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John Coleman's Blog

Global Warming/Climate Change is not a problem

Author: John Coleman

A Professional Meteorologist who was the first Weathercaster on "Good Morning, America" and the
founder of The Weather Channel. He is now devoting his life to correcting the bad science that claims
that Carbon Dioxide in the exhaust of fossil fuels is a pollutant and is creating runaway global warming
and climate change. After extensive study he has concluded that the activities of mankind are not
creating a climate crisis and the active global warming/climate change campaign underway today is
costing the average American family thousands of dollars a year and creating food shortages and
starvation in the third world.
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1 was a Professional Meteorologist in the American Meteorological Society. The AMS named me
Broadcast Meteorologist of the Year in 1982. | have predicted the nation’s weather for 60 years.

My new novel has nothing to do with Climate change/global warming or
politics. It is my diversion from the issues to have some fun for a change.
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By John Coleman

“Climate Change is happening.” You bet it is. The climate of planet Earth has
been constantly changing for as long as we have any records. Look at the
chart below.

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 2/185


https://www.amazon.com/s/ref=nb_sb_noss?url=search-alias%3Dstripbooks&field-keywords=john+coleman+trophy
https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2017/02/john-coleman_s-essay-on-global-warming.jpg

26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

Temparature and CO, levals in the atmosphere over the past 400 000 years
(from tha Vostok ice cora)

°C - =y concantration, ppovy | ,
4 ": . f'-._l . II|'L-- I ) } |L!I|. .-ji'.IH'I::I
"Gy ¥y AR ’a_ il : 240

- .'II il |I" % _\_. i #—I | 1‘““. 1_ "

e L Mp, A v & *|‘ ' ”ff l 'fi,L,F i | oo

= i i + 'ﬂ _-II |.-.-_..' -

e “‘-.fﬂ . "'n 'HJ) HI W#,.[.___ hn; -'-.W I

T-.In:.mw,rl. l:.’wlw_ IrJ n presem 1 180

400 000 00000 zmu-:-n " 100000 0
Yaar bafore presant {presant = 1850)

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/ancient-co2-
and-temps1.jpg)This chart of data obtained from Ice Cores collected near the
South Pole displays the longest known record of the climate of Earth. It goes
back 400,000 years. Just look as the constant changes in temperature and
atmospheric Carbon Dioxide. The changes range from very large to rather
small. The four big cold dips are Ice Ages and the four big warm peaks are
what we know as Interglacial Periods. The ice ages are very hostile to human
life. It is during the warm periods that life flourishes. We are very lucky to be
living our lives during one of the warmer periods of Earth’s history. Clearly the
civilized activities of mankind including the burning of fossil fuels had nothing
to do with these historic changes, large and small. After all, our modern times
are covered by only the last little squiggle on the right hand side of the chart.
Can you look at this chart and identify Earth’s normal climate? Certainly we
can compute the average, but is average the same as normal? | don’t think so.

Holooens Medieval

Climate Cptimu Warm Perod
& . Roman 17
/ '-. Climate-Optimum
= ] r
,_nff\n__f \ﬁﬁr\ri
- T 7 A ‘
é |:II'CI}"I.,. al f |

17 —— . . | : + 13

_humian migration '

f N : 6 4 2 e
YEARS BEFORE NOW IN THOUSANDS o2 Age

tampar

[+ ICE AGE ENDS

NFL‘%“FERATURES SINCE THE LAST ICE AGE ENDED

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/chart-last-11-thousand-years.jpg)

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 3/185


https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/ancient-co2-and-temps1.jpg
https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/chart-last-11-thousand-years.jpg

26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

Now let’s look at a chart of the last 11,000 years since the last Ice Age ended
and we moved into this Interglacial Period. This is the period in which
civilization has developed and flourished. The most difficult time was the little
lce Age from about 1550 to about 1800. Look at the tiny, little warm period on
the extreme right hand side of the chart. It is during this period that our
civilization began to make extensive use of fossil fuels for heating, cooling,
electrical generation and to power internal combustion and eventually jet
engines. Please note that this current warm spell looks no different than the
others during the last 11,000 years.

Now let’s look at a chart of the last 1,000 years.
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The Medieval Optimum was the period in which the nations of Europe grew
and prospered and many of the great European cities were founded and
flourished. It is important to note that it was much warmer back then than it is
now. There is nothing exceptional about the current warm period. Note that
changes such as the Medieval Warm Spell and the Little Ice Age come fairly
often and still smaller swings in climate are constantly occurring.
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Now a chart of the modern times.
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This chart is used these days by climate alarmist to show the warming and
increase in carbon dioxide in the age of fossil fuels. When you haven'’t seen
the previous charts, this one looks rather ominous. However, when it is put in
perspective by the previous charts, it does not constitute a dramatic departure
from the natural pattern at all. And, when it is carefully examined, it is far short
of alarming. First of all, the warming from 1880 to today is less than 1.5
degrees, hardly dramatic and very much in keeping with the gradual warming
pattern since the end of the last Ice Age. Secondly, despite a continuous
increase in the carbon dioxide, there was actually a forty year period of steady
temperatures from 1940 to 1980. And the chart ends the same year the rise
ends.

