
 

Quoted from Professor Will Alexander’s email on 1 February 2008: 

 

Dear all 

Memo 07/08 The big lie 

My memo with this title is attached together with the Department of Mineral and Energy Affairs’ 
circular on the national response to South Africa’s electricity shortages.  

Numerous accusations regarding who is to blame for the present crisis are being distributed in the 
media. The truth must be told. All you have to do is to recall all those press releases and public 
presentations by environmental pressure groups during the past few years, and the Department of 
Environmental Affairs and Tourism’s threats to impose penalties on those who do not voluntarily reduce 
their greenhouse gas emissions. These specifically included Eskom’s coal-fired power stations. This 
explains the government’s reluctance to proceed with the extension of its coal-fired power generation 
system. 

Now the situation has got out of hand. Worse is yet to come.  

All of this is based on the big lie that global warming is the consequence of human activities, especially 
atmospheric discharges from coal-fired power stations.. 

Expect more on this subject next week. 

As always feel free to pass this on to anybody who has an interest. 

Kind regards 

Will 

PS Once again my profound apologies for not replying to all those emails. I read them all but I am now 
drowning in paper. It is nevertheless very encouraging. Please keep them up even if you do not get an 
immediate response. I now receive between 10 and 20 emails per day on this subject. Those who 
maintain that the science is settled are whistling in the dark. 

 

Memo 07/08 

Energy crisis – the big lie  
Will Alexander alexwjr@iafrica.com 

Friday 1 February 2008 

Parliament recalled 

On Wednesday 30 January Parliament was recalled for a special sitting to debate the national energy 
crisis. The opposition parties called for heads to roll. The authorities admitted that they failed to take 
heed of the 1998 White Paper warning that a crisis would develop by 2007 if steps were not taken to 
expand our power generation system. 

What the authorities did not inform the public was WHY the White Paper recommendations were not 
implemented. I firmly believe that this was the result of a decision made at the National Conference on 
Climate Change held at Midrand in October 2005. Several cabinet ministers attended the final stages of 
the conference. They agreed to implement its recommendations. 



 

Dishonest science 

What observers fail to realise is that South Africa could well be on the brink of a far bigger disaster due 
to the knock-on effect of the energy crisis. The worst consequences have yet to come. 

Everybody is blaming Eskom. I now find it my unpleasant duty to put the blame where it belongs. It is 
directly the consequence of the alarmist and thoroughly unscientific pressures exerted by a small but 
vociferous group of environmentalists. For years they have been pressing for the closure of our coal-
fired power stations on the grounds that they cause global warming with a whole string of undesirable 
consequences. Our Department of Environmental Affairs and Tourism (DEAT) is also to blame as it 
naïvely believed these extremists. It failed to take the obvious steps of appointing an independent, multi-
disciplinary commission of enquiry on this matter of major national importance.    

The present slide into a national disaster started in October 2005. 

Invitation to attend the conference 

The following are extracts from the official invitation to attend the National Conference on Climate 
Change distributed by the DEAT. I urge you to note my subsequently emphasized passages. 

Climate change is now considered to be the biggest threat to sustainable development and it is of 
importance that it is addressed as a matter of urgency…Impacts associated with the change include 
changes in weather patterns, rise of sea level and an increase in the frequent and severity of extreme 
events such as floods and droughts. These impacts, in particular the extreme events, have important 
and costly implications to developing countries e.g . loss of livelihoods, as well as immense 
financial and economic setbacks .    

Note that South Africa is now experiencing these costly impacts precisely because of the actions to 
control climate change. The invitation continued. 

The Department of Environmental Affairs and Tourism will be hosting a national Conference on Climate 
Change from 17 to 20 October 2005… The overall objective of the event is to see that: 

“All South Africans are informed about all aspects of climate change from global, African and South 
African perspective and are empowered to consider climate change mitigation and  adaptation in all 
their endeavours and spheres of influence.” 

This empowered the South African authorities to delay the construction of coal-fired power stations. 

