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Biography: Pat Swords is a Fellow of the Institution of Chemical Engineers and a Chartered 
Environmentalist, who graduated from University College Dublin in 1986. Pat has been active 
in the design and development of industrial projects in the chemical, pharmaceutical, food and 
energy sectors both in Ireland and abroad. For over a decade he helped implement the EU’s 
environmental legislation concerning environmental assessment, industrial pollution control 
and major accident hazards into the then accession states of Central and Eastern Europe. As 
such he was responsible for training regulators, industry and, in later years, members of the 
public and NGOs in the implementation of the Environmental Acquis, the EU legislative 
framework in the environmental sector.  
 
It was these skills he applied to the EU’s and Ireland’s renewable programme to fund and 
install several thousand wind turbines and thousands of kilometres of new high voltage lines 
into the Irish rural landscape. This lead to a legal case with the legal tribunal at the United 
Nations Economic Commission for Europe’s (UNECE) Aarhus Convention in Geneva, the 
Compliance Committee ruling that the implementation of the EU’s National Renewable 
Energy Action Plans (NREAPs), particularly in Ireland, was in non-compliance with the 
requirements of the Convention. The NREAPs having by-passed the mandatory steps in 
relation to assessment and public participation in decision-making. These findings and 
recommendations have since been endorsed by the UNECE Meeting of the Parties in July 
2014
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, which is the formal Governing Body of the 47 Parties (countries) to the Convention, 

and are as such a declaration in International Law and binding on Community Law. UNECE 
are now engaged in formal compliance proceedings with the EU in relation to their 
recommendation that the NREAPs should be completed in a compliant manner with the active 
public participation before their adoption, while the matter is also subject to on-going 
proceedings in the High Court
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.  

 
Summary 

 
“It's time to turn off the pork barrel spigot and deliver for our children's future.” 

• Bill Clinton  
 
Ireland’s and the EU’s energy and climate change programme is like a speeding car, 
in which it was never worked out where it was going, what the journey would cost, 
what would be the impacts and what would be the benefits. So who is driving it and 
where is it going? While the following more detailed document provides the 
necessary analysis, the fundamentals are: 
 
The State jumped head first into this massive wind energy programme, it never made 
any attempt to shop around or look before it leaped. The Irish landscape, the welfare 
of the people in rural Ireland, the financial welfare of our electricity consumers, the 
reliability of our electricity network, the legal framework, etc, were all completely 
subservient to the needs of a rapid delivery system for the wind energy developers.  
 

                                                
1
 As formally adopted by ECE/MP.PP/2014/CRP.9/Rev.1 on the 2 July 2014: 

http://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/env/pp/mop5/Documents/Category_I_documents/ECE_
MP.PP_2014_L.16_ENG.pdf  
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Ferrari don’t sell a car, they sell a dream. We were expected to buy this wind energy 
dream, as the political masters had, even if it has become a nightmare for many. A 
dream which had no ‘beef’, i.e. facts or figures to support it, Instead, it solely relies on 
sustaining the ‘Groupthink’ that it is somehow of use. 
 
When one does look at the evidence, it’s horrific. Blackouts will be widespread this 
winter in several EU countries, particular our near neighbours the UK. Because of 
dysfunctional energy policies, investors in ‘old style’ reliable power stations have 
pulled out of the European market place. Older power stations have not been 
replaced, as the market place was handed over to the renewable sector. So in the 
cold winter weather, when the sun doesn’t shine strongly and the wind is relatively 
calm – the lights will go out. 
 
Then there are the electricity prices, which have soared to fund all this renewable 
investment. Not just by a minor percentage, but in the case of Germany by more than 
doubling. In Ireland, domestic rates have risen significantly in recent years; a third of 
our current domestic rate is accounted for by the wind energy programme, which was 
forced upon us. Industry is not sticking around, there is now a flood of investment out 
of Germany, a quarter of industrial firms there are engaged with relocation activities, 
while this percentage is even higher among the energy intensive industries, such as 
chemicals, metals, etc. Such trends are also to be seen in other European countries. 
 
The EU and the Irish State never had a right to implement this legislation in this 
manner, the fact that such a mess has ensued is related to the fact that the legal 
procedures on assessment and public participation were by-passed. Since when 
does the man in Brussels have powers of diktat to demand that rural Ireland be 
plastered with thousands of turbines and thousands of kilometres of high voltage 
lines? He doesn’t, there are defined legal procedures which have to be followed, 
which weren’t. The number of legal cases now being taken against renewable 
developments is rising rapidly and the programme will hit a legal brick wall. 
 
The stupidity of the 10% target for renewable fuels in transportation has already 
resulted in EU Ministers having to scrap it; it was immoral to turn food into fuel. Even 
the European Environment Agency had to state: “The overambitious 10 % biofuel 
target is an experiment, whose unintended effects are difficult to predict and difficult 
to control. Therefore the Scientific Committee recommends suspending the 10 % 
goal”.  
 
The wheels have also come off the other Member State’s renewable targets, as 
implementing massive wind and solar developments has been nothing but a 
technical, financial and environmental disaster. Not only is there growing opposition 
throughout Europe’s countryside, but spiralling costs have led to the slashing of 
subsidies in Germany, Spain, Poland, Czech Republic, Romania, etc. These targets 
are just not going to be reached or are enforceable. It’s a house of straw falling apart. 
 
So how did we get there and who is the driver? Cultural tendencies doesn’t go away; 
German ‘Angst’ is a defining criteria, impending ‘doom’ prevails, there is an over-
reaction, whether it be to swine flu, nuclear issues, mad cow disease, global 
warming, etc. the German’s have to agonise over it. In the seventies and eighties it 
was ‘Waldsterben’, the forests were dying because of pollution from power stations 
(acid rain). So Germany rushed into a massive investment programme costing 14.3 
billion DM in investment (€1 = 1.96 DM) to upgrade seventy power stations. If they 
hadn’t rushed it, they would have completed it for a third less money and found the 
truth that the power stations weren’t impacting the forests, which were just going 
through their natural growth and disease cycles. But the German’s don’t learn well 
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from their history and while their individual engineers are highly rational, collectively 
their country’s behaviour is anything but. 
 
So Germans are wallowing in Angst over one environmental catastrophe after 
another and they are driving the speeding car, which is the EU’s energy and climate 
change policy, which doesn’t know where it is going. It’s not healthy; but it’s all part of 
a ‘Green Dream’, which is based on nothing but a belief system and no little playing 
on ‘Angst’.   
 
Yet the public only buy a small percentage of organic food and only 6% of the seats 
in the 2014 European Parliament are associated with the ‘Green’ block. Even in the 
2013, the German Greens, the most powerful in Europe only got 8% of the vote. 
Despite this, politicians all over Europe have been clambering over themselves to get 
on this ‘Green’ bandwagon. Why, just because the media, who are not known for 
impartiality and representing the real world, are infatuated with it?  
 
Soaring energy costs effect the cost of running the refrigeration in the shop, the cost 
of manufacturing the food in the fridge, etc. It may be a financial bonanza for those in 
the wind energy sector, but it is a destruction of the wealth and standard of living of 
the citizen. So what did we set out to achieve with this ‘Green Dream’ – are we 
actually saving the planet, does it even need to be saved? What answers can be 
provided to the general public when they come looking? 
 
The answer to the first is that even if the hyped up claims for this EU renewable 
energy programme were true, and they most certainly never were, the sobering fact 
was that these emission savings were pure tokenism, amounting at the very most to 
a percent or two of global impacts. Neither did these claimed for savings materialise; 
in Germany because of the mess the electricity grid is now in, carbon emissions are 
now actually rising again. So in hard terms, it is silly stuff, you can believe the ‘Green 
Dream’ or look at the figures, the later which show it’s like trying to empty the Atlantic 
with buckets. 
 
Other countries have not bought this dream; we have a large coal plant in 
Moneypoint County Clare, which is well capable of supplying 25% of the Republic’s 
electricity. Globally there is the equivalent of one thousand, five hundred and fifty 
seven coal plants the size of Moneypoint in development. Why, because known 
reserves of coal are enormous, stretching more than a hundred years. Coal prices 
have dropped into the basement, as global natural gas production is soaring – even 
global oil production rates continue to rise significantly. Despite current geo-political 
unrest in mid-2014, oil prices have dropped to a low of less than €100 per barrel. 
There are plenty of fossil fuels available over the coming decades, while the 
thousands of expensive wind turbines will be ‘shot’ in a lifetime of fifteen years. 
 
So the EU and Ireland backed the wrong horse. The Germans, as they did in the past 
with their rushed programme on power station pollution control, wanted to be first in 
with the new technology of renewables – ‘Made in Germany’ is a big brand. So they 
use this approach to often ignore ‘inconvenient truths’, as they believe they are going 
to make the money back on the downstream manufacturing. But their ‘Energiewende’ 
or energy transformation is now such a disaster that it's even become a source of 
major discontent and ridicule for the German public. Nobody is going to follow that 
lead – so their mad gamble has failed, they’ll be paying billions and billions in 
increased electricity charges to pay back the investments in renewable infrastructure, 
quite a bit comprising of cheap Chinese imports. Worse, they’ll be looking at the 
increased number of German companies relocating investments elsewhere; BASF 
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for instance are not shy at proclaiming how much they have cut investment in 
Germany. 
 
So the renewable programme didn’t save money, it didn’t save jobs and it was never 
capable of saving the planet. With regard to the latter, it is unfortunate that there is 
effectively no factual analysis of catastrophic anthropogenic global warming allowed. 
While our tendency to hype, whether it be acid rain, Y2K, swine flu, property bubbles, 
etc, is now a matter of major concern.  
 
The hard and undeniable fact is that since 1998, when the EU began this renewable 
programme, there has been no increase in global temperatures, despite the fact that 
the amount of carbon discharged by use of fossil fuels has increased by well over 
15%. The details are in this report, but in this part of the world, we are over sensitised 
about weather events, which are part of natural cycles – it’s the ‘Angst’ thing again. 
Objectively, catastrophic global warming only exists in computer models, which are 
deeply flawed, while Mother Nature does her own thing. Time will tell, we are moving 
out of a warm phase, which characterised the eighties and nineties, into a cool phase 
– this is part of the natural cycle. If we ‘cool the jets’ and wait around for a few years, 
instead of rushing headlong into hasty decisions on flawed ‘intelligence reports’ of 
imminent catastrophes, we would be far better off.  
 
After all the rest of the world is not going to come to any commitment to throw trillions 
at this perceived problem, which for the majority outside of Western Europe, doesn’t 
feature in the day to day things, which they see as important – they haven’t bought 
the ‘Green Dream’, as they don’t need it, just like the Ferrari.  
 