Now look at the chart extending from 1997 to 2017.
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HadCRUT4.5 (Triangulated) updated for September 2017
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Temperatures were in another prolonged pause. Now look at this chart:
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TEMPS AND CO2 DISCONNECT
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This chart clearly shows the disconnection between temperatures and
atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2) 1996 to 2004. The temperatures stopped
warming but the CO2 continues to rise. This lack of correlation between
carbon dioxide and temperature is very significant. Here is why:

The entire global warming/climate change scare is based of the theory
that the increase in the amount of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere from
the exhaust produced by burning fossil fuels will cause a huge spike in
temperatures. They then claim that temperature increase will lead to
melting ice caps, flooding coastal cities, heat waves, super stomrs and
all the other dire consequences they predict.

Over the last thirty years, dozens of climate scientists have worked at refining
this CO2 greenhouse gas theory and have created climate models in
computers to predict

20
Global Lower Atmospheric Temperatures:

44 of the Latest Climate Models
versus Reality
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the rise in temperatures. They structured the models to match the previous
temperature pattern starting back about 1975. But as time passed, and the
models’ moved from the past to the future, the forecasts don’t go well, to put it
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mildly. Over time a significant disconnect between actual temperatures and the
predictions develops. Couple the disconnection in the models’ predictions and
the failure of the actual temperatures to react to a continuing CO2 build-up
and you must conclude the CO2 greenhouse theory is not valid. It is a totally
failed theory. And it seems to me that ought to be the end of the climate
change alarmism campaign. But, alas it rolls on non-stop. Why is that?

Three reasons stand out: Stubbornness, politics and money.

It's never easy to admit you are wrong. Your personal pride, how you are
regarded by friends, colleagues and family and the setback in your
professional status all contribute to stubbornness. In climate science, a
scientist who admits his theory is wrong faces loose of funding, position and a
professional future. It seems to me that at this point, dozens of climate
scientists are just too stubborn to admit the CO2 greenhouse gas global
warming theory has failed.
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Do you think climate change, also known as global warming, is a serious problem?

“Democrat” YES 71%

Republican

MNew York Times exit poll, mid-term elections, Movember 2014
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As for the political reason, it showed up dramatically in the New York Times
exit poll following the November 2014 election.

My investigative Journalism uncovered the details of how global warming
became a political issue. Here is that story.

A great scientist named Roger Revelle theorized about carbon dioxide being a
significant greenhouse gas in a 1957 research paper. He then lectured about
this paper to his class at Harvard University in 1962. A student in that class
named Al Gore adopted the theory as his “cause”. He wrote a book about it
and used it to win an election to become a Democrat United States Senator
from Tennessee. In the Senate he helped to establish Federal Government
funding for global warming research grants. Gore wrote a second book on the
topic “An Inconvenient Truth” and worked with Hollywood supporters to turn
that book into a movie.
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(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/gore-movie-
one.jpg)

The movie won an Oscar. The books, funding and movie caught the attention
of a bureaucrat at the United Nations. That bureaucrat, named Maurice
Strong, set out then to establish the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change. As a result the number of research papers on global warming
multiplied. News releases about the papers resulted in the media producing a
continuing string of news reports about “the sky is falling” and global warming
became a “cause celeb”.
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(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/peace-
prize.jpg)

It all peaked when Mr. Gore and the UNIPCC were jointly awarded the Nobel
Peace prize. The U.N. continues to hold conferences and publish reports and
the Democrat Party has adopted global warming as a platform issue. The
science has been totally overwhelmed by politics and become a political issue.

Now, consider the biggest driving force of all behind the global
warming/climate change frenzy: money. Never underestimate the power of
money. The research funding for global warming from the United States
Federal Government has built-up through the years. It is now nearly 5 billion
dollars ($5,000,000,000) a year.
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If you are a research scientist or manage a research institution/ organization
or a department in a University or even if you manage an activist
environmental group, you want and need some of that money to fund your
career. The funds are only being granted to those who support the climate
change theory. As a result global warming alarmism has become a well-
funded industry. Not only are our tax dollars funding a mountain of research
papers, but now the government funding to “solve” the climate crisis has
spread out and now flows in many directions. There is funding for Ethanol
gasoline and greatly increased corn production. And, there are tax breaks for
solar and wind projects. And there are direct government subsidies and grants
to pay for a multitude of projects to counteract the threat of CO2 induced
warming. At this point all of those expenditure add up to an amazing 16 billion
dollars ($16,000,000,000) a year of tax money. So while the science behind
the climate change has failed, the government actions to counter it continue to
grow.

It seems to me that while they have all been benefiting in many ways from the
climate change frenzy, scientists, the media, environmentalists, bureaucrats
and politicians have all been thinking about climate in a wrong way. They
seem to have been thinking that there is a normal climate and it is what the
climate was when mankind began to use fossil fuels. They have been
positioning the climate debate to tell us that it is our responsibility to return the
climate to be exactly as it was then. But the climate at that point in history was
no more stable or noteworthy or desirable than it was before or since. It seems
to me that there is no such thing as the normal climate. There is no normal
extent of ice at the poles. There is no normal amount ice in the mountain
glaciers. There is no normal sea level height. There is no normal number of
tornadoes or hurricanes. Droughts, heat waves, cold snaps, blizzards and ice
storms increase and decrease irregularly over time. | feel it is wrong to set the
parameters of the “normal climate”. It may blow your mind to learn that the
National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Agency and its National Weather
Service simply use the average of the last 30 years as “normal” climate. So
what is being touted as normal climate now is no more than what it has been
lately.
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Next allow me to make an observation that will surprise most people,
particularly those who have followed my climate comments in the past. | know
that there several instances of man-made climate change. Some of these
have been occurring for at least 200 years and are still occurring today. But
here is where | see the situation far differently than the climate alarmists. The
changes | see as a result of mankind’s activities are local and regional and not
of global significance. They are not irreversible and have little to do with our
use of fossil fuels and producing an exhaust of carbon dioxide (COZ2). Here
are some climate changes that are resulting from our civilization:

