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—==ﬂ'U1'Frfossﬂ-fueis-W|II cause a doubllng of:atmospheric CO2
resulting in catastrophic global warming of 2.78°C, but the
physical evidence shows that the increase in COZ is natural
and the global warming from a doubling of CO24s physically===
[imited to just 0.345°C; the hypothesis Issejected.

§ In politics If this hypothesis IS necessarysto:meet a political
clasathesevidence. s rejected.




WHEN Trl= UNFORMED = [P [N 1988 Fl=
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: _AC_T-UAL SCIENTIFIC BKSIS TO THWMED“ —
. GLLOBAL WARMING HYPOTHESIS AND DIDNO
INTEREERE WITH THE PUBLICATION OF SCIENTIFIC
DATA IN THE FIRST IPCC REPORT IN 1990.
THIS INCLUDED THE PUBLICATION OF A
TEMPERATURE GRAPH DEPICTING THEMEDIEVAILL

WARM PERIOD AND THE LLITTLEE ICE AGE

Little ice age S—

Medieval
warm period
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
With no actual physical basis for the climate models instead of following science protocol and abandoning the models when they proved to be false the IPCC kept the models and threw away the data that refuted the models.
This slide from the IPCC first assessment report showing cyclic climate change over three time frames shows the Medieval Warm Period and the Little Ice Age in the bottom graph



THIS ANNOTANTED VERSION SHOWS HISTIORIC ANECDOTAL
DENCE FOR BC 5 MED[EVAL WARM PERIOD AND Th=
LITTLE ICE ACFE,
RIS GRAPRSHOWSILRATT RIS MEDSVAL WARNMREX[O)D)
VVA‘S'S | GNITEICANTEY: WARM ERETEIAN TUDKWNE"THN'THE_ —

“CURRENT OBSERVEDMARMING IS THE NATURAL RECOVERY.
— —FROM THE LITTLE ICE AGE.
THISS BOTH DIFFUSES THE ALARMISM AND REFUTES THE
PREMISE OF THE CLIMATE MODELS

Historical Evidence — The last 1,000 yrs

C(: Vikings colonise Greenland

River Thames
freezes each yea

Medieval warm period? Ye:. Thiz drawing of a graph in the IPCC 'z 1990 report shows ir clearly.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
This slide produced by Leon Ashby of Australia shows the temperature proxy used by the IPCC in the 1990 report. The IPCC graph is directly reproduced from this report and is depicted by the red curve.
The commentary was added By Mr. Ashby to show the magnitude of both The Medieval Warm Period as well as The Little Ice Age in relation to the current temperature as depicted by the IPCC Report in 1990. 
This graph eliminates the alarmist view that global warming is bad because it depicts the pleasant Medieval Warm Period as being much warmer than today.
This graph also falsifies the climate models because it shows the warming of today as a natural recovery from the Little Ice Age unlike the models which attribute this warming to 20th century CO2 emissions.



LINMINATING Tas 8VIDENC

EE ustmﬁfhsafter{ e—l(yam?a’@mcolnn Cllmate Change Was signedar
Eﬂ_ﬁah.the.newMBHQS temperature proxy miraculously appeared. This
temperatureproxy eliminated both the Medieval WWarm Period and the
Little Ice Age to remove the contrary evidence which refuted the climate
models.

§ This new temperature proxy commonly known as the:Hockey:Sticks
Graph attributed all of the observed warming tostheypostindustrial'age in
support of the climate model premise of fossil fuel emissions causing this

observed warming.

dnsinew proxy - was publisned five timesHmiez001M REGERENONENTGNS
szg,lsrfs-z,umabl-: fur copvinelins Worlel J-.;'&JJ'J 0 ratity the Kyoto;

ACCOTURTTZ0029thout any independent scientificaenfication.or. any

other form of due diligence. B

e,
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
To get rid of the problem The MBH98 was created to eliminate both problems by manufacturing a temperature proxy through statistical manipulation, altering of data, and adding thermometer data to the proxy data to make it better fit the thermometer data to justify the proxy. 
This temperature proxy known as the Hockey Stick because of its shape now showed all the temperature change occurring in the 20th century to match the CO2 increase.
For added dramatic effect even though the MBH98 proxy was published with data only up to 1996, the temperature spike from 1998 was included in the presentation of the graph in the IPCC 2001 Third Assessment Report.
This increased the blade of the hockey stick by about 25% and made such an impression on the world leaders that most ratified the Kyoto Protocol in 2002 without any independent scientific verification or due diligence of any kind.
 



‘Es—-TFFG‘V'a'IMa'nUn‘Of the MBH98 Temperatu re Proxy was the
match between this proxy and the temperature data from
thermometers where the two datasets overlapped.

§ This match was very poor on the previous proxy.because —
proxy data does not have the same resolution.as;measured
temperature data.