So what Ireland should do is simple, we invested between 1999 and 2012 in a fleet of 
modern thermal power stations. We never needed the wind energy investment, it just 
made those plants operate more inefficiently and more expensively. So we should 
cut that appalling ‘pork barrel’ before it does more damage, not only to the fabric of 
rural Ireland, but also our financial welfare. We should go back and become legally 
compliant. Complete a proper detailed assessment of the National Renewable 
Energy Action Plan. There are after all eleven sources of renewable energy, while 
our current plan threw all the eggs in the wind basket, the technology with the highest 
financial cost and environmental impact with respect to its ability to actually reduce 
carbon emissions. Not that we even had a ‘barney’ of what the actual environmental 
benefit of this carbon saving would amount to. This is neither sensible nor legally 
compliant. So just tell the EU we are going back to comply with their legal framework 
on assessment and public participation, not that they will ever be in a position to 
enforce those renewable targets anyhow.   
 
So the first and crucial step is to get out of this speeding car, driven by ‘Angst’ and 
which doesn’t a have a clue as to where it is going. One then sits tight, plenty of fuel 
for the existing power stations, coal will be available for decades, natural gas is 
increasingly plentiful and we have our own Corrib field coming on stream in early 
2015. As one should do, one looks at all the options, but takes one’s time and unless 
there is a transparent benefit to the costs, one doesn’t implement it. Given time over 
the next few years, the hype will pass; it’s the weather after all. Mother Nature as she 
always was and will be – so enjoy it when it’s good and when it isn’t, sure aren’t we 
Irish after all and have seen it before. 
 
“...people’s beliefs and convictions are in almost every case gotten at second-
hand, and without examination, from authorities who have not themselves 
examined the questions at issue but have taken them at second-hand from 
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other non-examiners, whose opinions about them were not worth a brass 
farthing”.  

• Mark Twain’s Autobiography 
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1. NO FURTHER EXPENDITURE IN THE IRISH ELECTRICITY 

SECTOR IS NEEDED NOR JUSTIFIED 

1.1 “Look before you leap” – an old saying in the English language 

Clearly we should exercise foresight, and not rush into any important undertaking 
without having considered it carefully. However, neither should we refrain from 
making decisions nor recognising that sometimes, but not always, decisions have to 
be made in a reasonably rapid manner.  
 
Look before you leap for as you sow, ye are like to reap.  

• Samuel Butler, British poet, 1835 – 1902 
 
To date we have installed over a thousand wind turbines into the Irish landscape, 
with several thousand to come. Outside of the capital cost, which is more than €4 
billion, what has been achieved? From the perspective of political capital, the growing 
unrest in rural Ireland is clearly only a taste of what is to come. 
 
Just because you've become a young man, now,  
There's still some things that you don't understand, now.  
Before you ask some girl for her hand, now,  
Keep your freedom for as long as you can, now. 
My mama told me, "You better shop around". 

• Smokey Robinson's Shop Around - circa. 1960 
 
The EU and the Irish State have entered into a marriage of deliverance with the 
renewable energy sector, principally the wind industry, to transform radically 
Europe’s energy sector and its cultural landscape. In doing so both the EU and the 
Irish State have by-passed binding legal procedures, State Aid guidelines for 
financing Environmental Protection and most regretfully, subverted the rights of their 
own citizens. For the other ‘partner’ the wind energy sector, it has been a complete 
financial bonanza, who as purveyors of a technology, which was obsolete in the 
1760s when James Watt invented the steam engine, must simply be in a position 
where they cannot believe their luck and fortune.  
 
So how did this marriage occur? Was there any ‘shopping around’ to get a 
reasonable deal for the citizen, who was to pay for it, both financially and in the case 
of rural Ireland, by the massive intrusion of these developments? 
 

1.2 The ‘dream salesmen’ 

"I always say we don't sell a car, we sell a dream," 

• Ferrari Chairman Luca Cordero di Montezemolo  
 
Coming to the end of a nearly five hours with the Joint Oireachtas Committee on 
Environment’s session of Electricity Generation and Export on the 18th February 204, 
the situation was reaching absurdity in that the latest infatuation of the Committee 
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members was ‘blue energy’, i.e. from the ocean. The discussion turned to me as to 
my views – they got something unexpected3: 
 

• Speaking from my perspective as an engineer with 25 years' experience of 
major projects ranging in value from €50 million to €500 million, those projects 
have to be delivered on time, on budget and safely round the globe. If I do not 
deliver on those criteria I am out of a job - or prosecuted. One of the issues 
with the engineering profession is a tendency to deep conservatism. We 
assess things. When a dream salesman comes in we know it is a dream 
salesman. Our energy policy in Ireland is dysfunctional and it is all over the 
place. Whatever sort of dream comes along, everybody jumps on board. At 
the same time, 50% of the money, if not more, that is being paid in electricity 
bills comes from industry or commercial entities. They cannot carry this 
charge and be competitive - they are going to walk out. 

 
Bought the dream: Richard Bruton, December 20134: 
 

• “At the same time, Ireland is exploiting its great natural resource – 
renewable energy – and thus dramatically reducing its imports of fossil fuels. 
What has been achieved today shows what is possible, but it is only the 
start”. 

 
As to what has actually been achieved will be discussed later, in particular Richard 
Bruton’s insistence that it is ‘dramatically reducing’. However, such dreams can be a 
nightmare for many others, while to any engineer experienced in power generation 
the above statement is just an embarrassment. Unless your country is blessed with 
copious reserves of hydro-electricity, and few are, then the eleven legally defined 
sources of renewable energy are at best niche sources of limited value. However, 
you don’t always need an engineering degree; my eighty year old mother with no 
college education could figure it out straight away: 
 
“How would you expect me to cook a turkey for Christmas, when I’m waiting 
around for the wind to blow so that there is electricity in the oven? 

• Astute eighty two year old retired Irish housewife 
 

1.3 Where’s the beef - Part 1? 

“Where’s the beef”, originally dating to a Wendy’s commercial of the eighties, has 
entered North American folklore as all-purpose phrase questioning the substance of 
an idea, political policy, product, etc.  
 
You can fool all of the people some of the time, and some of the people all the 
time, but you cannot fool all the people all the time. 

• Abraham Lincoln 
 
The costs and environmental implications of the current renewable programme are 
simply enormous, as people realise this and start asking questions relating to the 
facts and figures supporting it, namely the ‘beef’, what is actually there to justify it? 
 

                                                
3
http://oireachtasdebates.oireachtas.ie/Debates%20Authoring/DebatesWebPack.nsf/committe

etakes/ENJ2014021800028?opendocument  
 
4
 http://www.naturalcapitalnews.com/emerald-isles-green-growth/  
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People’s expectations, genuine enough as they are, are that EU Directives of major 
importance are subject to rigorous scientific, economic and environmental 
assessment. None of this happened – a nice rhyme was developed and then 
adopted as an official EU programme: 
 

• 20, 20, 20 by 2020  
 
Namely, the EU’s 20% renewable energy, 20% greenhouse gas reduction and 20% 
energy efficiency by 2020 programme. So the EU leapt, but what did they do before 
they leapt? As regards 20% by 2020 renewable energy Directive5, the EU never 
worked out what was to be built, where it was to be built, how much it would cost, 
what would be the impacts, what would be the benefits, what were the alternatives, 
etc. The 20% overall EU-27 target was shared out among the Member States based 
on their existing percentage of renewables plus a fudge factor based on GDP6. In this 
manner a country like Austria with major hydro-electric capacity obtained a 34% 
target, while Ireland with limited hydro obtained a 16% target. 
 
Don't know much about history 
Don't know much biology 
Don't know much about science book 
• Sam Cooke – lyrics from the film Grease 
 
While it is mandatory by law to complete such assessments, none were ever done at 
EU or Member State level. Government procedures in Ireland since 2005 have 
required Regulatory Impact Assessments for all draft EU Directives and significant 
EU Regulations before they are agreed. This procedure requires an assessment of 
the costs, benefits and other impacts of each option which is being considered, in 
conjunction with adequate public participation. As the Irish 2005 guideline on 
Regulatory Impact Assessment clarified: “Where possible quantify or monetise these 
impacts”.   
 
For plans or programmes, such as in the energy sector, which lead to future 
development consent of projects with significant environmental impact, such as wind 
farms and high voltage lines, it is necessary to complete a detailed Strategic 
Environmental Assessment (SEA). This SEA has to assess the impacts on human 
health, population, landscape, biodiversity, etc.; ensure adequate mitigation 
measures, assess the alternatives and provide monitoring for unforeseen adverse 
environmental impacts. This SEA and the associated public participation has to be 
completed before the plan and programme can be adopted, a mandatory legal 
procedure since 20047.  
 
The National Renewable Energy Action Plans (NREAPs), completed by each 
Member State to comply with the 20% renewable Directive, are awful documents to 
read. Not least because they were completed to an awful template prescribed by the 
EU8, yet one of the last requirements of this template was Section 5.3 on assessment 

                                                
5
 Directive 2009/28/EC 

 
6
 See Recital (15) in the introduction to the Directive:  http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-

content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32009L0028&from=EN  
7
 Directive 2001/42/EC as implemented by S.I. No. 435 of 2004: 

http://www.irishstatutebook.ie/2004/en/si/0435.html  
 
8
 http://ec.europa.eu/energy/renewables/doc/nreap__adoptedversion__30_june_en.pdf  
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of impacts. Somewhat sensibly, although in a very limited manner, it required a 
simple table to be filled out relating to expected costs, expected greenhouse gas 
reductions and expected job creation. Nineteen of the Member States including 
Ireland left it blank; the others ‘fudged it’. The EU had decided it was an ‘optional 
section’, as Energy Commissioner Oettinger later explained, in response to a written 
question from an MEP, to avoid an excessive administrative burden on the Member 
States. Neither did any of the procedures which should have been completed prior to 
adoption of the Directive and the NREAPs, such as Regulatory Impact Assessment 
and SEAs get completed. 
 
If you don't know where you are going, you might wind up someplace else. 

• Yogi Berra – famous US baseball player of the post war era 
 

1.4 Haste in every business brings failure. 

It wasn’t just Herodotus, the Greek historian and traveller from circa. 500 BC, who 
was pointing out the above:  
 
Take time for all things: great haste makes great waste. 

• Benjamin Franklin 
 
The devil takes a hand in what is done in haste. 