Lake Atternoon Temperature

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/urban-heat-
island.jpg)
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Urban Heat Islands: The heat released into the atmosphere by the cluster of
concrete, asphalt and steel and thousands of heat emitting smokestacks and
the clustering of hundreds of thousands or even millions of warm human
beings does produce very significant localized warming of the atmosphere.
This is particularly obvious in major northern cities on winter nights. In
Chicago, for example, the low temperatures on a winter night might range
from 32 degrees in the heart of the city to 20 in the suburbs and 10 in the
surrounding farm country. That warming is localized, mostly seasonable and
not a threat in any way to climate of Earth. It is not a result of the CO2 in the
air and will not be counteracted by carbon taxes or abatement.

Similarly there is increased humidity in irrigated areas cities where we import
water and drier climate in the regions from which we are exporting the water to
cities. These effects are real and measureable, but are not a threat to the
climate of Earth and are in no way related to the increase in CO2 in the
atmosphere from the burning of fossil fuels.

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/owens-
valley.jpg)
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The Owens Valley in California, pictured above, is a prime example of this
category of man-made climate change. It once was a beautiful and bountiful
green farming valley fed by a river of water that flowed off of the Sierra
Nevada Mountains to the west. But the city of Los Angles bought out the
valley and exported all that water to the nation’s second largest city. This is of
no global significance and definitely unrelated to the burning of fossil fuels and
the release of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere.

And here is one more man-made climate change: high cloudiness has
increased significantly in the regions where there is an exceptional number of
high flying jet aircraft on a continuous basis. Of all the man-made climate
changes this may be the most significant. It is only recently been statistically
proven. It is somewhat regional in the plains states of the United States
centered on Kansas. The constant and increasing stream of high flying cross
continental jet aircraft flights is filling the sky with contrails. This pattern of
high clouds is cooling temperatures a degree or two on average and probably
reducing the number of showers and thunderstorms in the region. All of this
may have some impact on crop yields in the region. This is not a global
weather crisis, not by a long shot. It may not be a big deal. But more study is
merited. And it is definitely not related to the burning of fossil fuels.

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy 111/ 15/185


https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/contrails.jpg

26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/contrails.jpg

)

(I feel the need to add the point that contrails are a well understood, natural
result of aircraft flying through a moist level in the upper atmosphere and are
nothing more that clouds of water vapor. The internet myth about Chemtrails
is total folly. | am absolutely certain there is no such thing as Chemtrails.)

These and other minor climate changes resulting from mankind’s activities are
well documented. However, none of these problems is devastating or a crisis.
We are dealing with them and there is no need to become alarmed about
them.

There is another aspect to the debate today. Al Gore lectures about how we
human being are “spewing tons and tons of carbon into the atmosphere every
day”. This is a totally irresponsible alarmist rant. In the United States we have
utilized advanced science to refine our coal, oil and gas and the systems that
burn it. Our power plants, cars and aircraft produce a very limited amount of
carbon particulates and ash. What is produced is a tiny amount compared to
smog our furnaces powered by coal stokers and our old fashioned auto
engines and primitive gasoline produced in the 1930’s and 40’s. And what
reaches the air at this time, quickly falls to the ground. Unfortunately, this is
not true in China, India and elsewhere in the third world, where the advanced
technology is ignored in the rush to produce desperately needed electricity
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and transportation. However, on a worldwide basis, they are not producing a
climate crisis.

What Al Gore is talking and greatly distorting in his holier-than-thou screaming
is not carbon, even though that is the way he terms it to spread his alarmism.
What he is talking about is Carbon Dioxide. It is true that our burning of fossil
fuels is sending millions of tons of carbon dioxide into the air. But is not
causing any problem at all and it fact is creating a great deal of good. But
Gore’s pontification is usually accompanied by a picture of a smoke stack
belching heavy, dark smoke into the sky.

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/smokestack
S:jrg)

That is not carbon dioxide you see rising from those smoke stacks. It is largely
harmless water vapor. There are probably some tiny particles of carbon in the
plume. They will settle to the surface shortly or become the nucleus of rain
drops. There may be some ash in the smoke. It, too, is essentially harmless.
Mostly when you see a picture of dark smoke rising from a smoke stack these
days it is because the Sun is on the other side of the plume of water vapor and
it is creating a dark shadow. With today’s clean fuels and smoke scrubbers in
the smoke stacks, very little pollution is being emitted. And our car engines
today are very different than the smog belching crude devises of the 1940s. In
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our cars, we have replaced carburetors and spark plugs and added catalytic
converters and reformulated the gasoline and now very little comes out of the
exhaust pipe but some CO2 and water vapor.

