Sclence Under Attack




_,__._____ egpennmmm NN = Wemmy EEEee— P a4 e g R 2§ . .- oo e

nfc:%rtunat:elyr my workmg relationship with my NASA supewlsors eroded to a level
3’: I'am no!t able o tolerate. My.idea of the freedom of science can not coexi
the recent N SA practice of handling new climatic change related scientific
results. . Fpresé ted tto NASA a new view of greenhouse theory and pointed out
serious errors in the classical approach of assessment of climate sensitivityto
greenhouse.gas perturbations. Since then my results were not released for
publication.” — -
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- Resignation le ;"TUTWMASA scientist contractor Dr Ferenc Miskolczi of AS
Inc. (oA scribd, document 253 102% 7 “Dr Miskolczi Resignation Letter?). pt
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olczi was censored by NASA for discovering that the exira water
vapour beingi@Maporatedis not having a positive-feedback (increasing th@E:O&
warming effe¢by abs mQ'rm:-reigS red from the sun). Instead. (tls going |
increased clold cover, which reflec coming "!'L‘i!r‘ﬁ-. oﬂce S0,it h

Dr Ferenc

negatwe -feedback (cooling), not a positive '--u.uwn plifying NA AS

"groupthink™ O-ring safety.cover-up in 1986°¢€e --M to explode E :.

launching in cold weather when DOOSter rubbe ﬂmw_:‘m\_ Drittle and leaked:
& oy .
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"... reality must take precedence over public relationSTfoRNattre cannot be
fooled." - Rogers €ommission Report, Appendix F, by Richard"P®Eeynman.




Global warming made sea levels rise 120 metres over
the past 18,000 years, an average rate of rise of 0.67
cm/year, with much faster rates of rise at times.

Compare this to 0.20 metre rise over the past century or
0.20 cm/year, which Is under one-third of the mean rate
of rise of sea level over the last 18,000 years!

"It need not have waited for us to add COZ2: another
greenhouse gas, H20 [water vapour], was already to
hand in practically unlimited reservoirs in the océeans." —
Dr Miklos Zagoni. Not CO2, but humidity in air Is
Earth's dominant "greenhouse” gas. \Water evaporates
In the heat so air is moist over water. Humid warm air
rises until it cools, forming sunlight-reflecting clouds.




"Jeremy Webb, editor of the New Scientist, started by
emphasising that human beings have 'as much
destructive poténtial' as that which brought about former
mass extinctions ... First, global warming ... Webb asked
- after the presentations - whether there was anybody
who still was not worried about the future. ...

"When | pointed out that none of the speakers had
presented any of the scientific evidence that challenged
their doomsday scenarios, Webb just threw back at me,
'But why take the risk?' ... You could equally say "... Why
take the risk of not allowing optimum economic
development?™,

-Dr Helene &uldberg "Ecoevangelism”, Spiked Science,
26 Aprill 2001. {Helene remember "green" pension funds}
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NASA lies that humans emit 7 times as much carbon as is naturally produced!
In fact, the fraction is reverse, with "nature” emitting as much as 30 times as
much carbon as human activity does. The |IPCC Fourth Assessment Report:
Climate Change 2007 (AR4) states that human-related fossil fuel CO2Z emission
Is 29 gigatons, compared to 439 gigatons emission from natural sources on land
and 332 gigatons emission from natural sources in the ocean, thus the ratio of
human/‘natural® emissions is 29/7/71, and human emissions constitute 29/800 or
3.6% of the total emission.

Naturally, plants (rainforests on land, plankton in the oceans) absorb COZ. |
think this allows some "dodgy accountants” to cook their figures, by forgetting
about the actual gross "natural” emission, and purely focussing on the "net
emission”, i.e. the amount of CO2Z emitted minus the amount reabsorbed by
nature. Any statistician will tell you that that when you subtract these large,
similar, and uncertain numbers, the result has no statistical significance,
because the error limits are larger than the number you end up with. Therefore,
the liars can effectively say that nature emits no carbon at all (meaning no
significant net emission, after reabsorption is subtracted), and use this fraud to
then "calculate” that human emissions are much bigger than "natural”
emissions. Just to be clear again, the human emissions are only 3.6% of the
"natural” emissions.



mate change deniers falsely attribute’the

ntlre gﬁbal warming |ssue to pré%entable Auman

ehange is. 2disaster, .\ -u,q—{' ot true. Burning rel
WG02, truegbutts —my-w- ure rises are slow enougfe
hallow adaptationes nitial ter perature [ISes Increase.
evaporatlon Whlohﬁn Increase cloud cover I
future temperatu Ire-rises. Spending billions on a f:
threat has its own'risks, which are ignored!
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sM@In -day eco-evangelists approach global warming
Mnghls KhangWho allowed farmland to turn baok