• Turkish Proverb 
 
An EU Directive binds the Member States as to the results to be achieved; it has to 
be transposed into the national legal framework, but leaves margin for manoeuvre as 
to the form and means of implementation. Normally a Directive has several years of 
development and at least two years for the Member State to implement it. For 
instance the original Directive of 1988 on control of emissions from Large 
Combustion Plants (thermal power stations) took more than five years to negotiate, 
not least because of what were perceived to be the large costs involved. However, 
for Directive 2009/28/EC, which established the 20% renewable energy by 2020 
programme, with its immeasurably larger costs, took less than half that timeframe to 
negotiate and was published by the EU at the end of April 2009. By June 2009 the 
template for the NREAPs was adopted by the EU and those completed NREAPs had 
to be notified to the EU Commission a year later (30th June 2010).  
 
The only way these NREAPs could be prepared and finalised at that speed was by 
bypassing the legal framework connected with the Strategic Environmental 
Assessment Directive and the Aarhus Convention. Both Irish and EU officials were 
aware of this; the heads of department at the EU Commission formally advising that 
the NREAPs weren’t mandatory plans, such that the necessity to complete a 
Strategic Environmental Assessment didn’t arise9. This made a mockery of the fact 
that they were plans to ensure deliverance of mandatory renewable targets and 
enforcement action would be taken by the same Commission, if their implementation 
trajectories to those targets were not complied with – nothing of course mandatory 
there. 
 
Such checks and balances are there for a reason. The mess that is being left behind 
clearly demonstrates this, not least the Directive’s target of at least 10 % of the final 

                                                
9
 http://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/env/pp/compliance/C2010-

54/Correspondence%20with%20communicant/Response_08.01.2012/frCommC54LetterIrish
Ad2ECreNREAP.pdf  
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consumption of energy in transport in a Member State to come from renewable 
sources; namely a massive roll out of biofuels. This resulting mad rush into biofuels 
was such a disaster, that we have reached the situation, where in summer 2014 the 
EU Energy Ministers have had to agree it should now be capped10. As Oxfam are 
quite rightly putting it, such biofuels are a: 
 

• “Brazen assault on common sense. In a starving world, phasing out the use of 
food for fuel is the only sensible thing to do”.  

 
The European Environment Agency has also had to call a ‘spade a spade’11: 
 

• “The overambitious 10 % biofuel target is an experiment, whose unintended 
effects are difficult to predict and difficult to control. Therefore the Scientific 
Committee recommends suspending the 10 % goal; carrying out a new, 
comprehensive scientific study on the environmental risks and benefits of 
biofuels; and setting a new and more moderate long-term target, if 
sustainability cannot be guaranteed”. 

 
Is it surprising that documents coming to light are showing that the EU Commission, 
principally the Irish Commissioner Geoghegan-Quinn, who is responsible for EU 
research, was ignoring the evidence presented by the EU’s Joint Research Centre in 
relation to the detrimental effects of these biofuels12? 
 
Plus ca change – it’s all about lobby groups and rent seeking. However, the 
detrimental effects of the EU’s renewable programme, which through biofuels has led 
to starvation in other parts of the world, will soon be visible closer to home as the 
lights go out and industry relocates. In this respect both the UK and Germany are 
facing a crucial winter, the effects of which will not only be cold temperatures, but 
also massive political dissatisfaction.   
 

1.5 When the lights go out in winter  

Now is the winter of our discontent 

• William Shakespeare 
 
The UK has traditionally had a peak demand of 60 GW, twelve times the Republic’s 
peak demand of 5 GW (5,000 MW). This was safely matched by a dispatchable 
generation capacity of about 70 GW providing a 15% reserve. The term dispatchable 
is important to understand, it means the power station can be turned on and off as 
required to meet the consumption profile of the grid. If this doesn’t happen, the grid 
starts to fluctuate and will then trip out. Intermittent renewable sources, primarily wind 
and solar generated, are not dispatchable – when there is grid demand they are 
regularly unavailable and equally they can be available in excess when there is 
reduced grid demand.  
 
The result of increasing input of intermittent renewables is that thermal power 
stations are not replaced, but instead operate in a more inefficient stop, start mode in 

                                                
10

 http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/06/13/us-eu-biofuels-idUSKBN0EO14L20140613  
 
11

 http://www.eea.europa.eu/highlights/suspend-10-percent-biofuels-target-says-eeas-
scientific-advisory-body  
 
12

 http://www.euractiv.com/energy/eu-scientists-biofuels-warnings-news-533639  
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order to compensate for the fluctuating input of renewables, and thereby ensure that 
the grid remains stable. From a commercial perspective, the impact of such a 
renewable policy is that the owner of a thermal power plant has less ‘run hours’ and a 
higher fuel consumption during periods when running: Naturally bad for business.  
 
The late sixties and early seventies saw an investment by the UK State Electricity 
Company in large scale coal and nuclear plants. In time privatisation followed and 
with the backlash against the miner’s strikes, the eighties and nineties were 
characterised by a ‘dash for gas’. While modern combined cycle gas turbines are 
extremely efficient and characterised by low emissions, the fuel costs are high. 
Furthermore, this efficiency ‘falls off the cliff’ when the plant has to operate at low or 
partial load. Right around Europe the same story is to be found; with the increasing 
roll out of renewables, it doesn’t pay to run a gas fired power station anymore, many 
have even been shut down and mothballed. Indeed, for any thermal plant, the 
increasing amount of intermittent renewables on the grid is making any investment in 
new plant a high risk activity. 
 
While politicians and public officials were warned about this, there was a refusal to 
deal with it. So the power generation industry took its investments elsewhere. In the 
UK this was particularly acute, as power stations built in late sixties and early 
seventies were reaching the end of their lifespan. There was also the impact of the 
EU’s Large Combustion Plant Directive and its tighter emission standards. While this 
essentially didn’t impact on modern gas plants with low emissions, it had a huge 
impact on coal plants with their higher emissions. Either an owner completed a major 
upgrade, at large expense, to install new systems for control of emissions or the 
owner ‘opted out’. ‘Opted out’ provided an exemption from the new more stringent 
emission limit values on condition that the operator undertook not to operate the plant 
for more than 20,000 hours13 between the beginning of 2008 and the end of 2015.  
 
Spending large sums of money upgrading old plants doesn’t make sense, so in the 
UK a total of 11.8 GW of older coal and heavy fuel oil fired plants ‘opted out’. While 
these could in theory be kept running until the end of 2015, there were no new plants 
coming on stream to replace them, so the ‘burn out’ rate of the 20,000 hour limit was 
fast. Indeed most of these plants started closing in summer 2013 and by mid-2014 
they are now in the active demolition phase.  
 
A similar situation was to be found with the nuclear plants, which were based on the 
designs of the sixties and seventies with an expected lifespan of not much more than 
forty years. When these are added to the 11.3 GW above, the total is that by the 
early 2020s the UK will have lost over 20 GW of its dispatchable generating capacity.  
 

                                                
13

 Note: There are 8.760 hours in a calendar year. 
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Figure 1: The UK’s ‘when the lights go out’ gap 
 
The graph above shows the yawning gap between peak demand and capacity for the 
UK, which is actually worse than represent in the graph, as the graph has included 
the capacity associated with the short term storage and intermittent renewables. The 
winter of 2013 / 2014 was uncharacteristically mild. The outlook for this winter was 
bad but is now looking even grimmer. On the 31st July 2014 a fire at the Ferrybridge 
coal fired station, 1 GW of generation which had complied with the Directive, caused 
major damage and put the plant out of action for several months. In August 2014 a 
defect found in the boiler of an older nuclear plant has led to the Heysham and 
Hartlepool plants, totalling 2.4 GW, being closed for at least two months, while 
repairs are completed and approved by the regulator.  
 
From a political situation, industry insiders have known for some time that this was 
coming, some even made back-up plans14. However, there is little doubt that the 
general public are going to have to come ‘face to face’ with blackouts, when the 
inevitable cold weather and peak load hits. The political ‘fall out’ will be considerable 
and last for a number of years, as that is the timeframe for the permitting and 
construction of new power plants. 
 
I can't really criticize the Tea Party people, because I came into the White 
House pretty much on the same basis that they have become popular. That is 
dissatisfaction with the way things are going in Washington and 
disillusionment and disencouragement about the government. 

• Jimmy Carter 
 
One thing is sure – the recent political incumbents are going to take a hammering 
and others, such as UKIP, are waiting in the wings.  
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 For instance: http://blogs.bsria.co.uk/2013/07/01/when-will-the-lights-go-out/  
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In Belgium, a similar situation arose with a big roll out of renewables and an inability 
to reach a political decision to modernise the seven nuclear reactors, which supply 
half its electricity. Neither was the private sector interested, for the reasons above, 
with investment in new thermal plant capacity. Similar to the above situation in the 
UK, operational / maintenance problems have arisen in August 2014, such that half 
of Belgium’s nuclear fleet is off line. Elia, the company that runs the high voltage 
network in Belgium, called the situation "serious"15.  
 

• "We are not expecting any problems now. However, power shortages may 
emerge as from the end of October and early November." 

 
Germany has had an enormous investment in intermittent wind and solar energy in 
the last decade, which has destabilised the grid and led to severe capital pressure on 
those who have invested or considered investment in thermal plants. Germany has 
also implemented a premature phase out of its nuclear fleet. As a result when the 
winter cold snap comes, the German grid is on a supply nightmare, while throughout 
the year the grid is now fluctuating and causing damage to sensitive industrial 
equipment16. However, what is equally as bad is the sheer financial cost associated 
with the above and the horrendous impact it is having on industrial viability, see next 
section. 
 
There are no true friends in politics. We are all sharks circling, and waiting, for 
traces of blood to appear in the water. 

• Alan Clark - British politician 1929 to 1999 
 
Waiting in the wings and growing is a new political party, Alternative für Deutschland 
(AfD) – eurosceptic, but successfully putting itself across as a party of the social elite 
and economic experts17. 
 

1.6 When industry packs its bags and goes elsewhere 

When one considers that since 2000 the cost of electricity in Germany for industrial 
consumers has essentially trebled, while in less than half that period, it has doubled 
for domestic consumers, with further price rises for both in the offing; one can see 
immediately how much financial pain is occurring. As a result, the German media is 
not only full of reports on energy costs, but also advertisements for different suppliers 
with supposedly lower prices. 
 