PICTURE OF CARBON DIOXIDE

Further discussion of this issue must begin with a definition of carbon dioxide.
It is invisible. It is odorless. It is tasteless. And CO2 is essential for life on
Earth, since all plant life requires CO2 for photosynthesis, the process by
which it lives and grows. No CO2 would mean the planet would be barren and
brown. So all animal life would perish of starvation and so would we human
beings. Carbon Dioxide has always existed naturally in the atmosphere. So |
don’t see any reasonable way to conclude that carbon dioxide which is
essential for life and not producing climate change, is a pollutant. It simply is
not a significant “greenhouse gas”. In fact, the increase in CO2 in the
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atmosphere has essentially produced a fertilizing effect on all flora on the
Earth.

Our planet is 20% greener than before we burned fossil fuels. Crops are
growing faster and producing more food. The forests are bigger and
healthier. CO2 is good for our Earth.

But Al Gore, the Democrat Party and all of the professional societies and
environmental groups are frantically trying to get us to stop producing it. This
is the strangest distortion of science and reasonable judgment of my life time.
And there seems to be no willingness to listen to opposing views. Never-the-
less, | have dedicated the remaining years of my life to try to correct this
horrible distortion of science.

Despite the reality, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency during the
Obama years set out to authorize the EPA to start taxing our carbon footprints.
So even if it is not causing climate change, we are told it is evil over and over
again and soon may be forced to reduce our carbon footprints by phasing out
our use of fossil fuels. And President Obama had committed to a National
reduction of our so called “greenhouse emissions” by at least 20% within a
decade. All of this is the process of being cancelled as the Trump
Administration reshapes the EPA.
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Think about what we are doing with our fossil fuel burning civilization. We are
lengthening the length of life of all us humans and animals by producing more
plentiful food and for we human providing a far more wholesome civilized
environment with better heating and air conditioning, better medical care and
all the benefits of ample power and energy. In short, CO2 is making life good.

You should realize that the atmosphere of Earth is vast and amazingly self-
cleansing. Earth’s atmosphere weighs about 11,700,000,000,000,000,000
pounds. So when our exhaust spews a few thousand tons of carbon dioxide
into the air, it is a tiny contribution. After all these years of burning fossil
fuels the carbon dioxide in the atmosphere is still less than one half of
one percent.

Since the air is not warming as predicted, climate alarmists recently have
shifted to raising alarm about how the oceans are absorbing the CO2. They
say it is making the oceans acidic. That is a gross, alarmist claim that is not
validated by the data. The measurements show that the oceans are still very
alkaline. The miniscule amount of CO2 being absorbed is not creating any
problem except in the imaginations of some agenda driven scientists and
environmentalists. Their claims about damage to the ocean sound a lot like
the claims they used to make about melting polar ice and dying polar bears.
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The alarmists say that “science has spoken” and “the debate is over” and “the
issue is settled”. Global Climate Change, a NASA website, reports 97% of
climate scientists agree that warming trends over the past century are very
likely due to human activities. That 97% figure has been widely used by
various climate alarmists and widely reported in the media. But an
examination of the process through which that figure was calculated makes it
clear it is not a valid statistic, only a manufactured number. And, remember
that most scientists have been under great money pressure to support the
global warming/climate change alarmist position. Their income and
professional standing have been totally dependent on it. The new
Administration will trim and cut those research dollars as best the Congress
will allow and allocate some research money to balanced science which will
most likely end up debunking climate change, coastal flooding, droughts,
storms and heatwaves. The 97 percent statistic never was valid and it will
become toast in the months to come.
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CLIMATE DENIERS
MAKE ME SO MAD!!!

So the climate change alarmists have dismissed those of us who are skeptics
as “wackos” and “deniers”. This is very insulting, and not just to me, because |
am not alone; not the only climate skeptic. There are thousands of men and
women who stand up to the climate change media and political barrage. Many
of them are as dedicated as | am to correcting the runaway bad science about
CO2 as a significant greenhouse gas.
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Global Warming Petition Project

J1. 487 American scienfstx have sipned this petition,
incinding 9,029 with Phils

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/oregon-
petition.jpg)

Have you ever heard of the Oregon Petition? It debunks global
warming/climate change with the following words “There is no convincing
evidence that human release of carbon dioxide, methane or other greenhouse
gasses is causing or will, in the foreseeable future, cause catastrophic heating
of the Earth’s atmosphere and disruption of the Earth’s climate. Moreover,
there is substantial scientific evidence that increases in atmospheric carbon
dioxide produce many beneficial effects upon the natural plant and animal
environments of the Earth.” Over 9,000 scientists holding Ph.D.’s and a total of
over 31,000 scientists have signed that petition.

The /

INSTITUTE

The Heartland Institute has brought climate skeptics together for 12
International Conferences on Climate Change. Great scientists from around
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the world gather for these occasions and present the results of their research
that debunks the various aspects of the global warming. Heartland has placed
videos of all those presentations on their website. | have been honored to
speak at four of those conferences. What a comfort it is to meet the Ph.D.
scientists from Harvard, MIT, Princeton, UCLA, the Universities Virginia,
Georgia, Alabama and Washington and from great international Universities
and a host of others who have developed new evidence that there is no
climate change crisis.