Lhisyvas achieved in the MBH98 proxy by addlng

ME sured values to the roxy datasioec m svesthisioetter

afarrac to zig M’y Nzt g idloaln the leaked
Climate Gate emails). ——

§ Both the proxy and the measured temperature data show

global cooling from 1942 to 1975.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
SLIDE 40
 
This served the purpose well but created a new problem for the climate models. The global cooling from 1942 to 1975 that had been so carefully manufactured into the Hockey Stick occurred as global CO2 emissions were rising faster than when the world was warming from 1910 to 1942.
 



(a) the past 140 years
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Hansen was fully aware that global warming first ended in 1942 with a cooling period that lasted until 1975 and therefore knew that a cyclic driver was necessary to produce the observed cyclic temperature changes.



ALL DATA SETS SHOW
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
There is simply no question about the global cooling from 1942 to 1975 because four independent presentations of temperature all show the exact same cooling.



7= CRU (adapted from Jones et al, 2001)

— NCDC (updated from Peterson and Vose, 1997)
- = @GISS (adapted from Hansen ef al,, 1999)
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
I have marked the warming from 1910 to 1942 with red vertical lines and marked the end of the cooling from 1942 to 1975 with a blue vertical line.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
When the same lines are placed on the graph of CO2 concentration and CO2 emissions, we can see that the atmospheric concentration of CO2 increased more rapidly when the Earth was cooling than when it was warming.
 
Far more importantly to the global warming issue is the fact that CO2 emissions increased by only 14% from 1910 to 1942 as the Earth warmed rapidly but CO2 emissions increased 500% as the world cooled from 1942 to 1975.
 
When you add to this the fact that there has been no global warming since 1998 in spite of the continuous increase in global CO2 emissions, this leaves only 23 years from 1975 to 1998 when CO2 emissions increases were concurrent global warming and 44 years when increased emissions were concurrent with global cooling. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
It was a simple matter to just change a few data points over the period from 1945 to about 1965 to remove this cooling from the temperature record and demonstrate that there was continuous global warming since 1910 with a small five year peak occurring around 1940.
This is the graph of the same data as was presented in the IPCC 2007 Fourth Assessment Report.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This temporarily fixed the immediate problem but created a far more serious problem in the process. By removing the cooling from 1942 to 1975, the hockey stick is now shown to be false, and if the hockey stick is false this means that the little Ice Age and Medieval Warm Period are once again valid events. If these events are valid then there is no potential climate disaster because we have not yet reached the optimum temperature of the Medieval Warm Period and the Earth is already cooling. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This slide produced by Leon Ashby of Australia shows the temperature proxy used by the IPCC in the 1990 report. The IPCC graph is directly reproduced from this report and is depicted by the red curve.
The commentary was added By Mr. Ashby to show the magnitude of both The Medieval Warm Period as well as The Little Ice Age in relation to the current temperature as depicted by the IPCC Report in 1990. 
This graph eliminates the alarmist view that global warming is bad because it depicts the pleasant Medieval Warm Period as being much warmer than today.
This graph also falsifies the climate models because it shows the warming of today as a natural recovery from the Little Ice Age unlike the models which attribute this warming to 20th century CO2 emissions.



The following series of graphs demonstrates the effect of increasing CO2
concentration.

The first graph shows the spectrum for zero atmospheric C_C_).ZL. e

The second graph shows the effect of just one partpermillion COZ
concentration.

The third graph shows the Preindustrialdevel of 280ppmv CO2
CONCENtRations
N TEN OURLTIORERITIS OGS IEd Al CLIRIEN L CONGENE NN EVEI RO s UPPIMIV
Thie it graion shows tiadiiEangieldie ear. currentlevel to
60ppPMV —

The final graph in the series shows the effect of quadrupling the near
current level to 1520ppmyv
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
These modtran models show how the radiative spectrum of the Earth is affected by different levels of CO2 concentration.
The incremental increase in the size of the notch correlate directly to the incremental increase in greenhouse effect from CO2
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This graph shows the spectrum with zero atmospheric CO2 concentration. This spectrum would represent the gas portion of the greenhouse effect that in addition to the effect from clouds would represent over 90% of the greenhouse effect. 



Havenumber



Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is the same spectral response with the effect from CO2 reduced to just 1ppmv. The single narrow spike like notch is at the resonant wavelength of 14.77microns. There is just a small bit of development of the notch on either side of this central wavelength. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
When the concentration is increased to 280ppmv a notch very similar to the one measured by the Nimbus 4 satellite develops. The concentration of 280ppmv is what was assumed by the climate models as the preindustrial level before CO2 emissions started.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is how much the notch grows when increased from 280ppmv to 380ppmv. This is a 35% increase in CO2 concentration but the notch, and therefore the energy capture by CO2 only increases a few percent.


