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Abstract

Some say that the threat of anthropogenic (human induced) global warming is the greatest crisis that mankind will every face.  The billions of dollars that have been spent on climate research each year over the last two decades have all been funneled into research almost exclusively by climatologists and computer modelers.  Prior to this there was very little funding for this science.  At that time, climate science was a multi-discipline study that involved climatologists, oceanographers, paleo-climatologists, paleontologists, glaciologists, and astrophysicists. 

The prevailing thought, at that time, was that we were warming as a planet but that could change and that we could be moving toward a very drastic cooling period.  When certain political ideologies realized that only climatologists and computer modelers could predict a warming up of the planet, funding flowed exclusively into these disciplines while the other climate disciplines were relegated to the closet.  And when it comes to real research and funding, they are still in the closet.

The belief of human induced global warming through increase in greenhouse gases has today reached the stage of almost a religion.  And the denial of such is considered “blasphemy”.  This needs to be corrected.  Even though the majority of the country believes that this is still just a theory, world leaders are moving rapidly forward with drastic measures such as carbon dioxide caps and carbon taxes. 

The planet has warmed over the 20th Century and the oceans are warming even more and at a faster pace.  Geologically this has happened many times before.  The leaders of the world are expecting dramatic warming but what they may get is just the opposite.  The planet may be on the verge of a very dramatic cooling.  This has happened many times in our planet’s geological past.  Presently the earth is at the end of an 11,500-year interglacial warm period.  Are we due for a change?

The primary reasons for climate changes in earth’s geological past were astronomical cycles such as the changing tilt of the earth’s axis, precession of the equinox, advance of the perihelion, and the eccentricity or “stretch” of the earth’s elliptical orbit.  These cycles reduce and increase the amount of solar energy that reaches the earth.  They also influence the strength and polarity of the earth’s magnetic field.  Oceanographers are now just becoming aware of the influence that submarine volcanic activity has upon the heat content of the ocean and thus upon the amount of moisture that is released into the atmosphere.  Increased precipitation when solar energy is at a minimum can lead to ice age conditions.  

The public simply does not realize that the science behind anthropogenic global warming is tied to basically two categories of evidence, tree ring growth and carbon dioxide from ice cores. 

Real science is married to evidence.  The nature of science is skepticism and science encourages healthy debate about all evidence.  Scientific evidence is derived from reproducible and validated measurement, observation, experimentation, and calculation.  On the basis of the evidence, a scientific theory is constructed.  A scientific theory is the best available explanation of the evidence.  Any theory concerning global climate change must include all evidence from all scientific sources.  The exclusion of such evidence leads to the undeniable conclusion that the theory of human induced global warming, at the moment, is not scientific.  
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•

Science is married to evidence.

•

Its nature is skepticism.

•

Evidence is from reproducible and validated 

observation, measurement, experiment, and 

calculations.

•

On basis of evidence, an explanation or scientific 

theory is constructed.

•

Scientific theory is the best available explanation of 

evidence.

•

This theory may change with new evidence.

•

This theory must be coherent with the existing body 

of knowledge.


The study of science is married to evidence.  The nature of science is supposed to be skepticism and science encourages argument and dissent.  Science will be the only methodology we have for solving environmental problems.  

Scientific evidence is derived from reproducible and validated observation, measurement, experimentation and calculation.  Scientists are supposed to engage in healthy argument about the veracity of evidence.  On the basis of evidence, an explanation called a scientific theory is constructed.  A scientific theory is the best available explanation of evidence.  It may change with new evidence and it must be coherent with the existing body of knowledge.

Evidence in geology is interdisciplinary.  It is terrestrial and extra-terrestrial and shows the complex and intertwining of evolving natural processes on a dynamic planet.  A concept of human induced global warming is not in accord with a holistic view of Earth using geology, astronomy, archaeology, oceanography, and history.

By failing the coherence test, the idea of human induced global warming cannot be scientific but may serve other purposes.  To argue that human additions of CO2 to the atmosphere in a dynamic evolving multi-component system can adversely affect temperature is basically unscientific.  

All we hear about from global warming proponents is consensus.  What does consensus really mean?  Michael Crichton, author and MD from Harvard, reminds us all just what consensus is.
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• Michael Crichton

–

Historically, the claim of consensus has been the 

first refuge of scoundrels; it is a way to avoid 

debate by claiming that the matter is already 

settled. 

–

Let’s be clear, the work of science has nothing to 

do with consensus.

–

Consensus is the business of politics.
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Science, on the contrary, requires only one 

investigator who happens to be right,

–

He or she has results that are verifiable reference 

to the real world.

–

What is relevant is reproducible results.

–

The greatest scientists in history are great 

precisely because they broke with the consensus.
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From the very beginning, the hypothesis of anthropogenic or man made greenhouse gas warming was tainted with a biased selection of data and one-side interpretations.  Such symptoms of affliction are called “pathological science” by many scientists.  Today this situation still occurs in the halls of climatology.

G. S. Callendar is regarded as the father of the modern “man-made climatic warming” hypothesis.  In 1938, Callendar claimed that because of fossil fuel burning, the average concentration of CO2 had increased from the 19th century value of 274 parts per million volume (ppmv) to 325 ppmv in 1935.  That is an 18.6% increase.  This CO2 increase resulted in an increase in the global surface temperature of .33 degrees C.  

However the actual measured 19th century CO2 concentrations in the atmosphere ranged from about 250 to 550 ppmv and the average concentration estimated from these values was 335 ppmv.  These CO2 measurements were taken by scientists all over Europe during that period.  They are considered fairly accurate.  

To reach the low 19th century CO2 concentration, the cornerstone of the hypothesis, Callendar used a biased selection method.  From a set of 26 19th century averages, Callendar rejected 16 that were higher than his assumed low global average, and 2 that were lower.  The measurements that he accepted are circled on the above chart.  

His paper was presented at a meeting of the Royal Meteorological Society.  It was criticized by its members and rejected.  However to this day, greenhouse gas global warming proponents still look to Callendar as the one who first fathered the hypothesis and often refer to him in their articles and publications.
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About the same time as Callendar, several scientists in Europe started studying what could possibly have caused the periodic advance and retreat of Alpine glaciers.  A Russian-German meteorologist, Vladimir Koppen, who was trained in astronomy, was studying the work of two Alpine glaciologists who had identified four separate cycles of advance and retreat of glaciers in the Alps.  Koppen used a hypothesis first proposed in 1830 by Sir John Herschel.  The changes in the amount of solar radiation reaching the Earth were caused by long-term cyclical variations in the Earth’s orbital relationship to the Sun.  

Another worker in this field was a skilled mathematician from the University of Belgrade, Milutin Milankovitch.  He had independently begun his own investigation of the astronomical theory of climate.  In 1920, Milankovitch published his work.  Therein he identified three major cyclical variables that today have become indisputably the recognized as the principal cause of climate change.  

When Koppen read his book, a collaboration developed among the two along with Koppen’s son-in-law, the astronomer-geologist and daring polar explorer Alfred Wegener, the father of Plate Tectonics.  

The essential point of their work was this:  The amount of solar radiation (insolation) reaching the Earth, depends upon the distance of the Earth from the Sun and on the angle of incidence of the Sun’s rays upon the Earth’s surface.  These angles and distances vary over long cycles of tens of thousands of years.  
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Imagined Risk and the Modern Era


Before the 1980s this “greenhouse gas” hypothesis was usually regarded as just a curiosity.  Then, in 1979, Mrs. Margaret Thatcher became Prime Minister of the UK.  She elevated the hypothesis to the status of a major international policy issue.  Mrs. Thatcher is now often considered to have been a great UK politician.  But she had yet to gain that reputation when she came to power in 1979. Then, she was the first female leader of a major western state, and she desired to be taken seriously by political leaders of other major countries. This desire seemed difficult to achieve because her only experience in government had been as Education Secretary.  She had achieved nothing notable as Education Secretary but was remembered by the UK public for having removed the distribution of milk to schoolchildren thus she was called ‘Milk Snatcher Thatcher’.