If you have to ask how much it costs, you can't afford it. 
J. P. Morgan 
 
Industry though knows that there is only one way this is going. The German Chamber 
of Industry and Commerce (DIHK) produces regular reports. Their mid-2013 
‘barometer’ on the impact of the ‘Energiewende’ (energy transformation) was based 
on 2,394 replies from its member companies in the industrial, construction, trade and 
service sectors. While for all sectors scepticism of the ‘Energiewende’ occurred, 
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 http://deredactie.be/cm/vrtnieuws.english/News/1.2060840  
 
16

 http://instituteforenergyresearch.org/analysis/germanys-green-energy-destabilizing-electric-
grids/  
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 http://www.ndtv.com/article/world/german-eurosceptics-go-mainstream-in-threat-to-angela-
merkel-541865  
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more than a half of industrial companies surveyed connected it with a reduction in 
their competitiveness. Every fourth industrial concern was occupied with the 
possibility of relocating production capacity abroad. Three percent had already 
undertaken this, eight percent were in the process of doing so and fourteen percent 
were in the planning phase. For particular energy intensive industries the 
preparations for relocation was even higher. 
 
A successful society is characterized by a rising living standard for its 
population, increasing investment in factories and basic infrastructure, and the 
generation of additional surplus, which is invested in generating new 
discoveries in science and technology. 

• Robert Trout – American Journalist 
 
In summer 2014 the DIHK produced a report on the investment weaknesses in 
Germany. The Germans are getting seriously worried and not without reason, the 
graph below showing the investment quota of the economic performance of: 
 

• Top line: Average of Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Czech Republic, 
Denmark, Finland, France, Greece, Iceland, Italy, Mexico, the Netherlands, 
Slovak Republic, Sweden, United Kingdom, USA (so far as is available); 
 

• Bottom line: Germany  
  

 
 

Figure 2: Germany’s ‘don’t want to invest here anymore’ gap 
 
 
The DIHK estimated that since 2005, the investment gap in international comparison 
has been around 3% of GDP.  The report also points out that since 2001 German 
energy intensive firms have demonstrated a particularly weak investment situation, 
failing to replace fully their depreciations / write downs. For the metal producers, 
investments ran at 11% less than their depreciations, for chemicals a figure of 12%, 
for paper manufacturing 17% and for the glass industry as high as 29%. On its own, 
this deficit amounts to a difference in capital stock since 2001 of €13 billion, 
demonstrating a huge loss of location quality for these industries, which as a result of 
rising energy costs have been relocating abroad. 
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BASF, which consumes as much electricity every year at its main German plant as 
the entire country of Denmark, said it would substantially reduce its investments in 
Germany as a result of the country’s policy to promote renewable energy, which has 
pushed up electricity prices for industry by 60%. “German industry is going to 
gradually lose its competitiveness if this course isn’t reversed soon,” said Kurt Bock, 
chief executive of the world’s largest chemical maker. BASF said its plan for the next 
five years is to cut investment in Germany to one-fourth the EUR20 billion ($26.4 
billion) global total investment, from one-third currently, and that it would invest in 
Asia and the U.S. instead. (matthew.karnitschnig@wsj.com) 
 
Die grosse Stagnation:  
o Germany’s proposed new government is set to turn the motor of Europe 

into a slowcoach. 
o Germany’s economy has been living off past glory 
o The overall rate of public and private investment, at 17% of GDP, has fallen 

by more than a fifth since the euro was introduced. 

• The Economist – November 2013 
 

1.7 Ireland – The reality 

Ireland went through a successful period of thermal power station investment 
beginning in the late nineties and ending around 2012. It now has a fleet of new or 
modernised thermal generation plants and essentially doesn’t require any investment 
in additional generation capacity for more than a decade. So instead of sitting back 
and reaping the benefit of modern and efficient generation, we proceeded to install 
huge numbers of wind turbines, destabilising the grid and sending electricity prices 
rocketing.  
 
Would a country ignore its medical profession and instead base its social health 
provisions on what the homeopaths recommended? Going on Ireland’s track record 
to date with its senior engineering representatives, yes it would. The Irish Academy 
of Engineering has repeatedly articulated the reality of the renewable programme to 
the State administration year after year. For example, as featured in the Irish 
Independent back as far as mid-200918: 
 

• Ideology is driving our energy policy instead of economic reality.  Last week 
the Irish Academy of Engineering (IAE) called for a halt on a proposed €30bn 
spend on the national energy infrastructure, so that a proper assessment of 
future energy needs, as well as the economic benefit of the massive 
investment in renewable power, could be addressed.  

 
What’s the point in bright individuals going to college, educating themselves and 
obtaining decades of relevant experience, if the State administration then chooses to 
do the very opposite of what you rationally and responsibly advise? Does the State 
administration and the people in it not realise, that the overwhelming amount of 
people, who met the criteria above, openly recognise and discuss what a ‘basket 
case’ / ‘banana republic’ the State administration is? This also, believe it or not, has a 
major direct impact on their readiness to invest time and resources in the country and 
with regard to advising others, or not advising them as the case may be, with regard 
to such investments. 
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 http://www.independent.ie/business/irish/ideology-is-driving-our-energy-policy-instead-of-
economic-reality-26547887.html  
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So where are we now? 
 
In their August 2014 submission to the Green Paper on Energy, the Academy 
pointed out that19:  
 

• Without wind generation, Ireland’s electricity generation costs in the period 
2005 to 2013 would have increased by 1.2 cents per kWh due to the 
increased cost of imported fossil fuels. But over the same period, Ireland’s 
business electricity prices actually increased by 4.0 cents per kWh and 
household electricity prices increased by 8.85 cents per kWh. This clearly 
shows that increased fossil fuel import costs were not the cause of electricity 
price increases in Ireland, but rather government policies which did not place 
appropriate emphasis on price competitiveness. 

 
This could be put in another way which brings it closer to home – about one third of 
your domestic electricity rate goes to pay for wind generation we never needed.  
 
Bart Simpson to Homer: I cheated on the intelligence test. I'm sorry. 
 
Of course the public are expected to believe the spin: 
 
“It has always seemed to me that so long as you produce your dramatic effect, 
accuracy of detail matters little”. 

• Arthur Conan Doyle 
 

                                
 
Figure 3: Just one of the many available examples of Ireland’s ‘credibility’ gap 

 
“Irish renewable energy policy imposes no significant cost on consumers as 
we have abundant wind resources that generate power at an economic rate. 
When one puts the reduction in spending on imports of gas, oil and coal into 
the balance, our renewable energy policy is a no-brainer”. 

• Pat Rabbitte – Irish Times 17th January 2014 
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 http://www.iae.ie/publications/publication/iae-response-to-green-paper-on-energy/  
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Nobody disputes that we may well import €6.3 billion in imported fuels, but refined 
petrol and diesel are always going to be expensive, natural gas less so and coal and 
peat even less so. Since when do we use refined petroleum or indeed any significant 
amount of petroleum in electrical power generation? In fact when one knows how to 
do one’s own sums, it is easy: 
 

• We can run our thermal power plants for a year supplying the country’s full 
electrical needs on €1 billion of fuel without needing a single wind turbine. 
 

• Nobody knows how much the Irish renewable programme for 40% electricity 
from renewables, nearly all wind generated, is going to cost. Grid25 at about 
€4 billion with additional costs (lots) if underground. Some 5,000 MW of wind 
energy at an installed cost of circa €2 million per MW, i.e. about €10 billion for 
the turbines. Smart meters at well over a billion Euros, more electrical 
interconnectors at nearly a billion each a pop, new fast response power 
stations to replace the current perfectly modern and much more efficient 
power stations, which cannot respond rapidly enough to the increasing level 
of intermittent wind input and the resulting grid instabilities. In summary, there 
is going to be little change out of €30 billion for capital investment. 

 
• Then there is the undisputable fact that the wind energy, when it is there, has 

to be paid a premium price, because it is more expensive than the existing 
electricity from the thermal plants. Even the electricity price from the existing 
plants, which as they are now operating less efficiently, has also to go up in 
price or else their operators will pack up and leave, as they are not in the 
charity business.  

 
• In summary, when wind energy reaches 40% of our total electricity, and all 

the induced inefficiencies on the grid are accounted for, we would be lucky to 
save 20% of the existing fuel bill, i.e. about €200 million of our annual bill for 
fossil fuels. 

 
• Indeed it is a ‘no brainer’ and ‘dramatic’. You don’t force the public to spend 

€30 billion, in which the turbines at a third of that capital cost will have fallen 
apart in 15 years, to save €200 million a year, unless you are a complete 
lunatic or ‘on the make’. For those of you don’t leap to quick sums, it is a 
ninety year simple payback. 

 
“Expect only five percent of an intelligence report to be accurate. The trick of a 
good commander is to isolate the five percent”. 

• Douglas MacArthur – US WWII General 
 
No matter which way you ‘skin the cat’ or the figures, it comes out the same way. Of 
course one can read the rubbish produced by the SEAI, whose calculation methods 
as so pathetic, as they ignore the inefficiencies on the grid to deliberately massage 
the figures. However, one can do one’s own figures and work it out correctly from the 
raw data20. For 2011 the SEAI claimed, by falsification, that 20% renewables reduced 
fossil fuel usage in electricity generation by €300 million. The reality for that year, is 
that when we replaced €1 million worth of electricity, which otherwise would have 
been generated by fossil fuels in the power stations, with electricity generated by 
wind turbines, the generation cost rose to €2.2 million, i.e. a 120% price rise. 
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 http://www.turn180.ie/2014/06/16/deconstructing-seais-claims-that-wind-energy-provides-
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Naturally one doesn’t have to believe the above the calculations from first principles 
above. One can always turn to the ESRI and Prof John Fitzgerald of the ‘soft landing’ 
(as they is what ‘they’ wanted published) fame, who in 2009 published a report on: 
“The Likely Economic Impact of Increasing Investment in Wind on the Island of 
Ireland21”. Some massaging was naturally done, such as underestimating the cost of 
wind turbines, overestimating their lifespan and blatantly underestimating the lifespan 
of a conventional thermal plant. However, they were able to ‘deliver’ for the ‘political 
agenda’ in that Ireland’s wind programme would be likely to reduce costs, but there 
was a little proviso related to oil at $160 per barrel (2008 cost basis) and carbon 
permits at €60 per tonne. An even smaller proviso was that the financial returns to 
the conventional power generators would be so reduced that they would most likely 
not stick around. This has to be seen as a ‘bit of a bummer’ in the frequent periods, 
when the wind speed isn’t double the average annual wind speed, which is what is 
required to make the wind powered grid function, in order to cook the turkeys, etc. 
 
So in August 2014 despite huge geo-political unrest the price of oil is now under 
€100 per barrel. Not only are production rates increasing, but also coming from more 
stable regions, see below. Furthermore, the even more dramatic rise in natural gas 
production has seen natural gas, which unlike oil is used in power generation, 
become ‘decoupled’ from oil prices to an even lower price level. Indeed, wholesale 
prices of natural gas here reached a four year low in August 201422, while coal prices 
have fallen into the basement. Note: We are well capable of generating 25% of our 
electricity in our coal fired Moneypoint plant in Co. Clare. 
 