700 eirny €02

=
et
-

EN=

Int


Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is the response for a doubling of CO2. It is quite clear that the notch only grows by about 7% and therefore the energy capture by CO2 only grows by 7%. The greenhouse effect from the energy capture by CO2 at 380ppmv is just 10% of the total greenhouse effect of 34°C (the other 90% of the greenhouse effect is from clouds and water vapour). This is just 3.4°C and a 7% increase in energy capture will only cause a further increase in the greenhouse effect of just 0.24°C. This is the maximum possible warming that can result from a doubling of CO2 in the atmosphere.
The climate models are based on a contrived function called a “forcing parameter” that produces warming of 2.78°C from a doubling of CO2 (based on a fabricated empirical formula of 5.35ln(2) x .75) which gives enough warming to make the case for catastrophic global warming when this is enhanced by feedback effects which raise the temperature even higher.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is what happens when the concentration is increased to four times the current level. There is about a 15% increase in energy capture over the level of CO2 presently in our atmosphere. This will cause no more than 15% of 3.4°C or just  0.51°C of temperature increase over current global temperature. Half a degree C will not even get us to the level of the Medieval Warm Period when the Vikings named and settled Greenland.

Most of the effect from CO2 takes place up to a concentration of 300ppmv, after which most of the limited radiation from the Earth is already captured and the remaining energy capture is very limited in its ability to raise global temperature.
The analogy is putting on a IR filter on a camera that blocks 50% of the incoming IR. If a second filter is added there is only half the light available to block so it only blocks 25% of the original light. If a third filter of the same strength is added there will only be 25% of the energy left to block so it will just block 12.5% of the energy. Each successive filter that is added will have less and less effect even though all the filters are of the same strength.
The current level of CO2 is similar to the effect of having four of these filters already in place and any further increases in CO2 will only have 12.5% of the energy left to block.  
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is a graph of raw monthly global temperature data from satellites and raw monthly global atmospheric CO2 concentration data both downloaded directly from government data sites going back to 1979 when the satellite dataset begins. 
The only addition to this graph is the linear best fit of the temperature data since 2002 to demonstrate that the world is currently cooling; not warming.
This graph shows the dramatic cooling effect from the 1983 el Chicon and 1991 Mt Pinatubo volcanic eruptions, and the dramatic warming from the 1998 el Nino, and the el Nino that we are currently experiencing, but there is no indication of any global temperature trend related to the CO2 concentration.   
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S ANY CLAIM of CURRENT GLLOBAL
WARMING IS PATENTLY FALSE

§ ANY CLAIM of CO2 INCREASES GAUSING
CURRENT GLOBAL WARMING IS
THEREFORE PATENTLY FALSE AS WELL

2 AN DA N Mo e S\VI SIS [ONS INCIREAS =S
CAUSING'CURR sLOBALMWARMING IS
NOT ONLY PATENTLY FALSE BUT -
SCIENTIFICALLY FRAUDULENT



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Since all four global temperature datasets demonstrate that the Earth has been cooling since 2002, as CO2 emissions continue to grow at ever increasing rates; The Kyoto Protocol has no longer has any valid scientific basis.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
I found this modtran model on Wikipedia in an article that was attempting to justify the forcing parameter of the climate models; but instead demonstrates numerical proof that the greenhouse effect from a doubling of CO2 is just 0.0448°C. This also demonstrates that those promoting AGW are either ignorant or fraudulent in their attempts to convince the world that CO2 emissions will cause catastrophic global warming.
The author has attributed 260.12 W/m2 entirely to CO2 instead of attributing 90% of this to clouds and water vapour.
If all of this is due to CO2 and a doubling of CO2 produces an additional 3.39W/m2 above the 260.12 W/m2 already achieved by CO2, this means that a doubling of CO2 will produce 3.39/260.12 additional greenhouse effect above the 3.45°C already in place.
This is just 0.0448°C of increased warming from a doubling of CO2 according to this model. 
 



SUNMNMARY

D .he-current atmospnerica Qe.concentratlon IS 390ppmv
E’mc\eﬂ{mﬂm—ls INncreasing at a rate of 2ppmv/year
§ A doubling of atmospheric CO2 will take 195 years
§ This may produce 0.0448°C of increased global warming

§ To prevent this 0.0443°C warming, we are denying people basic food —
staples which are being used as feed stocks for biofuels:

§ To prevent this 0.0443°C warming, we are doubling our energy costs with
Inefficient and very expensive windand solar power initiatives

oTprevent this 0:0448°C warming, We areicreal Ingrasmuiltizhilliondoliar
CEOONILNE G NGHTTEN KSR T G TR TES O TSICEIRISSISTEAna Wl Ful timately,
COEPSEMINMGERTITMTIGRENY ECONOMICTTECOVERY.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Based on the previous model using the measured values provided we can summarize the Kyoto Protocol and Climate change in this way:
 