As a key stakeholder on climate change issues, the Department wishes to inform you about this 
upcoming groundbreaking and prestigious event. It is also kindly requested that you circulate this 
notification to the relevant stakeholders as much as possible. 

Despite this general invitation, those of us who had doubts about the validity of the whole climate 
change issue were not welcome at the conference. We were labelled as fringe scientists by the DEAT 
minister in his opening address. See my memo distributed earlier this week for details.    

The continuing propaganda flowing out of the department as well as the environmental activists, 
prompted me to distribute another memo on 23 February 2006 with the title The big lie. I repeat it in 
full below. 

Correction 

I have just checked with my WWII history books. It was Adolf Hitler not Josef Goebels who was 
responsible for the big lie propaganda. He wrote: 

The primitive simplicity of their minds renders them a more easy prey to a big lie than a small one, for 
they themselves often tell little lies but would be ashamed to tell a big one. 

Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf 1925  

This was before Hitler came to power. He was referring to the most efficient means to persuade the 
masses of the population. 



 
Propaganda warfare 

One of the few advantages of old age is the wealth of experience, which in turn leads to an insight that is 
denied to the younger generations. I remember the propaganda warfare very well. I remember photos of 
the tens of thousands of German troops giving their ‘Heil Hitler’ salute while marching through Berlin. 
Most of them were soon to die on the battlefields of Russia. I remember Winston Churchill’s rallying 
address to the British people:  

We shall fight on the beaches, we shall fight on the landing grounds, we shall fight in the fields and in the 
streets, we shall fight in the hills, we shall never surrender. 

 

I remember my mother with tears in her eyes showing me the telegram informing her that my father was 
captured at Tobruk and was a prisoner of war. I was in residence at Wits and my fellow students 
expressed their sympathies.  

A year later, in the evenings in a tent in the North African desert we used to tune into the German radio 
stations that used the haunting love-song Lili Marlene as their signature tune. This was the most popular 
song to survive WWII. Its message was universal. 

I have a selection of propaganda pamphlets that were fired into our lines by German mortar shells and 
others dropped by allied bombers behind the German lines. 

Now I find myself opposing another propaganda effort – the big lie that global warming poses the 
greatest threat that humankind has ever faced. This propaganda is pursued with a fervour matching 
that of Adolf Hitler in WWII. Television and news media hungry for sensation are more than willing to 
participate because they have a misplaced faith in the honesty of the climate change lobbyists. 

What are these propagandist tactics?  There are many of them. The most blatant is the old propagandist 
tactic of deliberately suppressing opposing views of ‘the enemy’ such as happened at the Midrand 
Conference. A more subtle tactic is by selective referencing in important publications. I recently 
commented on the report by 15 scientists from seven institutions. A principal claim was that solar 
activity had no meaningful influence on the climate of the SW Cape. This was based on an overseas 
publication. They did not mention any of my several publications to the contrary dating as far back as 
1978 through to April 2005 nor that of Hutchins published more than 100 years ago. These authors 
misled their readers as well as the taxpayers who funded their research. The honest scientific approach 
would have been to mention my studies and then produce arguments to counter them. Deliberate 
omission of contrarian views on an issue that was the foundation of their conclusions was unscientific 
and misleading.     

After all this, nobody must expect me to tolerate the blatant propaganda tactics employed by the climate 
change lobbyists. These distasteful tactics have caused me a lot of distress bearing in mind my past 
experiences. I have consulted with senior colleagues. Was there any purpose in continuing my research 
and producing publications and memoranda in this situation? Their response was unanimous. I must 
carry on. 

There is only one avenue left that I can follow, and that is to produce solid, scientifically founded, 
incontestable proof that the whole global warming charade is built on sand. This I am about to do. I 
hope to have my MS in the editor’s hands within the next three weeks. 

Commission of enquiry 

I receive increasing support after almost every memo that I circulate. Everything now depends on the 
reaction of climate change lobbyists. If they are truly honest in their convictions they should press for an 
independent commission of enquiry that includes members of all scientific, economic and social 
disciplines. This will relieve the pressure on the DEAT and its minister and address all aspects of the 
issue. The political decision makers and the public will be fully informed on all the consequences and 
benefits. Only then can rational, politically acceptable decisions be made. 