 

 
 

Figure 4:  Global oil production steadily rising – no gap there 
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 https://www.esri.ie/publications/latest_publications/view/index.xml?id=2936  
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Figure 5: Global natural gas production’s dramatic rise – no gap there 
 
Finally, the price of carbon is not €60, but has completely crashed to less than €5 per 
tonne. So the ‘outside bet’ that this wind energy programme would even remotely 
provide an economic justification, which one would could only get by massaging the 
figures and ignoring that the lights would go out, has proven to be well and truly 
busted and costing us a fortune. 
 
As the Irish Academy of Engineering pointed out in their Submission on the Green 
Paper: 
 

• Ireland’s electricity prices are around three to five times higher than the US. 
This makes it more difficult to attract and retain FDI by US companies in 
Ireland. For example, industrial electricity price in the State of Washington, 
where Microsoft and other large IT companies are based in 2013 was a 
quarter of the price in Ireland (4.29 US cents per kWh compared with 15.417 
euro cents per kWh in Ireland).  

 
• Industrial electricity price in the Mid-Atlantic States (New York, New Jersey, 

Pennsylvania), where many of the US pharma companies are based, are less 
than half of the price in Ireland (7.09 US cents per kWh compared with 15.41 
euro cents in Ireland). The uncompetitive price of energy has been 
highlighted to the Academy by many manufacturing companies, especially US 
multinationals. 

 
Companies are not going to rush in to invest into the ‘land of milk and honey’ when 
they have to pay those energy prices to finance, what their own engineers recognise 
is stupidity and political graft. Neither are they going to stick around for the rest of the 
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15 years or more period, which is left to run on paying off all those renewable 
contracts already entered into. 
 

• SGL Carbon, a maker of carbon-based products, in May decided to invest an 
additional $200 million to its plant in Washington state on top of $100 million 
previously invested instead of investing in its home base of Germany. The 
company, which makes carbon fibres used to lighten the body of BMW’s new 
electric car at the Washington facility, said electricity at the site costs less 
than one-third German rates. Germany’s policy to promote renewable energy 
has pushed up electricity prices for industry by 60%. 
(matthew.karnitschnig@wsj.com) 

 
Some may argue that it’s all worthwhile, as we are saving the planet from certain 
doom – we’ll get to that later, but prior to that it is necessary to understand the 
human condition, some insight of which can be obtained by astutely reflecting on 
historical behaviour, coupled to some emerging social, technical and political 
changes. 
 
Finally, if it isn’t becoming as clear as mud from the economic and technical 
assessment above, those which pass as decision-makers in Ireland would want to 
‘get a grip’ on themselves and ‘pull the plug’ on this wind energy programme as fast 
as possible, before they completely wreck the place. In particular, the 2008 financial 
collapse was more than just about money, it was seen by the Irish public as a 
complete breach of trust by their State institutions. As a result, being lied to by Irish 
State institutions with their spin, whether it be related to ‘soft landings’ or benefits of 
wind energy, is something that the public now accepts is the norm. They can see the 
yawning gap between the rationally presented positions of the likes of the Irish 
Academy of Engineering, in that there is no need for all this new electricity 
infrastructure and the mad rush, yet again, of State sponsored development, which is 
based on obvious bluff and bluster and failure to follow proper due process.    
 

2. BRUSSELS DECIDES – WE MUST COMPLY? 

2.1 Why – are they legally entitled to decide? 

In George Orwell’s Animal Farm, the pigs decide (everything) and the animals have 
to toil building windmills – I kid you not, it’s a great read, as relevant today as it was 
in 1945. 
 
You can't become a dictator through checks and balances. 

• Tommy Chong - Canadian comedian, actor, writer, director, activist, and 
musician 

 
The above is the kernel of it, whether it be in sport, business, the apparatus of the 
State or ‘domestic arrangements’, there has to be observance and compliance with 
the ‘rules of the game’. If that doesn’t happen it becomes a free for all; essentially the 
biggest alpha personality dominates and grabs what he or she can. So a mature 
relationship or society addresses these issues and puts the necessary checks and 
balances in place. 
 
A government of laws and not of men 

• John Adams – One of the founding fathers of the United States 
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My own experiences in Eastern Europe included public presentations on the 
implementation of the EU’s environmental legislation. Some members of the public 
would ask from the audience, as to why it was different now, as the man in Brussels 
would now decide where previously it had been the man in Moscow. I politely 
explained that there was a legal structure in place, which indeed there was based on 
the UNECE Aarhus Convention, in relation to their rights to access information, to 
participation in decision-making and to have access to justice. In hindsight, as my 
later practical experiences have later demonstrated, they might well have known 
more about the reality of the situation than I did. 
 
I not only use all the brains that I have, but all that I can borrow. 

• Woodrow Wilson - 28th president of US (1856 - 1924) 
 
There are reasons for involving civil society in decision-making; a proper functioning 
democracy brings out the talent in its people, for that is its greatest resort. Shutting 
them out will bring discontent and ultimately unrest: 
 
The difference between a democracy and a dictatorship is that in a democracy 
you vote first and take orders later; in a dictatorship you don't have to waste 
your time voting. 

• Charles Bukowski - German-born American poet, novelist and short 
story writer 

 
There is a massive and growing discontent and unrest in Europe in relation to the 
democratic deficit. Diktat is the name of the game; the people are shut out of the 
decisions around them.  
 
The Union is founded on the values of respect for human dignity, freedom, 
democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights, including 
the rights of persons belonging to minorities. 

• Article 2 of the Lisbon Treaty (TFE) 
 
Clearly that is not the case, the EU rushed through this renewable programme, it is 
neither compliant with its laws nor with treaty arrangements it has ratified with others 
(UNECE Aarhus Convention). It may be news to many people in the EU and Irish 
Administrations, but elections are only a ‘roll call’ to select public representatives and 
not put ‘rulers’ into place with unlimited powers by diktat. The environment of Ireland 
does not belong to administrators of the Irish State or the administrators of the EU to 
do what they want with it, such as plastering it with sea water filled valleys, wind 
turbines and pylons. Instead, the environment of Ireland belongs to its people and 
they have defined rights in law, which must be respected.  
 
History teaches us that populist trends and fashions come and go; as a result that is 
why a defined legal structure and associated rights have been put in place. This legal 
structure and associated rights are there for a reason, as part of the necessary 
checks and balances. This renewable programme is not only going to lead to 
increasing civil dissatisfaction, but also potentially unrest. Already the number of legal 
cases is rising rapidly – people are not going to tolerate being swamped by these 
developments, while both citizens and legal professionals are starting to realise they 
can win these cases, which is not surprising in that so many legally binding 
procedures have been broken by public officials23. If the ‘man in Brussels’ thinks he 
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 Such as the recent Kelly Judgement in the High Court: 
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has the legal entitlement to force through his mandatory renewable targets, with its 
associated thousands of wind turbines and thousands of kms of new high voltage 
lines in Ireland, he is going to come up against a legal brick wall.  
 
Furthermore, there is the established principle of Member State liability, for which the 
EU Commission has even produced a guide24, such that citizens can take legal 
action against their Member State for non-compliance with Community legal order: 
Legal order, which includes the Aarhus Convention, the Strategic Environmental 
Assessment legislation, etc.  
 
Member States are obliged to make good loss and damage caused to individuals by 
breaches of Community law for which they can be held responsible: 
 

• the rule of law infringed must be intended to confer rights on individuals;  
• the breach must be sufficiently serious;  
• there must be a direct causal link between the breach of the obligation resting 

on the State and the loss or damage sustained by those affected. It is a 
question of assessing whether the loss or damage alleged flows sufficiently 
directly from the breach of Community law by the Member State to render the 
Member State liable to make it good 

 
Lots of rights been infringed, plenty of people suffering from unsuitable developments 
located too close to their homes, as a result of a State administration not complying 
with its legal procedures. Indeed, we even find in late August 2014, that the Danish 
High Court has awarded a homeowner €67,00025 as compensation in relation to 
impacts of turbines, which were built in vicinity of his home. You can be sure more 
legal cases will follow. 
 
So the question is not that ‘the man in Brussels’, with help from his lackeys in the 
Irish administration, can keep implementing this programme by diktat, but rather than 
in a similar manner to army deafness, how big are the ultimate legal claims going to 
be? 
 

2.2 A house built of straw falls apart when the wind blows 

One can also look at the sheer financial mayhem this renewable programme is 
causing, as has been highlighted already for Germany, and the soaring electricity 
prices in Ireland. A year ago the widely read and influential Der Spiegel was titled 
“Luxus Strom”, luxury electricity, see below, while the German ‘Energiewende’ 
(energy transformation) has become there, both a source of public ridicule and major 
discontent. 
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Figure 6: Luxury electricity. Why electricity will be more and more expensive 
and what politics must do as a result 

 
Germany is no longer in a position to continue to subsidise its renewable sector in 
order to reach arbitrary targets set by Brussels. Neither is Spain, which can no longer 
even afford to pay the subsidised electricity purchase contracts, it had entered into 
already with developers of renewable energy. Indeed, because of electricity costs 
spiralling out of control, it has had to break those contracts, slashing renewable tariffs 
and impoverishing many small investors in renewable energy. A similar pattern is to 
be seen in Eastern Europe; Romania, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Poland, etc. have all 
slashed subsidies and supports for renewable electricity. In their 2013 report on the 
progress being made in renewable energy26, the Commission had to concede the: 
 

• “Conclusion that further measures will be needed at Member State level in 
order to stay on the trajectory and for the targets to be achieved”. 

 
This simply is not going to happen; opposition to this dysfunctional programme is 
growing at all levels, not least as in addition to hitting a legal brick wall, it has already 
plainly hit a financial and technical brick wall. Just as has happened already with the 
10% renewable obligation for transport fuel, the rest of the ‘mandatory renewable 
targets’ will simply wither away. 
 

3. WHY SOME THINGS NEVER CHANGE; AND SOME GRADUALLY 

DO 

3.1 Germany’s ‘Angst’ and its results 

While one should not generalise, one also has to acknowledge that there are cultures 
in organisations and countries, which strongly influence behaviour. 
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Company cultures are like country cultures. Never try to change one. Try, 
instead, to work with what you've got. 