Nurse by omissioff@énies that natural rates of climate
change which coincided with the greateStipragress of
human civilization and are undisputed facts, are vastly
greater than.any predicted.or actual changes from
pollution.”Do we try to halt all future natural changes? Is
humanity really "unnatural"? i
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Homeostasis Is maintained by the anti- m ge
effect. unlike a greenhouse earth's surfacéarea’is /0
percentiarea oceans, lakes and seas, whi€lfevaporate
faster when heated, causing cloud cover IA€rease that
refleets&:ack sunllght instead ef increasing the amount
of infraged-absorbing humid aig “During the B1- -year
period [since 1948] ... the global average absolute

humidity diminished abeut 1 per cent.” - Dr M. Zagon




Tree ring growth is not a gauge of air temperature
alone: it measures a complex function of combined
parameters, Including cloud cover, particulate pollution
(attenuating sunlight), the prevailing wind (stunting
growth, If extreme), and rainfall. This is hot guesswork:
anyone can test this hypothesis and verify it by looking
at parched trees or trees growing in the shade of hills!

Many "direct temperature measurements” are made
near cities with heat pollution directly affecting the data,
and satellites cannot directly measure surface
temperatures through cloud cover! [t is extremely
difficult to actually get any reliable data on average
global temperature. Thus, to assess global warming, we
must focus on measured sea level rise rates. |




This Is actually the WORLD METEOROLOGICAL
ORGANISATION (WMO)/that Dr Jones Is claiming
heeded data "simplified™ because It was "too . cemplicated
for their audience’!

"Complicated" is just a World Meteorological
Organization WMO euphemism for “politically incorrect”!
Llae act of "simplifying It" hides the decline In tree ring
growth due to increased cover, which would

blow away the smoke screen and green pension funds!

WMO'%": wantsan ambiguity in their unequivoc:ally
misleading, politically=€ _
that's the bottom life W at a load of political

censorship and Iylng deception for unethical reasons!
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Nurse Iinterviews “hide the decline” climate propaganda
eco-evangelists and collaborators, who have had plenty
of good publicity! VWhy not examine the facts instead?

Fact: the tree-ring growth data is affected by cloud
cover, particulate pollution In the atmosphere (where
smog affects thermal radiation. transmission) and by
rainfall, not just by air temperature. This is why It fails to
correlate to temperature rises since 1960.

The lesson to be deduced Is that simplistic correlations
of tree rings growth to temperature alone, mislead us!

Fact: the Black Death caused a fall In carbon emissions
by Killing one third of the population of Europe.
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Is Nurse ignorant or trying to dupe everyone? Does he
honestly believe that by making a T\ documentary
Interviewing ignorant crackpots ﬁtra@ men to knock
down. he is helping science? He'ign all genuine
cases of groupthink errors in mainstream "consensus
sclence”, like creationism, epicycles, phlogiston,
caloric, Maxwell's mechanical gear box aether,
Piltdown Man, Kelvin's "stablewortex atom" theory
(which opposed investigation of the cancef treatment
radioactivity), 10/11 dimensional superstring theory.
(which failed because it has a [andscape of 104500
metastable vacua and so can't ever be tested in a
selentific way), thalidomide, and the mainstream so-
called "peer'-review bigotry to Copernicus, Galileo,
Boltzmann and NASA's O-ring Challenger lunacy.
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“The deniers Df natural®
climate change simply«
ignore natural climate

change and do this using

‘Sl}a ents unchallenged.
/ ~ fake temperature indicato
R - = e ke tree- 'u_, gmwth whi

man Is In this sense a

doscientific danger,
lIke his fellow Nobel l[aureate & = &84 and
the surgeon Alexis Carrel
who In 1935 wrote *Man, not jus <
the Unknown”, which | hs £Q!1]d by
e natural clima h%nge

©  deniers. ¥ -,
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northern § pes of hl||S and

the effectSiof parehed
v conditions ftre;grnwth

Nurse should not have
been’permitted to transmit
such factually Incorrect

bolster the "scientifich |m e -
of racial prejudice! Th
relevant since it is the
danger of popularizing
"groupthink’l

It's not rock et sclé‘nce




Then Nurse interviews journalist James Delingpole, but instead of
listening and learning, Nurse tells him climate change is
analogous to cancer, and that the public must believe the
consensus of expert opinion on cancer diagnoses.