Heartland Institute has also organized a Nongovernmental Panel on Climate
Change. It has collected the papers from scientists from around the world and
organized them into an impressive scientific book. The contents are also
posted on the internet.
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You can see these great scientific articles on the internet at WEBSITE
(http://climatechangereconsidered.org/)
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or you can buy the full amazing book of scientific papers at AMAZON
(https://www.amazon.com/Climate-Change-Reconsidered-Nongovernmental-
International/dp/1934791288)

So you can say “science has spoken” only if you are willing to discount, toss
out, ignore and disrespect the thousands of scientist and their papers and
articles, blogs and speeches that debunk the global warming theory.

More and more people, non-scientist citizens are understanding that there is
no climate crisis. A survey by Pew Research showed that while 67 percent of
Americans believed global warming is occurring and 44 percent said the earth
is warming mostly because of human activity more than half of the people are
not at all sure that mankind is producing climate change. But we skeptical
spokespeople have to follow the media back roads of blog websites, You
Tube, Facebook and Twitter, as well as conservative AM radio stations and
occasional talks and speeches before community group meetings to get our
story out. The mainstream media from the television networks and major
stations and even most cable channels to most newspapers and magazines
tend to give “the sky is falling” news releases by climate change alarmist major
headline distribution but ignore the case set forth by the skeptics.

As for the movement to “break the addiction to burning oil, coal and gas” be
very careful. If we cut off power generation by fossil fuels at this time, it will
destroy our civilization and bankrupt us all. Many people say to me, perhaps
you are correct about the science but the move to green energy is good thing.
Why not let the government phase out our old fashioned fossil fuel power
plants, heating systems and cars and trucks. | understand how they feel and |
want them to understand that | am not against developing new fuels; not at all.
But they must understand we are in no position to make that dramatic move at
this time. The cost of pushing us faster than the scientists can come up with
practical new power systems, is already damaging out way of life and
threatens to bankrupt our civilization. We have to go slowly and since we are
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not harming our environment with our current fossil fuel power system, we
should move ahead carefully.

The average American family of four is already paying an additional $1,200 a
year for food, fuel and power as a result of the anti-fossil fuel initiatives. If the
EPA were to roll out carbon fees and shut down coal powered electrical plants
that cost per family is projected to increase to over $4.000 a year. That would
be a very serious matter. For the poorer American families losing $4,000 a
year would have a huge impact on their lives, healthcare for the, amount and
quality of food, internet and smart phone access might be eliminated and in
might cost the young people their higher education. All of this would have a
profound impact on the productivity of our nation. While the average person
will not really understand what went wrong, everyone will suffer the
consequences. The Trump Administration has moved to stop this movement
but everything they do is being challenged in Courts and the final result is slow
in coming.

As an example of the problems we need to solve consider this: the
development of wind and solar (green energy) is costing us about 16 billion a
year in subsidies and tax incentives and that is significantly harming our
economy at this time. It would be very wise to drop or at least significantly trim
back those subsidies and incentives and let our economy perk up. The Trump
Administration is attempting to do this, but the “bought and paid for” Congress
is not backing this effort.
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| don’t mean to say that | feel that fossil fuels will power our civilization forever.
Remember that 90 percent of the scientist who ever lived are alive today. And
many of them are probing every concept for a better way to power our
civilization. One exciting new material that won the Nobel Prize for Physics in
2010 is graphene.

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/graphene.jp
g)

In about 30 years graphene science may change our world in amazing ways.
Graphene solar panels may be 1,000 times more effective, and graphene
batteries may be 1,000 times stronger. This would mean we would be able to
turn off the power plants and shut down the power grid. Each home and
business would easily produce all the power it needs. Graphene solar
powered cars will be big, light and fast. Graphene systems will be used to
desalinate ocean water cheaply. You may find this hard to believe, but to an
older person such as myself who has watched science produce a multitude of
things in his 80 years on Earth knows that things that were unbelievable in my
youth are common today. This Graphene world of the future is not
unreasonable at all. It may very well happen.
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To learn more about Graphene you may want to watch my news report on a
new wonder material .

Graphene the new plastic?

Now back to the issue of Climate change.

Please understand that my stand on the climate change issue and my
confidence in science to provide solutions within a few decades, does not
mean that | am not dedicated to protecting our environment. To the contrary, |
regard leaving a pristine planet Earth to our children and succeeding
generations as our number one responsibility. Clean air and clean water and
are basic. But please understand that exhausting CO2 (invisible, odorless,
tasteless, vital to life) gas into the atmosphere is in no way damaging our
environment. But | do feel strongly that we have a lot to do the clean up the
waters on Earth. There is no question they have been used to dispose of
trash and waste and we must stop that activity and clean up the mess. And we
need to encourage emerging civilizations to utilize our advanced systems for
the clean burning of fossil fuels.
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The bottom line is simply this: Climate is changing as it always has, mostly
from natural forces. Our civilization is also changing the climate but not very
much and only in very minor way and only in a few localized and regional
areas. We are dealing with these little climate changes in a reasonable
scientific way. No crisis is occurring and there is no reason to fear any in the
future.