Sir Crispin Tickell, UK Ambassador to the UN, suggested a solution to the problem. He pointed out that almost all international statesmen are scientifically illiterate.  So a scientifically literate politician could win any summit debate on a matter which seemed to depend on scientific understandings. Mrs. Thatcher had a BSc degree in chemistry.  Sir Crispin pointed out that if a ‘scientific’ issue were to gain international significance, then the UK’s Prime Minister could easily take a prominent role. This would of course provide credibility for her views on other world affairs. He suggested that she should campaign about global warming at each summit meeting. She did, and the tactic worked.  Mrs. Thatcher rapidly gained the desired international respect and the UK became the prime promoter of the global warming issue. 
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•

“The climate funding agencies, in this period, also gave birth to

computer climate modeling.  That action buried the actual science of 

climate, based on the study of the solar-astronomical cycles and their 

correlation with long-term climate changes.”

•

“The driving force, it seemed, was to get people to blame science for 

environmental disasters, to use fewer resources, and to shrink the 

world population, particular its brown, black, and yellow parts.”

•

“And so the climate science funding proliferated, climate modeling 

proliferated, global warming and “greenhouse effect” propaganda 

proliferated-and climate science, based on study of solar 

astronomical cycles, oceanography, geology, and so on, was 

relegated to the closet.”

Robert E. Stevenson, PhD

How It All Started.

Ideology Based Computer Models.


Not so long ago, in the early 1970’s, climate scientists thought in 100,000 year cycles or at lease 10,000 year cycles, and were talking about global cooling.  Scientifically speaking, the evidence indicated that the Earth was coming out of a 10,000 year interglacial period, on the way to a new Ice Age.  

The National Science Foundation and the National Academy of Sciences both began looking at the Ice Age concept.  They began beating the bushes to look for scientists who would research climate.  The emphasis seemed to be not so much one of science, but of devising scenarios to explain how climate change might be very rapid and might adversely and drastically affect human behavior.

During this period, the science funding agencies also gave birth to computer climate modeling.  That action buried the actual science of climate, based on the study of solar-astronomical cycles and their correlation with long-term climate changes.  It was then, in the early 1970’s that ideology, and not science, began to drive so-called climate science.  

The driving force, it seemed, was to blame economic prosperity and the industrialization of society for environmental disasters.  It also suggested that society should use fewer resources and that to achieve this; the world population would have to be dramatically reduced. 

Enter the Greenhouse Effect

The greenhouse affect in the atmosphere has been known and studied for more than 100 years.  The prominent greenhouse gases are carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, ozone, and water vapor.  The Earth’s residual “natural” greenhouse affect has been sufficient in the past 12,000 years to raise the Earth’s atmospheric temperature by about 15 degrees C.  So, in essence, the “greenhouse effect” is a good thing.

Certain institutions began monitoring CO2 levels in the 1950’s.  One such monitoring station was set up by the Scripps Institution of Oceanography in La Jolla, CA.  They chose a young post-doc out of Cal Tech to set up a CO2 laboratory atop Mauna Loa, on the big island of Hawaii.  His name was Dave Keeling.  At that height, it would be above the marine inversion layer and, therefore, represent a basis “pristine” Earth atmosphere.  

Other stations were set up in Bermuda and Antarctica by the 1980’s.  Furthermore, it was becoming possible to obtain useful samples from aircraft and high altitude balloons.  By 1990, the increase indicated that CO2 content of the earth’s atmosphere was about 23 percent higher then it had been in 1840.  The people who were pointing this out were looking at the Callendar paper from 1938.  This paper had obviously omitted much higher measurements during the pre-industrial age, but this was never mentioned.  

The reason for the increase in CO2 had to be the burning of fossil fuels.  What else could it be?  So the presumption was born and grew under the careful tutelage of the new, growing breed, the green “environmentalists”.  They, in turn, found kindred souls in the computer modelers who, finally, had computers with enough RAM memory and disk storage to carry enough input to make their predictions plausible.  And they also need a job.  

As a result, a story began to emerge that seemed to be credible if we were to believe the “evidence”.  And who among ordinary people had any reason to doubt what “scientists say” or what “researchers say”?  As the story goes, and it is familiar to us all, the increasing amounts of CO2, methane, ozone, nitrogen oxides, and the family of freon compounds produced by man will enhance the “greenhouse”.  As a result, more Earth-reflected solar radiation than normal will be “trapped” in this intensified “greenhouse”, in the form of heat, thus raising the mean temperature of the globe.  

The consequences, so the story continues, will be dire.  Sea levels will rise because of the melting of the polar ice and the edges of the continents will be swamped.

James Hansen, of NASA’s Goddard Space Flight Center, appeared before a Congressional Committee in the summer of 1988, during one of the hottest months on record, and declared that there was no denying it, “Global Warming is Here!”.  Considering the temperature at the time, it was simple for everyone to agree.  The panic was on. 

In the August 2007 issue of Newsweek magazine, an article entitled “Global-Warming Deniers: A Well-Funded Machine” was published.  What the article doesn’t mention is how much grant money is received by scientists who advocate anthropogenic global warming.  However, the global warming proponents are not above a little drama.  The following is a quote from the article.

“It was 98 degrees in Washington on Thursday, June 23, 1988, and climate change was bursting into the public consciousness.  The Amazon was burning, wildfires raged in the United States, crops in the Midwest were scorched and it was shaping up to be the hottest year on record worldwide.  A Senate committee, including Al Gore, had invited NASA climatologist James Hansen to testify about the greenhouse effect, and the members were not above a little stagecraft.  The night before, staffers had opened windows in the hearing room.  When Hansen began his testimony, the air conditioning was struggling, and sweat dotted his brow.  It was the perfect image for the revelation to come.  He was 99 percent sure, Hansen told the panel, that “the greenhouse effect has been detected, and it is changing our climate now.”
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•

NGO’s, non-governmental organization

–

Worldwatch

–

World Wildlife Fund

–

Sierra Club

–

Greenpeace

•

New Federal Offices

–

U.S. Office of Climate Change, Part of National Academy of 

Sciences

•

International Offices

–

International Geosphere-Biosphere Program

•

United Nations

–

United Nations Environmental Program (UNEP)

–

World Meteorological Organization (WMO)

–

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)


This announcement and political acceptance promised a bonanza to scientists in federal laboratories, institutions funded by federal agencies and to the non-governmental organization environmental advocacies (Worldwatch, World Wildlife Fund, Sierra Club, Greenpeace, and so on.).  New federal offices were created, such as the U.S. Office of Climate Change, operating in the National Academy of Sciences.  New international groups were created, such as the International Geosphere-Biosphere Program.  

The United Nations, where control is the operative word, quickly organized the United Nations Environmental Program (UNEP).  UNEP immediately initiated the Intergovernmental Panel of Climate Change (IPCC), funded through the World Meteorological Organization (WMO).  In turn, WMO quickly formed the World Climate Research Program (WCRP).  And the money flowed.
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Greenhouse Bandwagon


From the computer models it was clear that a catastrophe was about to unfold upon the world.  In order to slow or perhaps stop the growing impact of humankind the Rio Earth Summit took place in 1992.  A treaty was prepared and presented at this forum.  In the scenario proposed at the summit, the people who lived the “good life” in the Western world, were the unconscionable “bad guys” and thus would bear the brunt of any controls.  Those in the less affluent societies, who obviously could not provide the resources to avert this coming disaster, would be covered by funds from the “bad guys”.  All but a handful of countries signed “treaties” giving the U.N. the authority to control those human activities that the models claimed were adversely impacting the global climate.  The nations that did not sign the treaty include the U.S., the former Soviet Union, China, India and the European community.

