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Malcolm Peterson Scott 
P.O. Box 462, Christchurch 8140 

Email: malcolmpetersonscott@gmail.com 

 

Copy: To interested parties for the purpose of informed research 

27 July 2016 

 

Dr Allan Freeth 

Chief Executive, Environmental Protection Authority 

Wellington, New Zealand. 

RE:  Reports of Atmospheric Aerosol Geoengineering in Aotearoa  

cc. EPA senior managers; EPA board members; other interested parties. 

Dear Dr Freeth, 

I would like to request that you bring this to the attention of the EPA board, as a matter of 

serious concern, regarding your letter to me of 30 June 2016, in reply to my OIA request 

(submitted 1 June 2016). 

I accept your citing of OIA sections 18(e) and 18(g)(i) that “the EPA does not hold any 

information, evidence, corporate knowledge, nor documents containing the information 

requested”. However, it does raise some serious concerns about advice I received from 

Andrea Eng in her letter to me of 4 March 20161. In her letter she claimed “The existence of 

high altitude aerosol spraying from aircrafts has been repeatedly dismissed by the scientific 

community in New Zealand.” Clearly her advice to me must be incorrect, or at least 

unreliable, if the EPA is unable to substantiate this claim. 

Further, my enquiry about an EPA staff member’s advice2 to a member of the public, 

referring to geoengineering/high altitude aerosol spraying is an “urban myth” also appears to 

be a statement that the EPA cannot substantiate. So on two occasions, two different EPA staff 

have provided written advice about geoengineering/high altitude aerosol spraying to the 

public that the EPA cannot substantiate.  

This is very concerning as it appears to indicate some degree of confusion about this subject 

among EPA staff, and places the reliability of any of their advice in question. It is also very 

concerning that EPA staff take a dismissive attitude, as both of these staff appear to claim 

that high altitude aerosol spraying from aircraft (sometimes referred to as ‘chemtrails’) or 

‘aerosol forcing’ in New Zealand “does not exist”. 

                                                           
1 EPA OIA reply 4 March 2016 ENQ-29400-W3K2K9. 
2 EPA staff member e-mail to an enquiry by a member of the public, dated 29 February 2016. 
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I’d like to request that you instruct your staff that they should not be making statements to the 

public on behalf of the EPA that they cannot substantiate, and I think a written apology from 

the EPA to those concerned would be appropriate. 

Public reporting of aerosol geoengineering 

Public reporting of aerosol geoengineering operations is one of the subjects of my research, 

and I would like to inform you that since the early 2000’s, and more particularly since 2010, 

there has been a growing volume of reports by the New Zealand public of high altitude 

aerosol spraying from aircraft in New Zealand airspace. Evidence consists of eyewitness 

accounts, thousands of photographs, video footage, and numerous reports of laboratory 

analysis of chemical contamination of rainwater3. A number of these reports, or enquires 

about these reports, have been sent to the Ministry for the Environment4. 

Since the EPA claims5 it has not received any reports of instances/sightings of aerosol forcing 

operations, as a service to the EPA I will arrange for your office to receive a sample of these 

reports so that the EPA can be better informed, and consider how it will assess the 

environmental and public health risks associated with the current alleged and unregulated 

aerosol forcing operations underway in New Zealand at full-scale since at least late 2009. 

Toxic effects of aerosol forcing operations 

There is a growing recognition and concern about the toxic effects of aerosol chemicals, and 

some of this analysis has been recently published6. Respiratory disease mortality rates have 

been rising in the US for the last three decades, which coincides with US aerosol forcing 

operations in the early 1990’s escalating to full-scale around 1998. Clearly the public health 

implications are horrendous, and with the New Zealand operation underway for the last six 

years I cannot understand how the EPA has remained ignorant to these operations for so 

long? 