Today, we the people of planet Earth are doing a better and better job of
protecting our Planet while living healthier, longer and far more comfortable
lives. Every civilized human being now has as small advanced computer in
his/her pocket or purse. Vast knowledge is at our instant access. As a result
we are smarter and safer than ever. But for at least the next 30 years, fossil
fuels will be required to power the system that feeds data and videos to these
devises and makes amazing instant communication possible. \We are now so
well educated, | think everyone now understands s how absolutely essential it
is to protect and improve our wonderful blue and now greener than ever
before little marble, Earth. Let’s all work at that.

But in the meantime, Life is good. Don't live in fear of “climate change”. Live a
life of joy and love. Despite all issues we work to solve remember please that
most important thing we will ever learn is to love and be loved in return.

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 29/185



26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/green-earth.jpg)

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/michael-crichton.jpg)

MICHAEL CRICHTON WAS A GREAT HERO OF MINE

THERE IS A VIDEO OF HIS GLOBAL WARMING

SKEPTICAL POSITION
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The great author Michael Crichton made a powerful analysis of the unfounded hysteria behind the man-
made global warming frenzy on video before his untimely death from cancer in 2008. His novel “State
Of Fear” had presented the issue very well. Hollywood which had turned several of his earlier works
into hit movies (Andromeda Strain, Sphere, Jurassic Park) turned it’s back on this book. After all

Hollywood loved Al Gore and his silly, totally scientifically invalid movie “An Inconvenient Truth”. It
seems the movie studio liberals never even considered for “State of Fear” for a film.

"Global Warming" Michael Crichton on Charlie Rose

Here are some of my videos:
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Megyn Kelly Interviews John Coleman Weather Channel Co-Founder "Climate Change is...

John Coleman of KUSI: How the Global Warming Scare Began
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John Coleman Keynote - ICCC9 July 8, 2014

Weather Channel Founder DESTROYS Global Warming Mythology - John Coleman
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When Donald Trump was elected President of the United States, we
climate skeptics were very pleased because he is more-or-less one of
us, a man who had called Global Warming a “hoax”. As a result, |
started posting updates on the newest developments every few days.
As result my site became cluttered with a long series of posts. | have
preserved these posts on the first year of the Trump presidency
climate change developments below.

(Updated November 15, 2017)

Two Canadian experts for whom | have considerable respect followed
carefully the latest United States Climate Change Conference this
past week and felt a solid wrap up of the event was in order. | feel
this is an excellent article so with their permission | publish it here.
Avalanches of global warming alarmism

UN climate cataclysm predictions have no basis in fact and should
not be taken
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(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-

blog/tim-ball/)

|
Il
(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-blog/tom-harris-3/)

Dr. Tim Ball and Tom Harris
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Throughout the United Nations Climate Change Conference wrapping
up in Bonn, Germany this week, the world has been inundated with
the usual avalanche of manmade global warming alarmism. The UN
expects us to believe that extreme weather, shrinking sea ice, and
sea level rise will soon become much worse if we do not quickly
phase out our use of fossil fuels that provide over 80% of the world’s
energy.

There is essentially nothing to support these alarms, of course. We
simply do not have adequate observational data required to know or
understand what has happened over the past century and a half.
Meaningful forecasts of future climate conditions are therefore
impossible.

Nevertheless, this year’s session has been especially intense, since
the meeting is being chaired by the island nation of Fiji, a government
that has taken climate change fears to extremes.

i iji

‘:b_‘.r".-"-c‘-u'._!".'. < Lﬂﬁ

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 36/185



26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

COP23 (the 23rd meeting of the Conference of the Parties on
climate change)

conference president Fijian Prime Minister Frank Bainimarama, called
for “an absolute dedication to meet the 1.5-degree target.” This is the
arbitrary and most stringent goal suggested by the Paris Agreement.
In support of Bainimarama'’s position, the COP23/Fiji Website
repeatedly cites frightening forecasts made by the UN
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC).

One prediction stated: “The IPCC recently reported that temperatures
will significantly increase in the Sahel and Southern African regions,
rainfall will significantly decrease, and tropical storms will become
more frequent and intense, with a projected 20 per cent increase in
cyclone activity.”

To make such dire forecasts, the IPCC relies on computerized models
built on data and formulas to represent atmospheric conditions, and
reflect the hypothesis that carbon dioxide is the principal factor driving
planetary warming and climate change.

However, we still do not have a comprehensive, workable “theory of
climate,” and thus do not have valid formulas to properly represent
how the atmosphere functions. We also lack data to properly
understand what weather was like over most of the planet even in the
recent past. Without a good understanding of past weather
conditions, we have no way to know the history, or the future, of
average weather conditions — what we call the climate.

An important data set used by the computer models cited by the
IPCC is the “HadCRUT4” global average temperature history for the
past 167 years. This was produced by

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 37/185



26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

the Hadley Centre and the University of East Anglia’s Climatic
Research Unit, both based in the United Kingdom.
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Until the 1960s, HadCRUT4 temperature data were collected using
mercury thermometers located at weather stations situated mostly in
the United States, Japan, the UK, and eastern Australia. Most of the
rest of the planet had very few temperature sensing stations, and
none of the Earth’s oceans (which cover 70% of the planet) had more
than occasional stations separated from the next ones by thousands
of kilometers of no data. Temperatures over these vast empty areas
were simply “guesstimated.”