There was no suitable scientific studies back such claims but that did not prevent the mainstream media from presenting it to the public as irrefutable fact.  But, how was the public supposed to know that?  Furthermore, it seemed that journalists, editors, and publishers, as well as the electronic media, has turned overnight from reporters to advocates.  Reputable scientist from all over tried to refute these speculations but their words fell on deaf ears.

You can easily imagine the reactions of the environment activists upon hearing that there is no anthropogenic global warming.  They expressed “horror” at such “callous disregard of future generations”.  They fought back by calling any deniers, doubters, or skeptics “fringe scientists” despite their academic and scientific credentials.

The next IPCC report was in 1995.  It basically stated the same thing.  Gloom and doom.  All this led up the Kyoto summit in 1998.
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University of Oklahoma, had written an article 

reconstructing 150 years of North American 

temperatures from borehole data. He later wrote: 

"With the publication of the article in Science, I 

gained significant credibility in the community of 

scientists working on climate change. They thought I 

was one of them, someone who would pervert 
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“We Have To Get Rid Of 

The Medieval Warm Period”


This is an interesting note.  In 1995 David Deming, a geoscientist at the University of Oklahoma, had written an article reconstructing 150 years of North American temperatures from well bore data.  He later wrote, “With the publication of the article in Science magazine, I gained significant credibility in the community of scientists working on climate change.  They thought I was one of them, someone who would pervert science in the service of social and political causes.  One of them let his guard down.  A major person working in the area of climate change and global warming sent me an astonishing email that said; ‘We have to get rid of the Medieval Warm Period.’”
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Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change

Temperature Curve 1995

The Medieval Warm Period is centered on the year 1000 where temperatures were actually several degrees warmer than they are today.  The Vikings had farms and ranches in Greenland, grapes grew in England, and prosperity as far a food supply is concerned was abundant in Europe.  Following this period is the Little Ice Age.  The Little Ice Age ended around 1850.   Throughout the end of the 19th Century and on into the 20th Century the earth has been warming and recovering from this cold period.  

The warm and cold periods of the last 1000 years are directly correlative to sunspot activity.  Under the topic “solar variation” on Wikipedia, the period relating to the Medieval Warm Period is called the Medieval Maximum.  The Little Ice Age cooling was caused by the Maunder Minimum.  We are currently in the Modern Maximum.
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This temperature curve was produced by Dr. Michael Mann and others in 1998.  It was presented to the world as the work of the finest scientific minds in the world as to the record of temperature over the past 1000 years.  However, five independent research groups have uncovered problems with the underlying reconstruction of temperature data.  

Mann and associates primarily used tree ring data to reconstruct the shaft portion of the “hockey stick”. Without going into much detail, the Mann report was dismantled with solid scientific evidence and scrutiny.  During this time there was much heated debate, zero lack of cooperation on the part of the Mann camp as regard cooperating with independent researchers.  No one outside of the IPCC circle of scientists was able to reproduce the “hockey stick” using the same techniques as Mann or any other statistical techniques.  Since reproducibility is a hallmark of scientific inquiry the “hockey stick” to most of the scientific world fails the test.  It does not pass scientific scrutiny.  The kinds of scrutiny that the real scientific method is suppose to be about.  
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Climate Superstar


But that didn’t matter.  Mann had become a “climate superstar”.  He had testified before Congress and said for the Northern Hemisphere, “that the 1990s has been the warmest decade and 1998 the warmest year of the millennium”. 

Mann and company made a few modifications to the “hockey stick” and eventually acknowledged that the MWP and LIA were actual historic events but only relegated their extent only to Greenland and Europe.  But researchers all over the globe have found evidence that both the MWP and the LIA were global in their extent.

Dr. Mann is a professor at Penn State.  He is the author of 80 peer reviewed journal publications.  But as other researchers have pointed out, his peers are usually computer model climatologists.
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Medieval Warm Period and Little Ice Age


This is a worldwide map showing areas where climate and temperature research have been conducted on these two important climate events.  The following is a few examples of this research.  
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• The Saragasso Sea (Bermuda Triangle),

2° F cooler during LIA and 2° F warmer 

during MWP.

• West Africa, 3° to 4° C colder during LIA 

and 2° C warmer during MWP. 

• China, 2° F warmer during MWP.


MWP and LIA

· The Sargasso Sea (Bermuda Triangle area. Radio carbon dating of marine organisms in sea bed sediments demonstrate that sea surface temperatures were around 2 degrees F cooler that today around 400 years ago in the middle of the Little Ice Age and around 2 degrees F warmer than today 1000 years ago during the middle of the Medieval Warm Period.  The data also demonstrates that the period before 500 BC (the Holocene Climatic Optimum) saw temperatures up to 4 degrees warmer than today.  

· West Africa. Various mineral and biological proxies from ocean bed sediments reveal the sea surface temperature to be 3 to 4 degrees C colder during the LIA and 2 degrees warmer during the MWP

· Taiwan and China. Lake sediment studies reveal 2 degrees F warmer than today during the MWP and similar negative temperature during the LIA.  They also found a solar connection using carbon 14 proxy data correlated with oxygen 18 temperature data.  In other words, sun caused the climate changes in China.

Recent Temperature Changes
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•

According to the new data published by NASA, 1998 

is no longer the hottest year ever. 1934 is.

•

Four of the top 10 years of US CONUS high 

temperature deviations are now from the 1930s: 

1934, 1931, 1938 and 1939, while only 3 of the top 10 

are from the last 10 years (1998, 2006, 1999). Several 

years (2000, 2002, 2003, 2004) fell well down the 

leaderboard, behind even 1900. (World rankings of 

temperature are calculated separately.) 

•

http://data.giss.nasa.gov/gistemp/graphs/Fig.D.txt


In the summer of 2007, Canadian climatologist Stephen McIntire (climateaudit.org) found computer errors in NASA’s temperature records.  NASA made the changes, however the changes were not publicized.
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Now it is time to move on to Mr. Al Gore and his documentary film “An Inconvenient Truth”.  Here are a few things that have happened to Mr. Gore since he left office in 2000.  Before 2000, his estimated net worth was between $1 and 2 million.

In 2001 he became an advisor to Google, his pre IPO stock is now worth $30 million

In 2003 he was elected to the Board of Apple computers.  A $6 million stock option.

He is vice-chairman of an investment firm in Los Angeles

He started a cable television company.

Besides a family home in Virginia, he has that famous multi-million dollar home in Nashville and a multi-million dollar condo at the St. Regis in San Francisco.
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850,000 copies of his new book have been sold and his documentary “An Inconvenient Truth” has netted him $50 million.  
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CO2 Curve

This the famous CO2 curve from the movie.  It shows Mr. Gore really stretching to get to the top.  Let’s look at that curve.  How was it made?

At the beginning I spoke of the historical record of CO2 measurements taken from reputable scientists beginning in the early 19th century.  This data was not used.  I suppose there were too many high measurements to contend with so the IPCC scientists choose a proxy method that I suppose could be touted as very scientific and could reach back thousands of years into the past.  They chose ice cores.  

The locked up air samples from hundreds to thousands of years ago.  Who but an expert can refute the IPCC data?  Certainly not the average person, reporter, columnist, editor, or television newsperson.  They have to defer to the “experts” or “researchers”.  