 
If the DEAT refuses to appoint a commission of enquiry, then they and their minister will become the 
targets of severe criticism from all sectors of the community, including the labour organisations, once 
the falsity of the global warming claims and the consequences of the policy to reduce dependence on 
coal for electricity production becomes apparent. The climate change lobbyists will have a lot of 
explaining to do. 

Environmental activism 

In my opinion, the current energy crisis is directly the consequence of the DEAT’s unjustified faith in 
the claims by environmental activists. These activists / climate alarmists maintain that undesirable 
climate change is the consequence of human activities, especially the discharge of undesirable 
greenhouse gasses into the atmosphere by our coal-fired power stations.  

This conclusion is confirmed by recent press releases issued by the DEAT. The following are short 
extracts from the press release issued by the DEAT on 12 December 2007 during the Bali Conference.  

In 1992, when the Convention was negotiated, there was some scientific uncertainty  about the link 
between climate change and human activity. [Emphases added.] 

Therefore, in 1995, when the 2nd IPCC Assessment Report gave us more scientific certainty , this 
august body took decisive action and developed a new legal instrument, the Kyoto Protocol, under this 
framework.  

Today, some 12 years later, we are faced with alarming and overwhelming scienti fic findings  from 
the 4th Assessment Report.  As in 1995, we now, once again, have to take control of our common future. 

As a developing country we will  take ambitious mitigation action. South Africa will  contribute its fair share 
towards our common responsibility for the future.  Our actions will  be measurable, reportable and 
verifiable.  Given the urgency indicated by science, there is no  longer a plausible excuse for 
inaction by any country .  

Mr President, science tells us that emissions must peak in the next 10 to 15 years, and then be reduced 
by half of 2000 levels by 2050.  Towards this end, the Bali Roadmap must signal the resolve of developed 
countries to reduce their emissions by at least 25 to 40% below 1990 levels by 2020 .  

We must all act with a greater sense of urgency.  We have different responsibilities for the past; and we 
should all take common responsibility for the future. South Africa stands ready . 

The following extracts are from a DEAT press release of 18 January – just days before the 
commencement of the national energy crisis. 

South Africa's long-term mitigation scenario  (LTMS) study, regarding climate change, which would 
inform future policy decisions, is now in its "final stretch", Environment and Tourism Minister Marthinus 
van Schalkwyk told delegates at a climate change round table discussion in Cape Town, on Friday. 
 
Once the LTMS study is finalised, which was said to be imminent, it will be submitted to Cabinet, where it, 
together with work on sectoral strategies, the greenhouse-gas inventory, national communications to the 
United Nations, and South Africa's adaptation planning , will be used as a reference to inform the 
deliberations towards a legislative package, which would give effect to South Africa's policy at  a 
mandatory level . 
 
Van Schalkwyk affirmed that South Africa "stood ready to take ambitious mitigation action ". 
 
Adapting to climate change is a prerequisite for ec onomic growth and development in Africa .  
 

Now South Africa’s economic growth and development are in tatters precisely because our DEAT was 
mislead by a small group of environmental activists. The DEAT then encouraged other South African 
authorities to undertake measures that would reduce South Africa’s emissions. We are now experiencing 
the consequences.  

Other scientists in the natural sciences must share the blame. They not only failed to inform the public of 
the likely consequences of environmental extremism but they resisted attempts made by others calling 
for the establishment of an independent commission of enquiry. 



 
Official announcement 

With all the above in mind, please read the attached circular issued by the Department of Mineral and 
Energy Affairs a few days ago. It is titled National Response To South Africa’s Electricity Shortages. 
It confirms that our country is experiencing a national crisis that will continue for many years ahead. 

No reasons are given for non-implementation of the 1998 White Paper recommendations, but notice the 
following. 