Making matters even worse, data collected at weather stations in this
sparse grid had, at best, an accuracy of +/-0.5 degrees Celsius (0.9
degrees F), and oftentimes no better than +/-1.0 degree C. Averaging
such poor data in an attempt to determine past or future global
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conditions cannot yield anything meaningful — and certainly nothing
accurate or valid enough to use in making critical energy policy
decisions.
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Modern weather station surface temperature data are now collected
using precision thermocouples. But, starting in the 1970s, less and
less ground surface temperature data was used for plots such as
HadCRUTA4. Initially, this was done because governments believed
satellite monitoring could take over from most of the ground surface
data collection.
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However, the satellites did not show the warming that climate activists
and computer models had forecast. So, bureaucrats closed many of
the colder rural surface temperature sensing stations, while many
stations in the vast frigid area of Siberia were closed for economic
and other reasons. The net result was that cold temperature data
disappeared from more recent records — thereby creating artificial
warming trends, the very warming that alarmists predicted, desired
and needed for political purposes.
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Today, we have virtually no data for approximately 85% of the Earth’s
surface. Indeed, there are fewer weather stations in operation now
than there were in 1960.

That means HadCRUT4 and other surface temperature computations
after about 1980 are meaningless. Combining this with the sensitivity
(accuracy) problems in the early data, and the fact that we have
almost no long-term data above Earth’s surface, the conclusion is
unavoidable:

It is not possible to know how or whether Earth’s climate has varied
over the past century and a half. The data are therefore useless for
input to the computer models that form the basis of the IPCC’s
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conclusions.

But the lack of adequate surface data is only the start of the problem.
The computer models on which the climate scare is based are
mathematical constructions that require the input of data above
Earth’s surface as well.

Schematic for Global
Atmospheric Model
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The models divide the atmosphere into cubes piled on top of each
other, ideally with wind, humidity, cloud cover and temperature
conditions known for different altitudes. But we currently have even
less data above the surface than on it, and there is essentially no
historical data at altitude.

Many people think the planet is adequately covered by satellite
observations — data that is almost global 24/7 coverage and far more
accurate than anything determined at weather stations. But the
satellites are unable to collect data from the north and south poles,
regions that are touted as critical to understanding global warming.
Moreover, space-based temperature data collection did not start until
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1979, and 30 years of weather data is required to generate a single
data point on a climate graph. The satellite record is far too short to
allow us to come to any useful conclusions about climate change.

In fact, there is insufficient data of any kind — temperature, land and
sea ice, glaciers, sea level, extreme weather, ocean pH, et cetera — to
be able to determine how today’s climate differs from the past, much
less predict the future. The IPCC'’s climate forecasts have no
connection with the real world.

Sherlock Holmes warned that “It is a capital mistake to theorize
before one has data. Insensibly one begins to twist facts to suit
theories, instead of theories to suit facts.”

Sir Arthur Conan Doyle wrote this famous quote for fiction, of course.
But it applies perfectly to today’s global warming debate, especially
where the IPCC’s scary conclusions and forecasts are involved. Of
course, this will not stop Bainimarama and other conference leaders
from citing IPCC “science” in support of their warnings of future
climate catastrophe.

We should use these facts to spotlight and embarrass them every
time.
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Dr. Tim Ball is an environmental consultant and former climatology
professor at the University of Winnipeg in Manitoba. Tom Harris is
executive director of the Ottawa, Canada-based International Climate
Science Coalition.

(Updated November 5, 2017)

It may be that Joe Bast is the most brilliant person | have ever met.
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(https://johncolemanblog.com/dr-lindzen/)

(https://johncolemanblog.com/willie-soon/)
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(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-

Drs. Lindzen, Soon and Happer are also on the list of “brilliant people
who | have had the honor of meeting”. There are several | have read
and studied but never met who | would love to meet and put on that
list. But Joe Bast who | have met several times clearly has to go on
top of my list. His knowledge is vast and covers a wide spectrum of
areas. His writings are clear and to the point. His brilliantly debunks
the claims of the new Federal report point by point in his brief article
below. That report issued by the swamp dweller scientists in the
Federal Bureaucracy in Washington D.C. depressed me. How could a
government under the leadership of Donald Trump put out such a
document? Well, they did. The White House staff let it happen (Is this
a sign of the influence of lvanka?) In an case here is Joe’s response:

Scientific Critique of USGCRP’s 2017 Climate Science
Special Report
By Joe Bast

The Climate Science Special Report, “volume one of the Fourth
National Climate Assessment,” was released a few minutes ago. The
entire report can be found HERE
(https://www.globalchange.gov/browse/reports/climate-science-
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special-report-fourth-national-climate-assessment-nca4-volume-i) .
But in August the Trump administration disbanded the interagency
committee that was working on the report.

Not sure why it was nevertheless released but it was probably the
deep state at work. Here were my reactions to this report, from my
earlier review of the draft back in August.

The U.S. Global Change Research Program (USGCRP) is a joint
program of 13 U.S. national government agencies charged with
developing a program to “understand, assess, predict, and respond
to” global climate change. It produces reports to Congress every four
years titled “National Climate Assessment.” The three reports
released to date have all exaggerated the amount of global warming,
the human role in that warming, the negative impacts of the same,
and the certainty of the science surrounding the causes and
consequences of climate change.
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R-CAPPED PERUVIAN PEAK EARLIER THIS MONTH... A THREE-MAN TEAM

For example, a team of climate scientists led by Patrick Michaels of
the Cato Institute said of the Third National Climate Assessment:
“This National Assessment is much closer to pseudoscience than it is
to science. It is as explanatory as Sigmund Freud. It clearly believes
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that virtually everything in our society is tremendously dependent the
surface temperature, and, because of that, we are headed towards
certain and inescapable destruction, unless we take its advice and
decarbonize our economy, pronto. Unfortunately, the Assessment
can’t quite tell us how to accomplish that, because no one knows
how.”

