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THE HAGUE, Netherlands — A leading Dutch environmental agency, taking the blame for one of the glaring
errors that undermined the credibility of a seminal United Nations report on climate change, said Monday it has
discovered more small mistakes and urged the panel to be more careful.

But the review by the Netherlands Environmental Assessment Agency claimed that none of the errors effected
the fundamental conclusion by U.N. panel of scientists: that global warming caused by humans is happening
already and is threatening the lives and well-being of millions of people.

Mistakes discovered in the 3,000-page report by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change last year fed
into an atmosphere of skepticism over the reliability of climate scientists who have been warning for many
years that human-induced emissions of greenhouse gases could have catastrophic consequences, including
rising sea levels, drought and the extinction of nearly one-third of the Earth's species.

The errors put scientists on the defensive in the months before a major summit on climate change in
Copenhagen in December, which met with only limited success on agreeing how to limit carbon emissions and
contain the worst effects of global warming.

The underlying IPCC conclusions remain valid, said Maarten Hajer, the Dutch agency's director, adding at a
news conference that "the errors do not affect the whole construction."

But he said the boiled-down version of the full IPCC report, a synthesis meant as a guideline for policymakers,
included conclusions drawn from "expert judgments" that were not always clearly sourced or transparent.

With some conclusions, "we can't say it's plainly wrong. We don't know," and can't tell from the supporting
text, Hajer said. The IPCC should "be careful making generalizations."

The IPCC, in a statement from its Geneva headquarters, welcomed the agency's findings, which it said
confirmed the IPCC's conclusion that "continued climate change will pose serious challenges to human well-
being and sustainable development."

It said it will "pay close attention" to the agency's recommendations to tighten up review procedures.

The Dutch agency accepted responsibility for one mistake by the IPCC when it reported in 2005 that 55% of the
Netherlands is below sea level, when only 26% is. The report should have said 55% is prone to flooding,
including river flooding.

The mistake happened when a long report was compressed into a short one, and two figures were meshed into
one. "Something was lost, and it wasn't spotted," Hajer said.

"The incorrect wording in the IPCC report does not affect the message of the conclusion," that the Netherlands
is highly susceptible to sea level rise, the agency's report said. "The lesson to be learned for an assessment
agency such as ours is that quality control is needed at the primary level."

The second previously reported error claimed the Himalayan glaciers would melt by 2035, which the Dutch
agency partly traced to a report on the likely shrinking of glaciers by the year 2350.



The review, which lasted five months, also found several other errors in the IPCC report on regional impacts of
climate change — one of four separate IPCC reports in 2007 — although it said they were inconsequential.

The original report said global warming will put 75 million to 250 million Africans at risk of severe water
shortages in the next 10 years, but a recalculation showed that range should be 90 million to 220 million, the
agency said.

Another error it found involved the effect of wind turbulence on anchovy fisheries on Africa's west coast.

The Dutch agency said it examined 32 conclusions in the summary for policymakers on the impact of climate
change in eight regions.

"Our findings do not contradict the main conclusions of the IPCC," the report said. "There is ample
observational evidence of natural systems being influenced by climate change ... (that) pose substantial risks to
most parts of the world."

It said future IPCC reports should have a more robust review process and should look more closely at where
information comes from. It also recommended more investment in monitoring global warming in developing
countries.