The first is the emphasis on replacing incandescent light bulbs with more efficient light bulbs. This was 
one of the main recommendations to come out of Midrand.  [I have already replaced half of my 
conventional light bulbs but only because they last longer.]    

The second is one of the columns in the table on page 10 that is headed ‘Climate Change’. This is a 
subtle insertion to counter future criticism. 

The third and most distressing  reference, is on page 12 where under the heading ‘Benefits of the Power 
Conservation Programme’ there is an item: 

This will have a positive impact on climate change due to reduced energy consumption . 

So there you have it – the big lie again. The implication is that South Africans should be grateful for the 
imposition of these dreadful measures because they will combat climate change. The statement is also 
false. There is no way whatsoever that these measures will have even a miniscule effect on South 
Africa’s climate. And the climate alarmists know it. 

Earlier in the circular the Department contradicts this false statement when on page 7 it lists the 
immediate capacity expansion, which includes de-mothballing four existing coal-fired power stations. 
Then on page 9 it provides details of the capacity expansion programme, which includes another two 
new large coal-fired power stations.  

No mention is made of the imposition of measures to control greenhouse gas emissions from these 
coal-fired power stations or the additional costs to consumers that these measures will entail. This 
omission is also dishonest. 

Nor is any mention made of nuclear power expansion. This is expensive but there is no other alternative 
for the generation of additional energy on the required scale. Is this reluctance also the result of 
pressures from environmental activist groups supported by the DEAT? 

Anger 

The South African public are very angry. Firstly because they have been forced to experience these 
damaging restrictions that did not arise from any wrongdoings on their part. And secondly because they 
have been threatened with punishment if they do not comply with them  

The last time that I experienced public anger on this scale was when Italian Partisans took revenge on 
Mussolini and his henchmen just before the Allied troops entered Milan. This photo shows the result. 

 
I do not for one moment suggest that this will happen in South Africa. However, environmental activists 
should prepare themselves for public anger once their part in the present energy crisis becomes known. 



 
The crisis deepens 

Yesterday I had an appointment in Hatfield. The traffic lights along the way were out of action. There 
was a lot of traffic congestion. This morning’s (1 February 2008) newspapers paint a sombre picture. 
Eskom’s undertaking that they would ensure at least 90% of the requirements of the gold mines was not 
fulfilled. Harmony had discussions with the trade unions. The mine intends closing one of its shafts. 
Seven thousand jobs are at risk. Gold Fields warned that they may have to close 6 of their 21 shafts as a 
result of the compulsory 10% reduction of electricity. The mine is also due to have urgent discussions 
with the trade unions. 

We have become the laughing stock of overseas media. One of our ministers is quoted as saying in 
Parliament: “Go to sleep earlier so that you can grow and be clever. Boil less water, use the microwave 
rather than the stove, take a shower and not a bath.”  Other suggestions were that housewives should 
wash dishes and clothing by hand in order to save electricity. 

All of this is against the background of an increasing likelihood of a global economic recession. 

Where do we go from here? 

I have no doubt at all that the delays in the expansion of our power supply system through the 
construction of new coal-fired power stations was the direct result of decisions made at the Midrand 
Conference on Climate Change in October 2005 and subsequent actions by the DEAT. This is despite 
warnings over the years that there were fundamental errors in climate change science. 

My personal distress continues. Last week I tried once again to get some discussions going on the 
science but met a wall of silence. I am now trying to get my work independently evaluated before 
submitting it for publication. 

In my widely known research efforts, I demonstrate that variations in solar activity and not greenhouse 
gas emissions from coal-fired power stations are the fundamental cause of the recent bout of global 
warming. These have not only been ignored by the DEAT and environmental activists, but I have been 
vilified and labelled a fringe scientist for making them.  

Because of their misguided efforts my beloved country is bleeding.  

When will it end?    

Will Alexander 

Attached: National Response To South Africa’s Electricity Shortages.  

http://www.ilovemycarbondioxide.com/pdf/National_Response_sa_electricity.pdf 
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