But there are scientists who disagree with IPCC’s assessment.  There are many of them.  Here is one.  Zbigniew Jaworowski, M.D., Ph.D., and D.Sc.  He is a multidisciplinary scientist in Poland.  He has served as chairman of the United Nations Scientific Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radiation.  He has been on hundreds of glaciers around the world and has studied and analyzed ice samples from around the world analyzing traces of heavy metals and radionuclides.
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”

Zbigniew Jaworowski, PhD

European Glacial and Ice Core Expert


Ice Cores

From their analysis, the IPCC has declared that the pre-industrial concentration of CO2 in the atmosphere was 26% lower than the current level.  N2O was 19% lower and CH4 was 214% lower than current levels.  However Dr. Z. J. and others have stated that no study has yet demonstrated that the content of greenhouse gases in old ice, or even the interstitial air from recent snow, represent the atmospheric composition.  

Even the ice core data from various polar sites are not consistent with each other.  Here are some examples.  From ice in Greenland deposited during the last 200 years, the CO2 concentration ranged from 243 ppmv to 641 ppmv.  Until 1985, the published CO2 readings from air bubbles in pre-industrial ice ranged from 160 to 700 ppmv and occasionally up to 2450 ppmv.  Dr. Jaworowski states that after 1985 the high readings disappeared from the publications.  To fit the anthropogenic climate warming theory, which of course were based on low pre-industrial CO2 levels, 2 methods were used. 
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• Rejection of high readings, based on the 

credo: “The lowest CO2 value best 

represents the concentrations in the 

originally trapped ice”.

• Rejection of low readings of CO2 from 

sets of 20

th

century samples.
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Ice Cores are Not Closed Systems

•

Liquid water, even at very low 

temperatures (super cold), effects 

solubility of gases.

•

Other chemical processes.

•

Physical processes, cracking, leakage, 

contamination.


Dr. Z. J. says that even without the biased selection and exclusion of data the most important deficiency is the ice matrix itself.  It does not fulfill the absolutely essential closed-system criterion.  This is because of many factors.  Liquid water is present in the ice even at very low temperatures.  This causes problems with fractionation of the various greenhouse gases as a result of their various solubility’s in water.  There are also many chemical and physical processes occurring in ice sheets and in the recovered ice cores.  

Dr. Z. J. also states that there are more than 20 chemical and physical processes that change the original chemical and isotopic composition of ice and of gas inclusions recovered from ice cores.  In one recent study, the composition of air from near surface snow in Antarctica is different from that of the atmosphere.  The surface snow was found to be depleted in CO2 by 20 to 50%.  

Finally there is the cracking and contamination of the ice core during the sampling procedure.  The ice is subjected to mechanical and thermal stress, drastic decompression, and pollution.  These factors cause micro and macro-cracking of the ice, opening the original air bubbles and forming artificially created secondary air cavities in the bubble-free deep ice and causing internal contamination of the cores with diesel oil, jet fuel, antifreeze substances, etc.  

Ice core data is far from perfect.  However for the scientists who need data that can be manipulated, fudged, and put in front of an unsuspecting, unscientific public, it is the perfect data.
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Remember Mr. Gore’s CO2 curve from the movie?  It shows a slow steady increase in CO2 from pre-industrial times until about 1950.  Then it takes off at a very steep rate to where most of the people believe the level is today, around 380 ppmv.  This is the blade of the hockey stick.  Where did this data come from?  
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By Dave Keeling


It came from the study of David Keeling on the Manua Loa Observatory in Hawaii.  Mr. Keeling, who passed away in 2005, was a big hero to Al Gore.  Remember, the Scripps Institute had put him there in the 50’s to measure the undisturbed composition of the atmosphere.  
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The Big Island of Hawaii


Well Mauna Loa is one of two active volcanoes on the big island.  The other is Kilauea.  There are about 25 miles apart.  Most geologists associate volcanic activity with the expulsion of many forms of gases, including nitrous oxide, water vapor, methane, and carbon dioxide. 
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Manua Loa & Kilauea


This graph shows the record of lava flow activity from these two volcanoes from 1840 to 1990.  Needless to say, activity has been increasing and so has CO2 emissions.  


[image: image28.emf]Let’s Connect the Dots


Another problem the Gore people had is the time problem.  It seems as though their original ice core CO2 data actually ended in 1890 or so.  At this time the CO2 level was already up to some 330 ppmv.  The Mauna Loa data did not start until 1950.   The “Gore CO2” curve was completed by sliding the ice core data some 60 or so years into the future, to match up with the data from Mauna Loa.


[image: image29.emf]DeceptiCO²n?


Mr. Gore and associates have duped most of the world.  There are also many, many more serious problems with his documentary.  The only one I am going to mention is their mis-representation of the role of CO2 as the primary greenhouse gas.  The top left graph, one similar to that shown in the documentary, shows CO2 as representing over 99% of the total greenhouse gas concentration.  This is not entirely accurate.  CO2, from all sources both natural and man made represent around 3.6% of the total atmospheric greenhouse gases.  Water vapor is the primary greenhouse gas at 95%.  This omission is a clear deception and one to dazzle the audience.  Just like Mr. Gore getting on the hoist to get to the top of his CO2 curve.   The human activity contribution to the total CO2 is just 3.2% of the total 3.6%.  The rest of the CO2 gas is from natural causes (the ocean, volcanic activity, etc.).  The actual contribution to the greenhouse affect that man-made CO2 has contributed is 0.117%.  That is .00117 of all greenhouse gases.  
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What’s going on in the world?  According to Mr. Gore the glaciers are melting, sea levels rising, it’s getting hotter, hurricanes more severe and more frequent, etc.  Is this really true?

Let’s start with ice.

Antarctica Ice Sheet covers 5 million square miles.  The Greenland Ice Sheet covers 700,000 square miles.  Combined they’re 100 times larger than all of the world’s glaciers combined.  They represent 99% of the ice on the planet.  Presently in Antarctica, the old Admiral Byrd Station has been shut down.  It is covered with 50 feet of ice.  A new one is being built over the top of it.  


[image: image31.emf]Antarctica Ice Growth

Last 30 Years


Here are pictures of some 115 foot tall transmission towers built in 1960 in Antarctica.  All but 30 feet or so is now buried under snow and ice.  Also buried is the crane that built the towers.

Here are more examples of ice growing in the polar regions of the world.

Earth’s Ice

Polar Regions

Antarctic Ice Sheet Growing – Sea Levels Falling
8 Nov 06 - Antarctic Ice Sheet Growing – Sea Levels Falling

Antarctica growing colder - Measurements from NOAA show that 
the vast preponderance of Antarctica cooled from 1982 to 2004.
See Antarctica Growing Colder
Antarctic Cooling Five Times Faster Than in Past 150 Years 
See Antarctic Cooling Picks Up Speed

Antarctic snow pack increasing 5 feet per year  - 18 Jul 05 – 
See Antarctic Icecap Growing Thicker

Greenland glaciers double their rate of advance  - 3 Feb 06 - 
See Rate_of_Advance_Doubles

Icebreakers can’t keep up - 5 Jul 06
Icebreakers are having trouble getting through unusual ice build-up in McMurdo Sound. 
See Ice Breakers Can't Keep Up.

More Polar News

Glaciers Skating Away Fast! 