• Peter Drucker - Austrian-born American management consultant, 
educator, and author 

 
For instance, Irish people have a near pathological obsession with being seen ‘to be 
nice’ and wanting to be liked, such that when something goes wrong, they are often 
unable to challenge and confront it; often for fear ‘that they might upset somebody’. 
The former US Ambassador to Ireland, Jean Kennedy Smith put her finger on it, with 
her famous statement about the ‘Irish lacking a proper sense of outrage’. On the 
other hand if one takes the Israeli culture, which is brash and somewhat 
confrontational, when Irish people come up against such behaviour, it ends up 
‘freaking out’ many of them.  
 
Germans on the other hand have always suffered from a collective ‘Angst’, in which 
doom and dread is predominant.  They just can't help being gloomy. Instead of sitting 
back and accepting simply that what will be, will be, not to mention getting on and 
enjoying it, they agonise. As a result there is a collective fear of the unknown. Mad 
cow disease, swine fever, bird flu, nuclear plants, global warming - who on the planet 
is most alarmed?  That’s an easy question to answer isn’t it? 
 
Neither do Germans learn well from history; they started one world war with 
devastating results and did the same again by starting another world war less than 
twenty one years later.  
 

• Die Geschichte wiederholt sich – history repeats itself 
 
Those who don't know history are destined to repeat it. 

• Edmund Burke - Irish statesman, author, orator, political theorist and 
philosopher 

 
Understanding history and culture is very important; it does and will influence us. 
 
'Whoever wishes to foresee the future must consult the past; for human events 
ever resemble those of preceding times. This arises from the fact that they are 
produced by men who ever have been, and ever shall be, animated by the 
same passions, and thus they necessarily have the same results.'  

• Machiavelli 
 
The late 1970s and 1980s in Germany was characterised by growing public concern 
over damage to forests, the so called ‘Waldsterben’ or dying forests, a circumstance 
which was referred to as ‘acid rain’ in the English speaking world. In hindsight we can 
learn a lot from this issue, such as is documented by the Food and Agricultural 
Organisation of the United Nations (FAO)27. The hype and ‘frightening scenarios’ got 
out of hand, it was the central ‘dogma’ in Germany that an unprecedented decline in 
all tree species in central European forests was occurring, as a result of a complex 
disease of forest ecosystems triggered by air pollution.  
 
However, the results of a decade of research are not compatible with the central 
dogma of the Waldsterben concept. As the FAO concluded in relation to this 
research, it “rather confirmed the occurrence of non-synchronous fluctuations of 
forest conditions and recurrent episodes of clarified as well as unsettled species 
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specific declines”. In other words impacts related to natural variations and plant 
diseases. As to the main lesson to be learnt: 
 

• Waldsterben may be understood as a problem of awareness: forest 
conditions that were believed to be "normal" in earlier times suddenly became 
a symbol of the growing fear of the destructive potential of human activities on 
the environment. However, holistic concepts such as the Waldsterben 
hypothesis are of little help in solving problems. Rather they raise emotions 
and lead to premature conclusions. To gain a real understanding of the 
multitude of decline phenomena in our forests, we must continue to analyse 
symptom by symptom, species by species and site by site, according to the 
classical principles of phytopathology and forest science in general. 

 
You could substitute the ‘weather’ for ‘forests’ in the above and it would become very 
much ‘up to date’. However, the political fall-out from the above was that draconian 
legislation was introduced in West-Germany in 1983, which meant that 70 large coal 
fired power stations were in a short period of time retrofitted with emissions controls 
for sulphur dioxide, amounting to some 14.3 billion DM in investment (€1 = 1.96 DM). 
However, this was rushed, equipment suppliers were overloaded, etc. such that it 
was later the opinion of one analyst, that if this investment had been done later, as 
was the case in other Member States, it could have been done a third cheaper. While 
the political impetrative for completing it, namely the ‘Waldsterben’ was false, 
fortunately it did lead to a benefit in terms of human health, which is why such 
pollution control is now essentially standard for new coal plants globally. 
 
Many people think that Germany is very rational. As a German speaker and as 
somebody who has worked there regularly, there is no doubt that individually their 
technical people are highly rational, but collectively the country is anything but, in 
particular when ‘Angst’ gets a grip. There is also the undisputable fact that ‘Made in 
Germany’ is a big brand and there is a cultural tendency in Germany to be 
‘technology forcing’, such that it is foreseen that their industry will then become the 
resulting ‘technology providers’ elsewhere. They also use this ‘perceived benefit’ to 
regularly dismiss the ‘inconvenient truths’ associated with some of the policies they 
have adopted.  
 
This is important, Germany is not only the economic driver of the EU, but has been 
also driving EU policies, particularly in the area of environment and energy. If these 
are being driven by ‘Angst’ and not what is rationally evaluated as beneficial for the 
EU-28 as a whole, then ‘Houston we have a problem’.  
 
Currently, these problems are increasingly glaring. The German ‘Angst’ over nuclear 
energy and the resulting mad rush into renewables (Energiewende) was justified that 
Germany would be the manufacturing power house for wind turbines and solar 
panels, for which there would be a huge market place, as other countries followed 
suit. It didn’t happen that way, cheap Chinese solar panels and turbines flooded the 
highly subsidised German market, while on a global basis the demand for such 
technology collapsed. Other countries did not follow the German ‘Energiewende’ – 
expectations that ‘they think like us’, when clearly they don’t and never had, is a very 
dangerous premise, but often repeated as people do not learn from the past and 
different cultures.   
 
Ireland is of course in the back seat of EU energy policy, but if you are in a motor car 
speeding along with the doors shut, you really should understand the behaviour of 
the driver and as to where he or she is taking you. 
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3.2 The ‘Medium is the Message’ – but it’s changing 

For decades, Walter Cronkite was known as "the most trusted man in America." 
Millions across the nation welcomed him into their homes, first as a print reporter for 
the United Press on the front lines of World War II, and later, in the emerging medium 
of television, as a host of numerous documentary programs and as anchor of the 
CBS Evening News, from 1962 until his retirement in 1981. 
 
It is not as if the same thing didn’t happen in Ireland, listening to the news at a set 
hour, reading the same newspapers, were all established rituals and the main 
individuals in those media, were like close neighbours to the huge members of the 
public, who were in their thrall. This was not a healthy relationship, particularly in a 
society, which is prone to collective groupthink. Neither is the lack of critical analysis 
by the Irish media compensated by the egos and opinions of its main personalities. 
 
If you don’t read the newspapers you are uninformed, if you do read them you 
are misinformed. 

• Mark Twain 
 
However, ‘times are a changing’, the rituals above are dying and in particular for the 
younger generation the digital revolution is here to stay. While many of the ‘digital 
tools’ and their forms of usage are somewhat immature, there is no doubt that those 
who apply time and intelligence to it, can research an issue to a far greater level, 
than what is produced as the substandard product of the ‘established’ media. Indeed, 
this is leading to increasing dissatisfaction and more and more people simply ‘turning 
off’ in annoyance. For a political party, which thinks it can reach its voting community 
by means of the traditional media, it would want to think again. 
 

3.3 The ‘Green’ infatuation – past and future 

There is no doubt that the media has completely brought the ‘Green’ message and 
we are also expected to buy in to that product – but how many do? Firstly, journalists 
are not exactly the brightest of people, who went through the education system. 
Many wallow in hype and fashion and it is difficult to associate them with the real 
world of paying the bills, sending the children to school, buying the groceries, etc.  
With regard to groceries, the Department of Agriculture reported for 2010 that organic 
food sales in Ireland reached almost €100 million at retail selling prices. Sounds 
impressive, but estimates from the CSO indicated that Personal Consumption 
Expenditure on food and drink (not including meals out) accounted for €14.7 billion in 
2009. Seems a lot of people are not buying the ‘Green’ products. 
 
In Germany Greenpeace has over a half a million financial donors. Worldwide the 
organisation has, according to Dutch law, three million members, who regularly 
donate. Like all activists, they are always right, and everyone else is wrong. They 
produce dramatic action scenes for the media, who of course then report on the 
issues in an objective fashion. However, despite this, given a global population of 
over seven billion, they are very much a fringe organisation, with limited support; the 
exception being Germany, where Angst about the environment reigns supreme.  
 
In Germany the ‘Greens’ came out of nowhere in the early eighties and by the 2009 
federal election reached 10.7% of the national vote. This, the most successful of 
European Green parties, dropped to 8% of the national vote in the 2013 federal 
election. In the 2014 European Elections, Green and Free European Alliance parties 
obtained 50 of the 751 seats in the new European Parliament, i.e. 6.6% of the total. 
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The above facts are clear, if one actually does one’s homework, the overwhelming 
majority of the population, as regards their day to day behaviour, have not bought 
into the Green dream, but the media and the politicians in Europe have. Every 
politician had to be seen to be ‘greener’ than the last and articulate the ‘dream’. Yet 
that dream is starting to turn into a nightmare, sky rocketing costs, unreliable grids 
and blackouts, loss of jobs, massive environmental impact on the countryside, etc. 
 
The future is green energy, sustainability, renewable energy. 

• Arnold Schwarzenegger 
 
As the LA Times reported in April 2014: 
 

• In California, residential electricity prices shot up 30% between 2006 and 
2012, adjusted for inflation, according to Energy Department figures. Experts 
in the state's energy markets project the price could jump an additional 47% 
over the next 15 years. California has the nation's most aggressive mandate 
for renewable power. Major utilities must obtain 33% of their power from 
renewable sources by 2020, not counting low-cost hydropower from giant 
dams in the Sierra Nevada mountains. In some cases, the renewable power 
costs as much as twice the price of electricity from new gas-fired power 
plants. 

 
  

 
 

Figure 7: California’s job gap 
 
How long is the public going to tolerate these impacts and why? One of defining 
characteristic of the ‘Green’ dream is that you have to believe. The Green movement 
is extremely intolerant, often to the point being abusive, of those who question it, who 
want to see figures and justifications. This no doubt is related to the fact that there is 
no substance behind it, no such figures available to support the hugely expensive 
measures taken, no actual tangible benefits. It is solely fashion and hype – plus ca 
change. 
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4. ACHIEVED TO DATE AND IN THE FUTURE? 

4.1 What we set out to achieve we don’t know 

Time and time again the political appointees in An Bord Pleanala approve wind farms 
and associated developments around the country. It’s simple; the law requires an 
assessment of the environmental impacts, a transparent weighing up of the negative 
and positive effects, which then informs the decision. The fact that there are 
considerable negative impacts from these hugely intrusive developments is blindingly 
obvious, both environmental and financial, so what is the benefit which outweighs 
these and justifies the decision? 
 
Instead of analysis all we get from An Bord Pleanala in relation to benefits of the 
development is the statements below or similar: 
 

• A wider positive impact on climatic considerations. 
 

