
Rush to Judgment 
By Ronald Bailey 

n January, the National I Research Council, the 
working arm of the National 
Academy of Sciences, re- 
leased a report called Recon- 

also concluded that surface 
temperatures in the past two 
decades have risen at a rate 
substantially greater than av- 
erage for the past 100 years. 
However, Christy notes that 
the recent rate of increase in 
surface temperatures is in fact 
less than it was in the early 
part of the 20th century, 
which occurred before hu- 
manity had significantly 

boosted concentra- ciling Observations 

peratures over to dismiss “the 
the past century 
are “undoubtedly 
real.” For Michael 
Oppenheimer of the Envi- 
ronmental Defense Fund, this 
ends the global warming de- 
bate. “It totally deflates the 
argument of the so-called 
skeptics that had used the 
apparent difference between 
ground-based and satellite 
data to argue that we really 
didn’t know whether the 
world is warming or not,” he 
crowed to The Washington 
Post. The Post’s editorial page 
concluded that “denials that 
warming has happened are 
just plain wrong.. . .Some 
kind of action to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions is 
urgent.” 

Case closed? Not quite. 
John Christy, the NASA cli- 
matologist who is the princi- 
pal investigator for satellite 
temperature measurements, 
says that the NRC report- 
which he helped put to- 
gether-simply concludes 
that the surface of the earth 
has warmed over the last cen- 
tury. This has never been in 
dispute, even by global- 
warming skeptics. The report 

ground-based and satellite 
data” is also simply wrong. 
The report plainly acknowl- 
edges that those differences 
are real and substantial. The 
surface apparently warmed 
by 0.25 C to 0.4 C since 1979. 
However, the NRC panel esti- 
mates the change in the tem- 
perature of the atmosphere as 
between 0 C to 0.2 C during 
that time. In other words, the 
atmosphere may not have 
warmed at all since 1979. 
None of the computer mod- 
els pushed by global-warm- 
ing promoters produces or 
explains this difference be- 
tween surface and atmo- 
sphere warming. In fact, the 
models predict the exact op- 
posite. They say that the at- 
mosphere should warm faster 
than the surface. 

As for the Post’s editorial 
and its call to action: The 
NRC report nowhere deals 
with the question of what has 
caused warming over the last 
century, and its data do noth- 
ing to advance the warming 
crowd’s claims. All it ulti- 
mately calls for, in fact, is bet- 

ter monitoring and more re- 
search. who can disagree 
with that? 

the behest of the district at- 
torney, they’re testing a corn- 
puter program that they 
think will help them identify 
potentially violent students. 

Mental Called Mosaic 2000, the 

By Marie1 
Garza 

Detector 

as 
Joh inny 

threatened 
another stu- 
dent or a 
teacher? Does 
he write dark PO- 
etry? Or maybe he \x 
plays too much < 

Doom? In Los Angeles 
County, some schools 
aren’t just noting 
such behavior. At 

profiling program asks 42 
questions about a kid and 
then figures out-“sci- 
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entifically,” of course- 
whether his anti-social ways 
constitute an “escalating pat- 
tern” of problem behavior. 

The district attorney’s of- 
fice insists that the informa- 
tion won’t be used in a sinis- 
ter way. In fact, a D.A. 
spokeswoman says each 
individual’s data will be de- 
leted after the information 
has been entered and an 
evaluation completed. 

Maybe L.A. schools will 
choose to store the informa- 
tion Mosaic 2000 gleans, and 
maybe they won’t. But other 
school districts around the 
country are saving that type 
of information for later use. 
In Wallingford, Connecticut, 
teachers and administrators 
are keeping files on troubled 

students-not just to find the 
already violent ones, but to 
pick out those “predisposed” 
to violence. Schools in Gran- 
ite City, Illinois, are gathering 
the names of “at-risk” stu- 
dents, which can simply 
mean students who watch 
questionable movies or write 
bleak fiction. 

Not surprisingly, this 
trend has raised the hackles 
of civil libertarians, particu- 
larly the American 
Civil Liberties 
Union: “We’re con- 
cerned about deci- 
sions made to disci- 
pline students based 
on the fact that they 
fit a profile that 
might include infor- 
mation as disparate 

as what movies they watch 
and books they read and 
whether parents have guns in 
the home,” the ACLU’S Ann 
Beeson told The Christian 
Science Monitor. 

Anti-Gun Culture 
By Jacob Sullum 

nyone who regularly A watches television news 
will not be surprised by the 
general conclusion of a recent 
Media Research Center 
study: TV reporters do not 
like guns. Still, the conserva- 
tive group’s attempt to quan- 
tify the bias (available at 
www.mediaresearch.org/ 
specialreportshewsl 
sr20000105b. html) yields 
some startling numbers. 

The center’s analysts ex- 
amined coverage of gun is- 
sues by four evening news- 
casts (on ABC, CBS, NBC, and 
CNN) and three morning 
shows (on ABC, CBS, and 
NBC) from July 1,1997, 
through June 30,1999-a 
period that includes the mas- 
sacre at Columbine High 
School and its aftermath. 
Counting up reporters’ pro- 
and anti-gun statements, they 
classified a story as “pro-gun’’ 
if the ratio of pro-gun state- 
ments to anti-gun statements 
exceeded 1.5 to 1; they called 
a story “anti-gun” if the ratio 
went the other way. The rest 
of the stories were considered 
neutral. 

“In 653 gun policy sto- 
ries,” the center reports, 
“those advocating more gun 

”Commercial airlines 

REASON - APRIL 2000 11 