That's what the headline says. But when you read the article you find that the Kangerdlugssuaq Glacier southeast of Greenland is advancing at the rate of more than seven miles (12 km) per year!  See Glaciers Skating Away 

Antarctic growing colder. Although the Antarctic Peninsula-a thin sliver of land that juts above the Antarctic Circle-has been warming, temperatures in the vast empty spaces of East Antarctica have been falling for decades. (Time, "Cracking the Ice, 3 Feb 2003)
www.time.com/time/magazine/article/0,9171,1101030203-411420.00.html
Greenland growing colder. Studies of historical meteorological data show that temperatures in this northern polar region have been falling. Over the last 40 or 50 years there has been  "statistically significant cooling, particularly in south-western coastal Greenland. Sea-surface temperatures in the Labrador Sea also fell. The studies were made by Dr. Edward Hanna, from the University of Plymouth, UK, and Dr. John Cappelen, of the Danish Meteorological Institute, and presented in the Journal of Geophysical Review Letters. BBC News. 11 March 2003. http://news.bbc.uk/1/hi/sci/tech/2840137.stm
Himalayan Glaciers Not Shrinking
Glacial Experts Question Theory of Global Warming
15 Feb 07 - See Himalayan Glaciers Not Shrinking

Southern Hemisphere Ice

Fifty of New Zealand's glaciers are growing -12 Jan 06
Two are advancing about three feet (one meter) a week.

Seven feet per day.

Argentina's Perito Moreno Glacier (the largest glacier in Patagonia) is advancing at the rate of 7 feet per day. The 250 km² ice formation, 30 km long, is one of 48 glaciers fed by the Southern Patagonian Ice Field. This ice field, located in the Andes system shared with Chile, is the world's third largest reserve of fresh water. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Perito_Moreno_Glacier
New Zealand's two best-known glaciers 
still on the march - 31 Jan 07
See Franz Josef Glacier
Northern Hemisphere Ice

Glaciers Growing in France and Switzerland
28 Jun 07 – This news comes from a recent article in 
the Journal of Geophysical Research. 
See Glaciers Growing in France and Switzerland

Mount St. Helens’ Crater Glacier Advancing Three Feet Per Day
25 Jun 07 - See Crater Glacier

Norway's glaciers growing at record pace.  The face of the Briksdal glacier, an off-shoot of the largest glacier in Norway and mainland Europe, is growing by an average 7.2 inches (18 centimeters) per day. (From the Norwegian daily Bergens Tidende.) 

See  http://www.sepp.org/controv/afp.html

Glaciers growing on California's Mount Shasta! 

12 Oct 03 – See Mount Shasta Glaciers Growing
Geologists Unexpectedly Find 100 Glaciers in Colorado7

 Oct 01 See Colorado Glaciers Growing  
Glaciers in Montana's Glacier Park on the verge of growing.

5 Oct 2002. See  Glacier Park 
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1992, Pulling Up Frozen Lockheed P-38

2002, Glacial Girl Flies


In the early morning of July 15, 1942, two squadrons of Lockheed P-38s escorting Boeing B-17s were airborne on their way to Iceland. Hampered by bad weather and low on fuel, they were forced to turn back and land on the eastern coast of Greenland. After several days the pilots were rescued.  The planes were never recovered.

In the spring of 1992, a group of 40 people led by Middlesboro, Tennessee entrepreneur Roy Shoffner returned to Greenland and burrowed through 268 feet of ice to reach one of the Lockheed P-38s.  They brought it up, piece by piece, to the surface.  The aircraft were covered with 268 feet of ice in 50 years.  This is an average of 5.3 feet of ice accumulation per year.

A decade later, on October 26th, 2002, after thousands of hours of work, the P-38 they recovered, now dubbed “The Glacier Girl,” took flight again.
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•

Current melting of Greenland’s edge ice

mimics melting from 1920-40.

•

Recently reported in the American 

Geophysical Union meeting, in California

Reported from www.icecap.us


Are Sea Levels Falling?

With the gain of ice around the world, are sea levels showing signs of falling?

Falling sea levels
The tiny country of Tuvalu is not cooperating with global warming models. In the early 1990s, scientists warned that the Pacific coral atoll of nine islands - only 12 feet above sea level at its highest point - would vanish within decades, swamped by rising seas. Sea levels were supposedly rising at the rate of 1.5 inches per year.  However, new measurements show that sea levels have fallen 2.5 inches since that time. Similar sea-level declines have been recorded in Nauru and the Solomon Islands. (London Telegraph, 6 Aug 2000)

Sea levels are falling!
 In 2003, Nils-Axel Mörner and his colleagues (see below) pub-
lished a well-documented paper showing that sea levels in the
Maldives have fallen substantially – fallen! – in the last 30 years..
"The Maldives in the central Indian Ocean consist of some 1,200 islands.  Mörner’s group found that sea levels stood about 60 cm higher around A.D. 1150 than today, and more recently, about 30 cm higher than today.

"From the shape and freshness," Mörner says, "one would assume that the sea level fall took place in the last 50 years, or so."

From "New perspectives for the future of the Maldives"
Nils-Axel Mörner, Michael Tooley, and Göran Possnert,
Global and Planetary Change, Vol. 40, Issues 1-2, 
Jan 2004, pp 177-182, Nils-Axel Mörner, Paleogeophysics and Geodynamics, Stockholm University, Sweden
Arctic Sea Level Falling 
15 Jun 06 - Arctic sea level has been falling more than 2mm a year – a movement that [supposedly] sets the region against the global trend of rising waters. A Dutch-UK team made the discovery after analyzing radar altimetry data gathered by Europe 's ERS-2 satellite. 

"We have high confidence in the results; it's now down to the geophysics community to explain them," said Dr Remko Scharroo, from consultants Altimetrics LLC, who led the study. 
The European Space Agency's (Esa) ERS-2 satellite has been making observations of the Earth from its 800km-high polar orbit for over 10 years. Correcting the data to take account of ocean tides, wave heights, air pressure, and atmospheric effects that might bias the signal, Dr Scharroo and colleagues established seasonal and yearly sea-level trends in the Arctic (from 60 to 82 degrees latitude) for the period 1995 to 2003. The analysis reveals an average 2.17mm fall per annum. 
All oceanographers will tell you that the temperature of the ocean drives the temperature of the atmosphere to the most degree.  But does a warmer ocean really mean a warmer atmosphere?  

What is happening to the world’s oceans?  They say the ocean has warmed up a little over the past 150 or so years, but that could be due to us coming out of the Little Ice Age.

What is happening right now?


[image: image34.emf]World Ocean is Warming


NOAA-World Ocean has warmed significantly over the past 40 years.  One half degree F.


[image: image35.emf]Western Pacific Getting Warmer


Japan, sea surface temperature: .7 to 1.6 degrees C warmer.


[image: image36.emf]Bottom of Ocean Getting Warmer


Northern Pacific Ocean warming has oceanographers scratching their heads.


[image: image37.emf]Ocean off of West Coast Getting Warmer


West Coast: warm ocean killing marine life, 2 to 5 degrees F above normal.
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[image: image39.emf]Submarine Volcanic Activity



[image: image40.emf]Ocean Ridge System


Most of the submarine volcanic activity is thought to be along the plate and ridge system of the world’s oceans.  Volcanoes develop along plate boundaries and subduction zones where one tectonic plate dives beneath another.  


[image: image41.emf]Holocene Volcanoes of the World


Twenty years ago it was thought that 80-90% of the volcanoes in the world were under the ocean.  There are about 1500 volcanoes on the continents.  Those are active volcanoes, only.  This means if they have erupted in the last 10,000 years they are considered active. Most of the ones in the Pacific follow the Pacific “Ring of Fire”.  

There is very little data along the ridge systems in the middle of the oceans or along tectonic plate boundaries.  The figure of 80 to 90% is just a guess.  So 20 years ago scientists estimated that there were around 10,000 to 13,000 submarine volcanoes.  