• The indirect effects of substitution of fossil fuel burning and reduced 
emissions of atmospheric pollutants are a major positive.   

 
One may well consider such statements to be acceptable when thrown around in 
general conversation, but in no uncertain terms do they meet the requirements of 
assessment, which is inherently connected with quantification of the environmental 
impact and is obligatory under the legislation.  
 
In reality in 2011, the global emissions of carbon dioxide were 34,000 million tonnes, 
while Ireland’s carbon dioxide emissions were 57 million tonnes per annum and 
those from electricity generation nearly 12 million tonnes. As was pointed out on 
many recent submissions to the authorities, with the inefficiencies induced on the grid 
by wind power, one would, with a 40% renewable target derived predominately from 
wind energy, save not much more than 2 million tonnes of carbon dioxide; in other 
words less than 0.01% of the global amount. As will be discussed later, one also has 
to factor in the ‘cold fact’ that global temperatures have not risen since the EU 
initiated its renewable energy programme in 1998. So the statements above, which 
were the basis for approval of the developments, were complete bullshit. This is a 
real concern, particularly as was highlighted previously in Section 1.3 of this 
document, nobody had a clue as to what the national programme, namely the 
NREAP, was designed to achieve. This is not just stupid behaviour; it is also not in 
the least bit legal. 
 
A man always has two reasons for doing anything: a good reason and the real 
reason. 

• J. P. Morgan 
 
When 20% of the EU’s energy market was handed over to the renewable sector, it 
had a value well in excess of €100 billion per annum, which was to be taken out of 
the normal checks and balances of the market economy and instead placed in a 
subsidised and politically controlled environment. It’s the ultimate ‘pork barrel’; it’s got 
nothing to do with saving the planet, it was never designed from the onset as a 
programme to do that: 
 
People would sleep easier in their beds at night, if they did not know how laws 
and sausages were made 

• Attributed, possibly wrongly, to Otto Von Bismark 
  



29 
 

In the EU’s Renewable Energy Road Map28, which was used to support the 
development of the 20% by 2020 programme, it was claimed that: 
 
“The additional renewable energy deployment needed to achieve the 20% target will 
reduce annual CO2 emissions in a range of 600-900 Million tonnes (Mt) in 2020. 
Considering a CO2 - price of €25 per tonne, the additional total CO2 benefit can be 
calculated at a range of €150 - €200 billion”. 
 
But did this environmental benefit have anything to do with reality? It’s a bit like 
General McArthur and his intelligence reports, where did this come from, was even 
5% of it true? For those of you astute enough to jump to the sums, even if the 
programme worked, the claimed for savings were still less than 2% of the global 
annual total, so how were these calculated? The Technical University of Athens has 
a big computer programme called PRIMES, which churns out these figures for the 
EU Commission. Nobody knows how it is programmed, it is confidential to the 
University and all that one can do is take it at face value, an issue that industry and 
others have criticised, due to its blatant lack of transparency. However, by reading 
the very limited small print on PRIMES published by the EU Commission, this 
wonderful programme makes absolutely no allowance for the increasing 
inefficiencies and fuel burn which occurs, when more and more intermittent 
renewables are put on the grid. So their claim for emissions savings above is 
garbage. 
 
Assessing the benefits of any regulatory proposal is critical and legally binding step, 
such that we have a reasonable assessment of the financial cost related to the 
impact of common air pollutants, etc. So what damage is a tonne of carbon 
emissions doing? Professor Richard Tol, a Dutch economist who was until the end of 
20102 employed in the Irish Economic and Social Research Institute (ESRI), and is 
one of the few who has actually researched this issue, in his 2009 publication on the 
“Economic Effects of Climate Change”29 stated: 
 

• “Projections of future emissions and future climate change have become less 
severe over time - even though the public discourse has become shriller”. 

 
• “The quantity and intensity of the research effort on the economic effects of 

climate change seems incommensurate with the perceived size of the climate 
problem, the expected costs of the solution, and the size of the existing 
research gaps. Politicians are proposing to spend hundreds of billions of 
dollars on greenhouse gas emission reduction, and at present, economists 
cannot say with confidence whether this investment is too much or too little”. 

 
This just clarifies the fact that the EU has absolutely zero idea of what the 
environmental degradation costs associated with a tonne of carbon emissions 
actually are, as it never did those legally required assessments. In other words it has 
a clue as to what are the financial or other benefits associated with saving a tonne of 
carbon. While the EU has a carbon trading mechanism, the price of carbon is in 
reality dictated by how may carbon credits are on the market place, which is a 
political issue and nothing at all what so ever to do with the financial cost associated 
with its environmental impact. So the benefit above of €25 per tonne, related to the 
projected trading cost of carbon, is pure spin and nothing remotely to do with reality 
of its impacts. In fact, the EU Commission just multiplied two garbage numbers 
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together and everybody bought the dream, a dream which even if it had worked, 
wouldn’t have made the slightest bit of difference on a global context. Note: Although 
it has no relevance to the benefits of the renewable programme, as highlighted 
previously, carbon is actually trading at less than €5 per tonne. 
 

4.2 What we have achieved is simply pathetic 

The mess in Germany has already been described, but it is also worth pointing out 
what has actually been achieved with 20% of their electricity now coming from 
intermittent solar and wind generation – the implementation of the ‘Green Dream’. 
German carbon emissions reduced after reunification, as substandard industry in 
East Germany was shut down. The current situation is that despite the massive 
investment in the Energiewende, these emissions are now increasing; not least as 
German electricity suppliers have to burn more coal, a net result of natural gas fired 
plants with their low emissions now being uneconomic and the greater inherent 
inefficiencies on the grid with all this intermittent renewable generation.  
 

  
 

Figure 8: Germany’s carbon emissions performance gap – they are rising not 
falling (source – Federal Environment Agency UBA) 

 
In Ireland, as the Irish Academy of Engineering pointed out in their August 2014 
submission on the Energy Green Paper, we are now importing considerable 
electricity from the UK, which as it is low cost coal based is displacing our own high 
efficiency gas turbine generators. Thereby essentially wiping out what carbon 
benefits would have been otherwise been achieved with all our investment with wind 
turbines. Even worse, as the Irish Academy and others had pointed out in the past, 
there was never any economic justification for the €600 million plus electrical 
interconnector between Malahide and Wales, it was there to solely facilitate the ‘spill 
over’ of excess wind generation from Ireland. Not a cent was paid for by the UK 
customer, the Irish customer now picking up the bill, for an ill-conceived 
development, which has in fact achieved the opposite of what it was intended to do, 
which seems to be a recurring theme. 
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One could also point out the senselessness of pouring billions into wind generation, 
which at best results in a cost of about €160 per tonne of carbon emissions savings 
achieved. Even within the eleven different sources of renewables defined in the 
Directive, there were a multitude of others which could have been used to achieve 
the same savings at a fraction of the cost and environmental impact. Indeed, the 
carbon trading price of less than €5 per tonne clearly demonstrates this. However, it 
is not as if this was known in advance, in 2004, Eirgrid produced an engineering 
report30 on the impact of wind energy and its intermittency on the economics of 
operation of conventional plant. This concluded that: 
 
“The adverse effect of wind on thermal plant increases as the wind energy 
penetration rises. Plant operates less efficiently and with increasing volatility”. 
 
This Eirgrid report highlighted not only the practical limitations, but also the very high 
cost associated with wind energy given other far more cost effective alternatives 
available for carbon abatement. It was ignored as the dream had been bought lock 
stock and barrel; no shopping around had ever been done. As General McArthur 
would have put it, the intelligence reports hadn’t even been read, not alone the 
critical 5% found. 
 

4.3 What are others doing? 

The graph below shows how globally there are 1,401,278 MW of coal fired electricity 
plants in the planning phase, which is a lot when one considers that the 900 MW 
Moneypoint can provide 25% of the Republic of Ireland’s electricity needs – in other 
words one thousand, five hundred and fifty seven plants the size of Moneypoint. 
 

  
Figure 8 – The reality gap – what the rest of the world is doing 
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The reason for this is that coal plants, once fitted with the proper pollution control 
systems for acid gases and particulates, work and work well. There is also plenty of 
coal. Proven coal reserves in 2013 were sufficient to meet 113 years of global 
production, which is not to mention those additional resources we would probably 
find if we went looking for them.  
 

   
Figure 9: The bottom line – number of years by which the known coal reserves 

exceed the production rate 
 
The undisputable fact is, as Moneypoint ages in about a decade’s time, we could 
simply start re-building / modernising the relevant sections of it. There will be coal 
ships with competitively priced coal passing by our shores for many decades to come 
and it won’t make any difference in a global context if we do so. Others haven’t 
bought the ‘Green Dream’ and our present actions, even if they were to be as 
effective as the spin associated with them claims, would still be like trying to empty 
the Atlantic with buckets. 
 

4.4 Is what we are doing pure tokenism? 

Yes and an increasing amount of the public are starting to question this – huge sums 
of money, impacts on quality of life, and for what? 
 

4.5 BBC Radio 4 - “Everything we know is wrong”: 

There was a programme on BBC Radio 4 in August 2014, with the above title and 
following description on the BBC website31: 
 
Every day the newspapers carry stories of new scientific findings. There are 15 
million scientists worldwide all trying to get their research published. But a disturbing 
fact appears if you look closely: as time goes by, many scientific findings seem to 
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become less true than we thought. It's called the "decline effect" - and some findings 
even dwindle away to zero. 
 
A highly influential paper by Dr John Ioannidis at Stanford University called "Why 
most published research findings are false" argues that fewer than half of scientific 
papers can be believed, and that the hotter a scientific field (with more scientific 
teams involved), the less likely the research findings are to be true. He even showed 
that of the 49 most highly cited medical papers, only 34 had been retested and of 
them 41 per cent had been convincingly shown to be wrong. And yet they were still 
being cited. 
 
Again and again, researchers are finding the same things, whether it's with 
observational studies, or even the "gold standard" Randomised Controlled Studies, 
whether it's medicine or economics. Nobody bothers to try to replicate most studies, 
and when they do try, the majority of findings don't stack up. The awkward truth is 
that, taken as a whole, the scientific literature is full of falsehoods. 
 
Jolyon Jenkins reports on the factors that lie behind this. How researchers who are 
obliged for career reasons to produce studies that have "impact"; of small teams who 
produce headline-grabbing studies that are too statistically underpowered to produce 
meaningful results; of the way that scientists are under pressure to spin their findings 
and pretend that things they discovered by chance are what they were looking for in 
the first place. It's not exactly fraud, but it's not completely honest either. And he 
reports on new initiatives to go through the literature systematically trying to 
reproduce published findings, and of the bitter and personalised battles that can 
occur as a result. 
 
