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HAS ORWELLS 1984 BECOME REALITY?
SEE PAGES 8 & 9

The Great Climate Retraction

By IAM McCOY
W Tan McCoy I3 an Australian
P T ering M,

with Js_wl;r'm in
Tnternational Energy Field
Development.

In simple terms, back in April
2024, an nfluential science joumal
called Marure published a smdy
titled “The Ecomomic Commimment
af Climate Change” which
wiould become A major blueprint
for the global climate sgenda.

It was written by researchers

from the Potsdam Institate

for Climate Impact Fesearch
(PIE) in Germany: Maximilian
Eotz, Leonie Wenz, and Anders
Levermann They looked at
weather and economic data from
over 1,600 places around the world
over a 40-year timeframe.

Their scary prediction® Climate
change from past pollution would
cut global income 19% by 2040—
that & like losing 338 trillion every
yaar in what the world earms. By
2100, if emissions stay high, the
wczld‘s total econony (measured
as GDP, or Gross Domestic
Prodoct—the value of all oods
and services) could shrink by 62%.
They blamed rising temperamnmes,
wild weather swings, and changing
rain patterns, hitting poor coumntries
hardest. The study claimed these
losses were six times bigzer than
the cost of fighting climate change.
But here’s the main point: This

2025, Why’?M:pcrm.lst,akEm
data and meathods that made the

just a whoopsie—it's a pattern of
biased research fielling a massive
money grab. The smdy quickly
infinenced huge organisations. For
example, the 1.5, Congressional
Budget Office used it to plan
sovernment spending, the OECD
(2 group of rich conniries) used it
fior economic forecasts, the World
Bank for helping poor nations, and
the UK's budget office for nationsl
plans. These shaped decisions on
aid, roads and enerzy that cost
millions overall.

Bven worse, the MNetwork for
(WGF5)—a club of over 130
central bhanks like the Federal
steme—pluggpdﬂnesmdy*s

WEIHINES Way too Crifics

damage mmbers into

from: 8 contrarian viewpoint (those
who question maimstream climate
alanmism) see this a5 a prime
example of how hyped-up science
pushes povernments and banks
$n10 bad decisi in= billi
or even trillions of dollars on
umnecessary miles and projects.

their “stress tests” for banks This
led to stricter rules on loans and
“ayeen” projects based on junk
dala.Soepucscalldusum-LgIr

people through higher energy bills
and jobr losses. The Fed even quit
NGFS in Jamaary 2025, partly due
mﬂnskmdnfbacklashagnmsr

‘The retraction came afier
experts in Angust 2025 pointed out
data from Uzbekistan between
1995 and 1999, This was right
after the Soviet Union fell, so the
CouniTy’s economy was in chaos—
factories closing, jobs vanishing
not mainly from climate. But the
mmdmmm}nm

scary 2100 GDP loss by two-thirds,
making it match calmer stadies.
Phas, the researchers dowmplayed
umcertainties (like how regions
comnect economically) and iznored

basically meaningless. Mature said
the fixes needed were too big for
3 simple correction—ihey had to
remract it fully, even yanking links
and citations to stop its spread.
Contrarians fumed at the
delay: Flaws were spotted 18
months earlier, but the paper
lingered, embedding in policies.
This screams of slow-walking
to protect reputstions in a feld
relexsed a revised version as a
“preprint” (ot yet checked by
experts), toning down to a 17
income hit by 2049 (332 million
yearly) and 23% GDP loss by
2100 They still say the basics
hold- Losses are big, mostly from
heat, five times mitigation costs,
and unfait to poor countries. But
critics like Christof Schitz say it's
still hiased junk, adding nothing
tmustoronthy. Mews owtlets reacted
differently. The Wall Street Journal
highlighted the data mess and
Uzbekistan goof. Refraction Farch
listed the errors—it was Mamre &

sorth retraction that year. Fox News
called it proof of climate “con
jobs,” especially with Trump-style
sl:epu.usnbark m play. Euromnaws

noted science can self-comect—
ifwe shift to pts.ctl.calslzps

puhhcm.me:.rmhypemhﬂp.
Contrarians say it shreds trst
in science by exposing activist
agendas dressed as facts, sparks
doubt in green financing (like
ditching WGEFS or pansing bond
sales), and slows real policy
progress amid growing cynicism.
Crifical Talearways: First,
dom’t bet millions on one stdy—
demand proof from many sources.
Second, speed up checks and
Tetractions to stop bad ideas from
anyone to poke holes i, curbing
hiases. Fourth, oix in sceptic
vokes on panels to aveid echo
chambers. Fifth focns policies
on affordable, proven wins like
efficient energy, not economy-
mlslungnnnd.alE.FmalIr lhls

one big one flops this hard, bow

mAny more ire propping up fawed

apendas? By demanding better, we
can buaild smarter, faiter climate
strategies that actually work for

EVETyane.

B See the article Nature retracted:
“The Economic Commitment
af Climate Change ™ hifps
W, T e comariielen’
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