Today, 95% of the ocean floor is still unmapped.  In 1993, a survey team close to Easter Island in the southeast Pacific Ocean discovered some stunning information.  They surveyed a 55,000 square mile area and found 1000 volcanoes.  This is like finding 1000 volcanoes in an area the size of the state of Louisiana.  This was 1/10th of the total number of submarine volcanoes they thought existed at that time, all in a very small area.
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Estimated 3 Million Submarine Volcanoes


Just recently in July 2007, researchers at the University of Cambridge in the UK counted over 200,000 volcanoes over 100 meters tall.  Over 10 times what was thought to be under the oceans.  They extrapolated their data to include the rest of the potential areas of the ocean bottom and estimated that in total there could be more than 3 million submarine volcanoes worldwide with 39,000 rising more than 1000 meters over the sea bed.  

In 2006, Japanese researchers discovered a new type of volcano that does not sit over volcanic “hotspots” or at the edge of plate boundaries.  They termed them “petit-spot” volcanoes.  They were small, 100 meters tall or so, and were found far from the usual places.  They were discovered in the middle of a tectonic plate not at a boundary.  The researchers theorized that the flexing and thinning of the plate had caused cracks through which melted rock could be squeezed up from the upper mantle.  These “petit-spot“ volcanoes could also number in the millions. 


[image: image43.emf]World Volcanic Activity Increasing


Worldwide Volcanism, 1875-1993

In is generally unknown as to the extent of the activity of all submarine volcanoes.  We may be able to image them with high tech sonar, satellite imagery, and lots of computer power, but we can not tell if they are active.  To do that, you have to go down and take a look.  If continental activity is any indication of submarine activity, then activity has grown significantly this past century.  There are approximately 60 to 70 recently active or currently erupting volcanoes on the continents.  Note this is human observation “active”, not geologically active.  This is 4% of the geologically active volcanoes on the continents.  

If we can extrapolate a little, this means that there could be 120,000 “active” or erupting submarine volcanoes under the ocean.  

We are finding submarine volcanoes in some places we didn’t think had activity.


[image: image44.emf]Arctic Ocean Volcanic Activity


Arctic Ocean, Gakkel Ridge

The Gakkel Ridge is an extension of the Mid-Atlantic Ridge system.  It extends under the Arctic Ocean.  It has some of the most pronounced terrain on the planet with mountains that have 5000 meter summits adjacent to deep valleys that extend to 5500 meters beneath the sea plain.  When first discovered, researchers did not believe that this area would have any major volcanic activity.  Upon new deep ocean surveys, this belief has changed.  The area is teeming with volcanic activity.

Researchers have recently found volcanic activity in the south Polar Regions off of the coast of Antarctica.


[image: image45.emf]Submarine Volcano Near Antarctica


Finding more than just volcanoes.


[image: image46.emf]The First One Discovered


Earth Observation

Indian Ocean Lava Plateau


[image: image47.emf]Arctic Ocean Hydrothermal Vents


New Scientist

Hydrothermal vents under the Arctic ice.


[image: image48.emf]Hydrothermal Megaplume


A “Megaplume” of super heated water (500 degrees F) some 43 miles long, miles wide, and a thousand feet thick has been discovered.  This, along with other geological events, has to be adding to the heat content of the world’s oceans.


[image: image49.emf]Liquid CO2


Science Daily

Liquid Carbon Dioxide from hydrothermal vents

A warm ocean will release more carbon dioxide.  Submarine volcanic activity on the rise, hydrothermal vents, lava flows, plumes of super heated water, and the release of liquid carbon dioxide into the ocean is not only warming the ocean but is also releasing more of the “natural” greenhouse gases such as carbon dioxide and water vapor into the atmosphere.   Also being discovered are “rift” volcanoes or elongated cracks tens of miles in length.  One of these has been found off of the west coast of the United States.  They are spewing molten rock onto the sea floor.
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[image: image51.emf]2007, Record Low Temperatures

In Australia


· July 2007, Record low temperatures across a third of Australia


[image: image52.emf]First snow in Buenos Aires Since 1918



[image: image53.emf]First snow in Johannesburg

since 1981



[image: image54.emf]G-8 Discusses Global Warming

During Coldest May In History
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Coldest Since 1772



[image: image56.emf]Calgary Record Spring Snowfall
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[image: image58.emf]February 2007,Southeast Asia

Coldest in 27 Years 



[image: image59.emf]November 2006, Temperatures in Calgary

Hit 100 Year Low


Rain, Rain, Rain


[image: image60.emf]Record Rain in Spain and Guam



[image: image61.emf]June 2007, Worst Flooding in 40 Years

In Australia



[image: image62.emf]Two Years of Rain in One Week
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MetSul Weather Center, Brazil

Southern Hemisphere Ice Cover

Remains Well Above Normal

•

Ice cover level the same as last June 2007, the last 

winter.

•

2,000,000 square kilometers more of ice now as 

compared to December 2006

Reported from www.icecap.us



[image: image64.emf]Recent News from the North

Ice and snow cover have recovered to within 1% of 

normal 2 weeks before official start of winter.

Reported from www.icecap.us
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[image: image66.emf]Other Planets Getting Warmer



[image: image67.emf]Jupiter Getting Warmer



[image: image68.emf]Mars Getting Warmer



[image: image69.emf]Even Pluto Getting Warmer


Ice Ages


[image: image70.emf]The Last 8 Ice Ages


Today we know that in the last 800,000 years, eight successive periods of glaciation, each lasting approximately 100,000 years, have occurred. Between these glaciations there occurred a warm period, known as an interglacial.  These lasted 10,000 to 12,000 years.  During this time ice retreated back to its resting place in Greenland and the polar region.  All the while, the continent of Antarctica remained covered in ice, as it still does today.  Antarctica holds over 90% of the world’s ice at an average thickness of one and one-quarter miles.  

For a glacier to grow, it is only necessary that the amount of snow and ice accumulated over the winter season not be melted back by the Sun’s rays during the warmer months.  Short cool summers, not harsh winters are the deciding factor not only the advancement of glaciers, but also the onset of ice ages.  

Once the ice advance starts, the increased reflectivity of the ice surface, as compared to sea or land cover, cools the local atmosphere further and causes a self-feeding process of glacial growth and spread.  

Note: During the months of June and July, 2007, multiple communities in 21 states set record temperature lows.


[image: image71.emf]Extent of North American Ice Sheet

11,500 Years Ago


Last Ice Age

The ice sheet from the last ice age, which ended 11,500 years ago, very abruptly, extended down in the United States.  Ice was two miles thick in central Canada; ice was about one half mile thick over the cities of Seattle, Chicago, and New York.  It is believed the ice age came quickly and ended rather quickly.  Not over thousands or even hundreds of years, but over 10 to 20 years.
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Say We May Be On The Brink

Of Little Ice Age


Here is a recent article from the Woods Hole Oceanographic Institute.  It was originally published in 2003, but was recently updated.

Are we on the Brink of a New Little Ice Age?

It discusses all of the causes believed to be behind the advancement of an ice age.  Many of the astronomical events that will be discussed at the end of this report are mentioned.   It even gives proper credence to the fact and I quote “the well established fact that Earth’s climate has changed rapidly in the past and could change rapidly in the future”.  The issue centers on the paradox that global warming could instigate a new Little Ice Age in the northern hemisphere.

Now these researchers are anthropogenic global warming advocates.  That is how they receive their funding.  The scenario they envision is the one portrayed in the movie of a few years ago, The Day After Tomorrow.  This is where melted polar and glacial ice has freshened the waters of the north Atlantic causing them to be more buoyant than normal.  In the north Atlantic or Gulf Stream conveyor current, warm waters from the tropics move northward on the surface into the north Atlantic, release their heat, which warms Europe and the northeast states, then sink because they cool and are more dense, and return south just below the warmer water that is continuously moving north at the surface.  The theory goes like this.  The fresher waters would not sink and the system would be shut down.  