It’s not that engineers are more virtuous, but they actually build things, i.e. replicate 
current state of scientific knowledge. If what engineers they build, doesn’t work, they 
don’t get the next contract; if there is an accident, they can get prosecuted. As a 
result, there is care and attention; commercial pressures, legal obligations, 
professional indemnity insurance, etc, which are all effective checks and balances. 
It’s a bit like General McArthur’s commanders, they have to implement the measures 
associated with the intelligence reports, namely the scientific findings; as a result 
they are careful. Increasingly experienced engineers are absolutely horrified at what 
can only be described as the ‘running amok’ of the EU’s renewable energy and 
climate change provisions – they are becoming one of its largest critics. 
 

4.6 Where’s the beef – Part 2 

Nigel Lawson was Chancellor for the Exchequer during the Thatcher era; he hasn’t 
gone quite into retirement, as Lord Lawson remains an active critic of current climate 
change measures, based on the absence of proper evidence based science and 
robust impact assessments. As he pointed out in the introduction of a recent well -
crafted lecture entitled “Trouble with Climate Change32”: 
 

• There is something odd about the global warming debate – or the climate 
change debate, as we are now expected to call it, since global warming has 
for the time being come to a halt. I have never shied away from controversy, 
nor – for example, as Chancellor – worried about being unpopular if I believed 
that what I was saying and doing was in the public interest. But I have never 
in my life experienced the extremes of personal hostility, vituperation and 
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vilification which I – along with other dissenters, of course – have received for 
my views on global warming and global warming policies. 

 
I have no doubt many of you in disgust will read no further, but that is regretful, 
people need to understand the human condition, which drives these issues, because 
things are not always as they seem. After the financial collapse here in Ireland, we 
had to call in an expensive Finnish economist to write a report, the Nyberg report33, 
which concluded: 
 

• “Herding implies that management groups in different banks implicitly follow 
each other with little or only modest analysis and discussion”. 

 
• “Groupthink occurs when people adapt to the beliefs and views of others 

without real intellectual conviction. A consensus forms without serious 
consideration of consequences or alternatives, often under overt or imaginary 
social pressure. Recent studies indicate that tendencies to groupthink may be 
stronger and more common than previously thought. One consequence of 
groupthink may be herding, if the views in question relate to institutional 
policies, but this need not be the case”. 

 
We have a problem in the Western World with hype, whether it be acid rain, Y2K, 
weapons of mass destruction, war on terror, swine flu, property bubbles, etc. The 
ability to analyse and to rationalise has been lost. Fear sells and we are willing 
purchasers / believers. When it comes to catastrophic anthropogenic (man-made) 
global warming, people constantly and repeatedly state how they believe in it – non-
believers are not accepted. Yet how many actually read the ‘intelligence reports’ and 
inform themselves as to what they have committed to? As Nigel Lawson points out, 
“the BBC has banned me because of my climate change scepticism34”. The media 
has clearly bought the ‘Green Dream’ and alternative viewpoints and analysis are 
taboo. 
 
Yet the climate always changes, it is part of the natural cycle. The obelisk in top of 
Killiney Hill, an attractive feature in South Dublin, was built for famine relief after the 
winter of 1741. If one cares to research, that winter was the coldest in centuries, yet 
as the introduction to the Government’s current Green Paper on Energy states: 
 

• Key achievements include keeping the lights on and gas flowing during two of 
the coldest winter periods in 50 years. 

 
So extreme cold spells do occur and continue to occur. The famine years of 1845 
/1846 were characterised not by cold, but mild and very wet conditions in which crops 
simply rotted. In February 2014 at the Oireachtas Committee meeting I referred to 
earlier, the Bord na Mona representative went on , and on, and on, as to how his 
wind turbines were going to save us from the perils of global warming and the very 
wet conditions we were experienced – of course it had nothing to do with money. 
 
One could also add that one of the longest temperature records, which exist, is from 
rural Ireland in Armagh. So what do we see there? Absolutely and utterly nothing to 
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be concerned about35; the weather goes in cycles and there has been no 
fundamental change in recent years. Yet, just like the Germans with their dying forest 
(Waldsterben), every significant variation from the standard condition has now to be 
put down to the destructive impact of mankind.  
  
Of huge concern is the blind faith we are now expected to put in the skills of a limited 
number of mathematical experts and their computer models (General Circulation 
Models). Yet the contribution of carbon dioxide to the earth’s natural greenhouse 
effect is completely swamped by the presence of simple water vapour. The threat of 
global warming in those models is singularly based on the principle of a feed forward 
effect, i.e. that if the earth’s temperature increases slightly, then more water vapour 
will enter the atmosphere and as a result we will enter into a never ending spiral of 
run-away temperatures. 
 
Yet if this feed forward mechanism were not to occur, and there are no records from 
extensive data from the past and that it does occur, or even from satellite data 
collected over the last two decades, then even the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC), a deeply politicised body, has to admit that a doubling of the 
global atmospheric carbon dioxide level would only lead to about a 1.2˚C rise in 
temperature. Note: We are only about a third of a way to that doubling of the pre-
industrial age concentration. Given that humans live in a temperature range of -50˚C 
to +50˚C, sometimes within the same year, one can only conclude; so what, after all 
such a rise is equivalent to everybody moving 200 km closer to the equator; Belfast 
gets Cork’s climate, etc.  
 
Yet these uncertainties are glossed over in the official policies and media reports, 
although if one cares to examine the IPCC documentation in detail, it is freely 
admitted that such uncertainties exist, as there is a whole section written about it, for 
example: 
 

• There are fundamental limits to just how precisely annual temperatures can 
be projected, because of the chaotic nature of the climate system. 
Furthermore, decadal-scale projections are sensitive to prevailing 
conditions—such as the temperature of the deep ocean—that are less well 
known. Some natural variability over decades arises from interactions 
between the ocean, atmosphere, land, biosphere and cryosphere, and is also 
linked to phenomena such as the El Niño-Southern Oscillation (ENSO) and 
the North Atlantic Oscillation. 

 
In reality therefore, the only certainty with the IPCC’s climate models is that they are 
extremely uncertain. Indeed they completely ignore the solar variations, which are 
strongly related with the natural climate change cycles, which always occurred prior 
to the industrial age. Indeed, since the peak of the solar cycle in 1998 we have 
entered a period of weak solar activity, which as was recognised by the famous 
astronomer of 1800’s, Sir William Hershel36, leads to colder conditions and an 
increase in the price of wheat, conditions which we can now see ourselves in the last 
few years. 
 
From a scientific perspective, given our current level of data and scientific 
understanding, it is pure and utter arrogance for any organisation to claim that they 
can model, not to mention predict, the complexity which is occurring within the earth’s 
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ecosystem. Not unsurprisingly, the evidence is increasingly mounting that these 
mathematical models are not an accurate reflection of the complex dynamics, which 
are occurring, and that their predictions do not reflect what is actually happening, see 
below. It is not surprising that China37, where technology is valued, is calling for a 
complete review of climate change science by 2015, as a precondition for entering 
any possible negotiated agreement post 2020.  
 
 

 
Figure 10: The IPCC computer models gap with reality, temperatures are no 

longer rising – Figure 1.4 of their WG1 AR5 Chapter 1 Report 
 
It is not disputed that temperatures rose in the eighties and nineties, but neither was 
it in any way exceptional in comparison with such variations, which have occurred in 
the past. Personally having lived through it, I found nothing remarkable and of 
concern. Solar activity had reached a maximum in the second half of the last century, 
while the ocean currents change in 30-year intervals between warm and cold phases. 
They are now moving out of the previous warm phase into a cold phase, in which 
they will remain until 2035. 
 
If we wait around for a few years, Mother Nature will simply demonstrate to us what 
is right; either we have hyped up the impact on carbon dioxide and failed to account 
for natural variability or the models are right. However, as Hans Von Storch, the 
prominent German climate scientist, reported in the June edition of Der Spiegel38: 
 

• “At my institute, we analyzed how often such a 15-year stagnation in global 
warming occurred in the simulations. The answer was: in under 2 percent of 
all the times we ran the simulation. In other words, over 98 percent of 
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forecasts show CO2 emissions as high as we have had in recent years 
leading to a greater temperature increase”. 

 
Engineers don’t use design models, which 98% of the time don’t support the real 
world – it’s too dangerous. We need a track-record of twenty years of successful 
prediction of climate change, before we use model data as a guide for investing in 
the global future. We are not even remotely near that position and it will take several 
years of careful observation and research, as the planet goes through its natural 
cycles before we get there. 
 
At the moment we are in a giant experiment, with huge sums of money being spent 
with no accountability, people being impoverished, and the benefits of development 
retarded. We should have a reason and justification for this, not just collective 
groupthink and beliefs. 
 

5. WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE – IT’S SIMPLE REALLY 

Renewable energy is a pork barrel out of control. We are fortunate that we can run 
our existing thermal plants for many years to come; there are massive quantities of 
coal, global natural gas production is soaring and our own Corrib field finally comes 
on stream in early 2015, while even global oil production is increasing. In the fifteen 
years that our wind turbines would last before falling apart, none of that is going to 
remotely change. So we need to ‘cool the jets’, back off on the ‘Green Dream’ and 
realise sitting back and observing Mother Nature, while waiting for the inevitable hype 
to cool off, is the sensible thing to do. We need to get out of this speeding car, which 
is the EU Energy and climate change policy, as its behaviour is dysfunctional, non-
compliant with the law and citizen’s rights and the driver, which is not us, clearly 
doesn’t know where he or she is going. 
 
So go back comply with the law and the UNECE requirements. Subject the NREAP 
to proper assessment and public participation, evaluate the alternatives within the 
eleven sources of renewable energy, quantify the various impacts and benefits, and 
work out whether any of these measures are justifiable. When that is done, which will 
take considerable time, only implement those which in a transparent and fair process 
have shown to produce actual benefits.  
 
Shop around, don’t rush into anything, demonstrate to the public that there is logic 
and reason behind this and that it is no longer a posse of ‘rent seekers’ hanging 
around a corrupt pork barrel. Remember, it’s the 21st Century, the days Government 
institutions could do ‘one on one’ deals with developers are gone. It’s a three way 
process now, the developer’s input, whether that be State or private investment, the 
public’s input and the apparatus of the State. The latter is expected to act impartially 
and in compliance with the law in the interest of the State, which is after all is in the 
interests of its citizens, not the interests of semi-state companies and others, which 
have jumped on this lucrative bandwagon.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


