computer models fall into neither category.
A correct statement would be "the latest projections by the IPCC computer models project a
temperature rise between about 1.5° and 3° by the end of the century.” He could also have
pointed out that the models have never been validated and have consistently failed to make
accurate projections.
Section 3 shows that the uncertainties should have been made public. He is not in compliance
with Section 6 a, b, c and f because his statements include unjustified simplification and
extrapolation, he neglected to point out that, as the Royal Society has recently failed to provide
convincing evidence that man-made greenhouse gases cause dangerous global warming, no

2

certainty can be attached to any statement regarding global warming. (Prof Bedford was aware
of the fact that the Royal Society were unable to produce any convincing evidence that manmade greenhouse gases cause dangerous global warming.)
The second statement implies that "climate change" (dangerous man-made global warming)
and sea level rise are hazards to Pacific Island nations and that they can be mitigated if all
nations take immediate action.
This is simply not true. Prof Paul Kench of Auckland University has shown that most Pacific
atolls are expanding in area. The accurate Australian government sea level gauges in the Pacific
including at Tuvalu, show negligible sea level rise over the last 20 years. Also there is the
undeniable fact that all these atolls survived the rapid rise in sea levels coming out of the last ice
age – at up to 3m per century. Had these atolls not being able to cope with rapid sea level rise,
atolls would not exist. They do exist, and this is undeniable proof that they can cope with rapid
sea level rise. Hence Prof Bedford's statement is seriously misleading. (See below for records of
the Tuvalu tide gauge and sea levels coming out of the ice age.)
We therefore contend that the second statement quoted above is in conflict with Clause 2.1 a
and c, Clause 6.1 a, b and f.
We would also point out that the Pacific Islands do have real problems related to
overpopulation, dynamiting of reefs, coral extraction from lagoons and building causeways
between islands. By failing to point this out he has done a serious disservice to the unfortunate
populations. If he had admitted that this is the case he and the Royal Society could have used
their influence to promote actions that New Zealand and other countries could take to help the
Pacific islanders overcome their real and serious problems. So we would also contend that his
second statement is in breach of Clause 2.1 2 d.
To sum up, we believe that Prof Bedford’s statement’s are far more serious than those of the
Chief Executive that we complained about because Prof Bedford was well aware that the Royal
Society of New Zealand was unable to provide convincing evidence that man-made greenhouse
gases caused dangerous global warming. Under these circumstances, a reasonable and ethical
scientist would have made it clear that uncertainties existed and would have acted in the real
interests of the Pacific Island populations.
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http://www.bom.gov.au/ntc/IDO70056/IDO70056SLI.pdf
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