I have read reports where they are seeing some freshening of the north Atlantic waters.  But I have also read, from articles put out by Woods Hole that this could be coming from increased precipitation and storm activity over the north Atlantic not just glacial or polar ice melt.  I have also read articles that say the salinity of the water is a very small component in regard to its density.  In other words temperature is a far greater factor in deciding whether the waters sink or remain buoyant.  Finally, there are no experiments to show that freshened waters will sink as they envision causing the catastrophic shut down of the Gulf Stream current.  It is just a theory.

This article is mentioned because, if a Little Ice Age were to occur, it would be blamed on human activity.  The mechanism of propaganda is there.  If we continue to warm, it will be blamed on humans, if it cools, it will be blamed on humans.
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Cosmic radiation from deep space interacts with particles and water vapor in the atmosphere to increase overall cloudiness.  More clouds reflect solar energy and tend to cool the atmosphere.  Solar winds are charged particles (protons and electrons) and tend to deflect the cosmic radiation away from the earth.  Thus fewer clouds are formed and temperatures can rise.  


[image: image75.emf]Earth’s Axial Tilt

22° to 24.5°; 40,000 Years


The yearly variation of the seasons is not caused by the change in the Earth’s distance from the Sun, but by the inclination of the Earth’s axis.  This causes the Sun’s rays to strike the Earth at an oblique angle, in a manner that varies as the Earth makes its annual path of revolution about the Sun.  If there were no inclination, there would be no difference of seasons.

Now without going into great explanation and detail, here are the real reasons why climate changes have occurred throughout the geological history of the Earth.  

· The Earth’s axial tilt, changes on a 40,000-year cycle from 22 to 24.5 degrees.  The more inclined the Earth is, the more extreme are the variations between Summer and Winter, particularly in the high northern latitudes where the cycles of glaciation are triggered.  We are now at 23.5 degrees of inclination and headed to 24 degrees.  

Apart from obliquity, there are other astronomical cycles that affect insolation or solar radiation levels.


[image: image76.emf]Precession of the Equinox

26,000 Years


· The precession of the equinox:  The earth’s spin axis makes a complete rotation around the pole of the ecliptic in a cycle of approximately 26,000 years.  The pole star is now Polaris, but about 13,000 years ago it was Vega.  This is like the pole axis of a toy top.  It wobbles fast, the Earth wobbles real slow.  This increases and decreases the amount of solar energy that strikes the earth.  


[image: image77.emf]Advance of the Perihelion

21,000 Years


· Advance of the perihelion or orbital precession.  This is a gravitational effect caused by the motion of the other large planets in the solar system (in particular, Jupiter).  The Earth’s orbit is not a true circle but an ellipse.  Perihelion is where the Earth is closest to the Sun in its orbit; Aphelion is where it is farthest.  This complete cycle takes 21,000 years.  When the Earth, Jupiter, Saturn, etc. are in the same quadrant, these large planets exert additional gravity upon the Earth, this pulling in further from the sun.

· The 90,000 to 100,000-year cycle of variation of the eccentricity of the Earth’s elliptical orbit.  Another variation in the shape of the earth’s elliptical orbit. (I have heard it called “orbital stretch”.

· Then there are the long cycles of 33 million years where our Solar System moves through the gravitational plane of the Milky Way Galaxy.

Some people think that this last event is about to occur again.  Like on December 21, 2012.  Thing of a bad nature may occur, or some think that perhaps things of a good nature may occur as in the Age of Aquarius idea.  I don’t know.  

Magnetic Reversals

Another phenomenon that is happening right now is the degradation or declining strength of the Earth’s magnetic field.  In the last 2000 years, it is believed to have declined some 50% but that is based on an unproven maximum strength.  The decline could be more.

Once the decline reaches a certain unknown level, the magnetic poles begin to move away from the Polar Regions.  Sometimes they move to the equator and then move back.  This is called a magnetic pole excursion.  Sometime the poles reverse with the magnetic north or positive pole moving to the south and the magnetic south negative moving to the north.  It is unknown if this happens very slow over centuries or more quickly, say over decades or even years.  

This has happened many, many times as evidenced in the rocks of the world.  What causes this?  It is unknown for sure, but more than likely it is driven by the same astronomical cycles that cause catastrophic climate changes.  

What happens during a reversal?  Bad things.  During the change, the Earth loses its magnetic shield.  Cosmic and solar radiation that was once, mostly deflected, can now reach the surface.  Need I say more?

The earth has had many extinction level events and ice ages in the past.  Usually, the big, more complex organisms are the ones that don’t make it.  

More Research

Much more research needs to be done on all of the subjects.  Right now, there are approximately 2000 climatologists on the global warming gravy train, to the tune of $ one million in research grant money each.  That’s some $2 billion.  The U.S. spends about $6 billion on global warming research each year.  None goes into the sciences presented in this report.   

From what I have learned

This is what is happening

· Solar radiation cycles causes minor temperature changes.

· The Earth’s astronomical cycles drive climate changes as well as magnetic changes.

· Declining magnetic strength could be related to increased volcanic activity.  

· Submarine volcanic activity warms the oceans and increases moisture in the atmosphere.

· Increased moisture leads to more precipitation.  When precipitation occurs during winter months, and when sunlight is at a minimum from astronomical cycles, ice ages begin.

· Ice Ages last some 100,000 years, with some minor fluctuations in ice volume and coverage.  Ice sheets form in north half of the Northern Hemisphere and glaciers move out of mountains.  Tropics and subtropics are mostly unchanged.

· Interglacial warm periods last some 10,000 to 12,000 years, with minor fluctuations like the Little Ice Age, Medieval Warm Period, Holocene Maximum.  Ice sheets stay in Antarctica, Greenland, and glaciers stay in the mountains.

· We are at end of interglacial warm period.

· Ice ages happen very fast.  Five to ten years.  However initial snow storms producing 10 feet per day (equals 12 inches of rain per day), lasting weeks at a time have happened in geological past.  
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In 1976, scientists at Lamont-Doherty Earth Observatory spearheaded a project called CLIMAP (Clint: Long-range Investigation Mapping and Prediction) to map the history of the oceans and climate. 
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That ice ages begin or end, almost like clockwork, every 11,500 years. It's a dependable, predictable, natural cycle. They called it, “Pacemaker of the Ice Ages.”

Maurice Ewing, One time director of the Lamont-Doherty Earth Observatory said “It is cold enough right now for an ice age, all we need is more moisture”.

Geological Reality Check

In geological reality, the earth has been in an ice age for of millions of years.  It is only interrupted by short, 10,000 to 12,000 year periods of interglacial warmth, what we, as humans, have experienced since we have inhabited the planet.  When the ice sheets advance during the next ice age period, the oceans will lower some 300 to 400 feet, just like they were at the end of the last ice age period 11,500 years ago.  

Right now, researchers are finding more and more evidence that mankind once inhabited areas off shore that are now underwater.  Mankind did exist during the last ice age.  And some will during the next.  However, even if we are prepared, the transition will not be very pleasant to say the least.  

The oligarchy that controls our country would have us believe that the planet is warming and that catastrophe is almost upon us.  It is warming, but not for the reasons that they so adamantly believe and preach.  This warming has happened before; always during a magnetic field decline, always during increased volcanic activity, always before the onset of an ice age, and always before mass extinction.  

The purpose of this report is not to promote or predict some doomsday scenario, like others have done.  It’s simply to present an alternate viewpoint.  This is a viewpoint that is advocated by thousands of scientist who are not on any government payroll.

Perhaps it is time to put some of them on the payroll.  We need to know what is happening.  We need to do additional research and verify this new evidence that is coming forth.  Let the evidence take us to the proper conclusion or theory.