Biological agents in aerosol chemicals specifically targeted at human populations have been 

detected in the USA and Canada. Many people would find this difficult to accept, but there is 

extensive evidence of this in the US aerosol geoengineering programmes7. Clearly there is an 

immediate need to ensure New Zealand aerosol supplies (sourced via international supply 

chains) do not contain hazardous biological substances. Should biological substances be 

detected in New Zealand aerosol supplies this may constitute a violation of the HSNO Act, 

and possibly also a violation of New Zealand’s prohibition of biological weapons8.  

                                                           
3 Hill Laboratories (e-mail 19 May 2016), has tested an undisclosed number (<100) of samples from the public for Al, Ba, Sr contamination. 
4 Scott, M. (2016) A Climate of Secrecy: Briefing paper concerning The Ministry for the Environment. OIA Letter 29 Feburary 2016 (16-D-
00142); OIA Letter from Nick Smith 11 April 2016 (16-O-00321); OIA Letter 30 June 2016 (16-D-00669). 
5 Environmental Protection Authority 18 February 2016: OIA reply ENQ-29400-W3K2K9 
6 Herndon, J. Marvin (2015). Evidence of coal-fly-ash toxic chemical geoengineering in the troposphere: consequences for public health. 
International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 12, 9375-9390.  
Herndon, J. Marvin (2015). Aluminium poisoning of humanity and Earth’s biota by clandestine geoengineering activity: implications for 
India. Current Science, 108, 12, 2173-2177. 
7 Thomas, W. 2004. Chemtrails Confirmed. Carson City NV: Bridger House Publications. ISBN 1-8931-57-10-5.  
Freeland, E. 2014. Chemtrials, HAARP,andthe Full Spectrum Dominance of Planet Earth. ISBN 978-9362-3994-8. 
8 Section 8, Nuclear Free Zone, Disarmament and Arms Control Act 1987. 
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If these operations are proven to be unlawful, and causative of harm to the environment and 

the safety and health of the public, government agencies with a duty of care to the public may 

be liable to civil litigation9. Under certain circumstances individuals may be liable to criminal 

prosecution if their actions, or failure to act, causes harm to the environment or the health or 

safety of the public.  

I think the EPA staff and board of directors needs to take these concerns extremely seriously, 

and I would also suggest the EPA directors consider carefully their own liability, and 

potential damage to the EPA’s reputation. 

Recommendations 

I recommend that EPA staff liaise with the staff of the Climate Directorate of the Ministry for 

the Environment (MfE), as these MfE staff are conversant with numerous reports of aerosol 

forcing operations from the public, and may be of assistance to the EPA. I would also suggest 

contacting the atmospheric research staff at NIWA, as a number of these staff are 

knowledgeable about atmospheric geoengineering technologies and have access to the 

equipment needed for analysis of aerosol particulate in the air. EPA staff should also consult 

with an environmental toxicologist with experience in analysis of airborne microscopic 

organisms, and I would suggest referring to the pathogenic research by Clifford E. Carnicom 

(Carnicom Institute10). Carnicom is a leading researcher on the subject of airborne pathogens 

from aerosols, and numerous US governmental agencies and corporations (as well as officials 

of the NZ parliament, it would seem) have referred to research material available at his 

website11. 

Finally, for direct analysis of aerosol chemicals at source, contact the New Zealand Defence 

Force (the alleged operation coordinators), and ask to inspect their supplies. 

I hope this information is informative and helpful for the directors and staff of the EPA. I 

think a proactive approach to this matter by the EPA could avoid potentially disastrous 

consequences to the environment and the safety and health of the public. 

Thank you for your attention to this extremely serious matter.  

 

Kind regards, 

 

Malcolm Scott 

                                                           
9 There are class action lawsuits in process in Canada (cited: Wigington. D.) and the USA (cited: Murphy, M.J.) against government agencies 
complicit with covert aerosol geoengineering operations. 
10 http://carnicominstitute.org/wp/tag/airborne/ 
11 Freeland, E. (2014), pp. 252-255, provides an extensive list of ‘visitors’ to Carnicom Institute webpages. 