The cancer analogy would hold merit if the “consénsus“ of doctors
were all employed by one quack “green” drug compahy, and would
be fired for not recommending the "right” drug treatiient. OF;if In

the case of the BBC, "green” quack corporate pension fund
Investments were at stake! . : E‘
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"The Earth has cancer and the cancer | iIVIan.“ - Club of
Mankind at the Turning Point (1974) *

"| can't see either of these papers being in _tl‘Fﬁ“e—xhi'PCC‘n_ep"
ikevin andbwill keeWmut— chowp @venif We have 1o
edefine what the peer-review ture ISt™ e




truth not be <=,‘fstabllshéclj ~ Nature fick of

© " withoutthe give ahnd” ', adding in the real
take of debate and ) temps to each

orltlolsm The faots the - series for the last
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Issue of policy.’

- J. Robert




This hyped comparison Is testing a weather model valid
hours ahead not a reliable climate model! It is
ahea & thereds notpet

ted . reer ntéT_lté S|mply a
fraud #at Nurse knowgrt qu SRt Bth
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The fact is, cloud cover can cool the globe and Is
related to initial global warming, which increases water
evaporation! This is not accurately included in climate
models because the cloud altitudes and moisture
contents are poorly forecast, even a few days ahead!




"Science Is the organized skepticism in the reliability of expert opinion.”

P Eﬁhﬂ THe Trouble with Physics, 2006, p. 307).
urse is a denier of natural climate variability! He fails to even mention it, a damning
omission! If Sir Paul Nurse had be&f'chief caveman around 18,000 years ago with Dr

Jones his trusty adviser, the human race would presumably have foughi@against the t
of the ice age, at tragic cost. Th#\pera | n this planet is ne tant! It is a
either increasing or decreasing, s ere s ent chance at@anyrandom time in

hist e temperature will be rising, and a 50 percent chance 11.-511 wWill be fallingJlt's
always one or the other. . § : '

en the
]

Moreoyersthe temperature has been alnfst continuously rising foredé I'f'.l Uyear
last iceiagesstarted to thaw, so for this p&riod the expectancy of warl ng is hig

percentiE -

e

Over the past 18,000 years global warming has caused the sea lav

mean rise of 0.67 cmfyear, with even higher rates of rise during part o -

In the century of 1910-2010, sea levels ha
ate of ri 0.20 cmfyear.

isen linearly by a tota

Nobody di es the fact that we're now living through a period of relatively SLOWV cli
change compared to the epoch of the past 18,000 years when humans adapted and i
flourished under the natural conditions of climate change which is always occurring! N
can't dispute the facts, so he fails to mention them. This is the proof of Nurse's propaganda.
‘mp s e -




During the journey we commonly forget its goal. Almost every profession
is chosen as @ means to an end but continued as an end in itself.
Forgetting our objectives is the most frequent act of stupidity. — Friedrich
Nietzsche
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Since the Earth’s atmosphere is not lacking in greenhouse gases, if the system could have
increased its surface temperature it would have done so long before our emissions. It need
not have waited for us to add CO2: another greenhouse gas, H20, was already to hand in
practically unlimited reservoirs in the oceans.

Here is the picture. The Earth’s atmosphere maintains a constant effective greenhouse-gas
content and a constant, maximized, “saturated” greenhouse effect that cannot be
increased further by CO2 emissions (or by any other emissions, for that matter). After
calculating on the basis of the entire available annual global mean vertical profile of the
NOAA/NCAR atmospheric reanalysis database, Miskolczi has found that the average
greenhouse effect of the past 61 years (from 1948, the beginning of the archive, to 2008)is -

» constant, not increasing;

~ equal to the unperturbed theoretical equilibrium value; and

» equal (within 0.1 C°) to the global average value, drawn from the independent TIGR
radiosonde archive.

During the 61-year period, in correspondence with the rise in CO2 concentration, the global
average absolute humidity diminished about 1 per cent. This decrease in absolute humidity
has exactly countered all of the warming effect that our CO2 emissions have had since 1948.

Similar computer simulations show that a hypothetical doubling of the carbon dioxide
concentration in the air would cause a 3% decrease in the absolute humidity, keeping the
total effective atmospheric greenhouse gas content constant, so that the greenhouse effect
would merely continue to fluctuate around its equilibrium value. Therefore, a doubling of
CO2 concentration would cause no net “global warming” at all. Miklos Zagoni