Reality Check:

Global Warming 

Is About Control, Money, and Power


[image: image80.emf]A member of the IPCC speaks out.

Dr. Vincent Gray

UN IPCC Expert Reviewers Panel

Since its inception

“The whole process was a swindle.  The IPCC from the 

beginning was given the license to use whatever 

methods would be necessary to provide “evidence”

that carbon dioxide increases are harming the 

climate, even if this involves manipulation of 

dubious data and using people’s opinions instead of 

science to “prove” their case.”



[image: image81.emf]“I began with a belief in scientific ethics, that 

scientists would answer queries honestly, that 

scientific argument would take place on the basis of 

facts, logic and established scientific and 

mathematical principles.”

“Resistance to all efforts to try and discuss or 

rectify these problems has convinced me that 

normal scientific procedures are not only rejected 

by the IPCC, but that this practice in endemic, and 

was part of the organization from the very 

beginning.  I therefore consider that the IPCC is 

fundamentally corrupt.  The only “reform” I could 

envisage, would be its abolition.”


The United Nations is beginning to exercise its authority in Congress.  This has been a long awaited goal.  The sovereignty of the United States is being undermined by global interests whose ultimate goal is the formulation of a global government.  This is being done in a step by step manner through treaties and alliances.  Global governance is the goal.  The American middle class is the final obstacle to overcome.  There demise will come by several means, including the debasement of their currency, the outsourcing of their jobs, and the implementation of a global tax.  This taxation will be a ‘carbon tax’.  This is happening right now in Congress.
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Senate Bill 2191

Climate Security Act of 2007

Originally sponsored by Joe Lieberman and 

now endorsed by many from both sides of 

the aisle

•

EPA will have extraordinary powers 

over this carbon credit system.



[image: image83.emf]Overview of bill

•

Facilities that emit or import fuel that could 

potentially emit more than 10,000 metric tons 

of CO2 per year would be affected.

•

The average automobile emits six tons.

•

EPA would tax these facilities.  

•

A herd of cows is a facility
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Affected facilities would be forced to 

report to the EPA obscene amounts of 

data quarterly.

•

Quantity and type of fossil fuels used.

•

Quantity of hydroflurocarbons, 

perfluorocarbons, nitrous oxide, etc.

•

Quantity of electricity generated, 

imported, consumed
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•

Aggregate quantity of all greenhouse gas 

emissions from sources at facility.

•

Expressed in metric tons of each 

greenhouse gas emitted.

•

List and description of sources of 

greenhouse gas emissions at facility.

•

Appropriate certification regarding accuracy 

on complete accounting of greenhouse gas 

emissions, as determined by the 

Administrator.
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•

Climate Change Credit Corporation.

•

Non-profit and without stock.

•

A private corporation run by board of 

directors, 5 chosen by the President.

•

Use of international allowances or 

credits obtained on a foreign 

greenhouse gas emissions trading 

market.
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•

Marketing of Carbon Credits overseen 

by.

•

Carbon Market Efficiency Board.

•

A price fixer for carbon credits.

•

Set interest rates on the borrowing of 

carbon credits.

•

Essentially a “Federal Reserve System 

for carbon credits.



[image: image88.emf]Senator James Inhofe Slams New 

Cap-And-Trade Bill As All ‘Economic 

Pain For No Climate Gain’, 

October 18, 2007

•

“The Lieberman-Warner bill will burden American 

families with additional energy costs and 

significantly harm the United States economy.”

•

“MIT climate scientist Richard Lindzen correctly 

summed up these types of efforts in March when he 

said, ‘Controlling carbon is a bureaucrat's dream.  If 

you control carbon, you control life.”

•

“the MIT study earlier this year found it would cost 

$3500 per family of four.”

•

The bill made it out of committee last week.


John Coleman, founder of the Weather Channel 

Speaks out, November 2007


[image: image89.emf]“It is the greatest scam in history.  I am 

amazed, appalled and highly offended by it.  

Global Warming; It is a SCAM.  Some 

dastardly scientists (on IPCC grant/payroll) 

with environmental and political motives 

manipulated long term data to create an 

allusion of rapid global warming.”

“Now their ridiculous manipulated science 

has been accepted as fact and has become a 

cornerstone issue…”



[image: image90.emf]“

The impact of humans on climate is 

not catastrophic.  Our planet is not in 

peril.  I am incensed by the incredible 

media glamour, the political correct 

silliness, and the rude dismissal of 

counter arguments by the high priest of 

Global Warming

.”


The following is part of a letter sent to the United Nations representatives when they met at the climate conference in Bali, in December 2007.  There was no response from the U. N..  President George W. Bush did respond.  After the conference, he said that in the future, the United States would cooperate totally with the U. N..  


[image: image91.emf]Open Letter to the Secretary-General 

of the United Nations, 

December 13, 2007

www.nationalpost.com

Dear Mr. Secretary-General,

Re:  UN climate conference taking the world 

in entirely the wrong direction.

It is not possible to stop climate change, a 

natural phenomenon that has affected 

humanity through the ages.  Geological, 

archaeological, oral, and written histories all 

attest to the dramatic challenges posed to 

past societies from unanticipated changes in 



[image: image92.emf]temperature, precipitation, winds, and other 

climate variables.  We therefore need to 

equip nations to become resilient to the full 

range of these natural phenomena by 

promoting economic growth and wealth 

generation……………………………………

Attempts to prevent global climate change 

from occurring are ultimately futile, and 

constitute a tragic misallocation of 

resources that would be better spent on 

humanity’s real and pressing problems.

Yours faithfully,  Over 100 leading scientists


If you are able, please take the time to sign this petition.  Also become active on the Congressional level to stop the carbon tax initiative.  Remember the words of Chief Justice John Marshall in 1819. “The power to tax is the power to destroy.”
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•

Oregon Institute of Science and Medicine.

•

Global warm agreements will have a not only a 

negative effects and added costs to the 

technological countries.

•

But also for the 3

rd

world countries that are currently 

attempting to lift from poverty and provide economic 

opportunities for their citizens.

•

Over 20,000  American scientists have signed this 

petition.

•

www.oism.org
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Dr. No For President

•

FED, No

•

IRS, No

•

Amnesty, No

•

NAFTA, No

•

War, No

•

Hard Currency, Yes

•

Peace, Sovereignty, Liberty, Privacy,  Yes

•

Constitution, Yes

www.ronpaul2008.com



[image: image95.emf]Salon.com article, November 29, 2007

•

What ‘s your take on global warming?  Is it a 

serious problem and one that’s human 

caused?

Ron Paul: “I think some of it is related to 

human activities, but I don’t think there’s a 

conclusion yet.  There’s a lot of evidence on 

both sides of the argument.  If you study 

history, we’ve had lots of climate changes.  

We’ve had hot spells and cold spells.  They 

come and go.”



[image: image96.emf]“To assume we have to close down 

everything in this country and in the world 

because there’s a fear that we’re going to 

have this global warming and that we’re 

going to be swallowed up by the oceans, I 

think that’s extreme.  I don’t buy into that.  

Yet, I think it’s a worth discussion.”


Dr. Ron Paul (R), Congressman from Texas is the only presidential candidate that does not owe some sort of allegiance to corporate, ruling elite of the world.  One of his goals is to get the United States out of the U. N.  He will bring sensibility and respect to the office of the Presidency.  Please look into his candidacy at: 

www.ronpaul2008.com
His stance on the issues that affect our country can be researched at: 

www.ronpaullibrary.com

[image: image97.emf]New Book By Robert Felix


An exciting new book about what really could be happening on the earth.  And perhaps the dinosaurs did not become extinct because of a meteor impact but because of something that has happened many times in the geological past of the planet earth.  

This book can be ordered and more information can be found at:

www.iceagenow.com
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