The latest (June 28) draft of the Fourth National Climate Assessment
is similarly flawed. This brief critique makes ten points which track the
content and organization of the assessment:

1. The report is a legacy product of a political regime that captured
and “weaponized” this government agency to advance its agenda,
much as it did to the IRS, Justice Department, and other
departments. The report was written by hold-overs from the Obama
administration, and represents only the very biased and politicized
perspective of a small clique of government scientists on a complex
issue.

2. The report fails to provide an objective and comprehensive review
of the available literature. Contrary to media reports, the report was
not made available to respected climate scientists for peer review.
Several scientists report that their requests for drafts were rejected.
[Soon and Happer, others?] The final draft shows no evidence of
being informed by the efforts of critics of the Obama administration’s
legislative agenda or even a single reference to the multiple reports of
the Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change
(NIPCCQC).

3. The report relies on past reports by the United Nation’s
Intergovernmental International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC),
which the Trump administration properly rejects. The report refers to
the IPCC’s 2013 report as “rigorously-reviewed international
assessments,” when in fact the IPCC is controversial, scandal-ridden,
and its procedures fall far short of the requirements of the Data
Quality Act. [Why Scientists Disagree, pp. 38-44]
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4. The report’s most frequently quoted conclusion, “that it is extremely
likely that human influence has been the dominant cause of the
observed warming since the mid-20th century,” is only a restatement
of the opinions of activists and advocates in the field of global
warming, and not a statement about the underlying science, which
remains incomplete and uncertain. This is the same flawed reasoning
and semantic games as used by the IPCC to make the same
statement. It is not a statement of scientific fact, but rather of “some
experts’ opinions” without any basis in probability analysis or scientific
forecasting. [Inter Academy Council Audit, p. 61ff]

5. The report denies the existence of the “pause” in global warming
during the past 18 years or longer, something even the IPCC admits.
It cites manipulated and unreliable databases when superior
databases are readily available, apparently in an effort to once again
“hide the decline.”

6. The report ignores at least 27 peer-reviewed articles saying climate
sensitivity is lower than the amount assumed by IPCCC and EPA.
Climate sensitivity is the amount of temperature change likely to
result from a doubling of the concentration of CO2 in the atmosphere
from pre-industrial times. If the climate is less sensitive to CO2 than
we thought four years ago, this report ought to reflect that fact. [Cited
in Monckton, Soon, Legates, and Briggs 2015; reproduced in Why
Scientists Disagree pp 66-69]

7. The report denies extensive evidence that weather is not becoming
more extreme over time and physical evidence explaining why it will
be less extreme in a warmer world. It recites Al Gore’s litany of
extreme weather predictions even though IPCC and independent
scholars have thoroughly debunked it. [Chapter 7 of CCR-II: Physical
Science]

8. The report repeats false claims about the loss of arctic sea ice —
falsifying trends and causes and making false forecasts — in order to
support its narrative of catastrophic man-made global warming. Arctic
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sea ice is not at historic low levels, it varies naturally due to known
and unknown external forcings and internal variability, and it is not
evidence of a human impact on climate. [Chapter 5 of CCR II:
Physical Science]

9. The report misrepresents scenarios and computer-based
simulations of future climate conditions as scientific forecasts of future
climate conditions, when in fact it is well known among scientists that
future climates cannot be predicted. Prof. Scott Armstrong, the
world’s leading authority on scientific forecasting, and coauthors have
shown conclusively that the predictions made by the IPCC, EPA, and
other government agencies are merely the opinions of some experts,
not scientific forecasts, and cannot provide a reliable basis for public
policy.

10. The report misrepresents sea-level rise and changes in ocean pH
levels, portraying both as dire catastrophes resulting from man-made
global warming, when in fact there is considerable evidence that sea
level has not accelerated from its historic rates and considerable
evidence that higher pH levels have positive as well as adverse
effects on ocean life. [Chapter 6 of CCR-Il: Physical Science]

Joe

Joseph Bast

Chief Executive Officer

The Heartland Institute
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(Updated November 3, 2017)
This is an awful Day for Climate Skeptics/A New Paper from
Swampites

If President Trump calls Climate Change/Global Warming “a hoax”
how could it be that his administration has released a scientific report
that says human activity is the dominant driver of global warming?
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How could this administration which has withdrawn from the Paris
international climate accord now say there is a climate crisis?

These are valid questions at this point after the White House
apparently did not seek to prevent the release of the Federal
Government’s National Climate Assessment, which is mandated by
current law to be released every four years. The new report says that
climate change is driven almost entirely by human action, warns of a
worst-case scenario where seas could rise as high as eight feet by
the year 2100, and details climate-related damage across the United
States as a result of 1.8 degrees Fahrenheit of global warming since
1900.
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It seems to me this report’s release underscores the extent to which
the Federal Government is awash in a swamp and the Federal
scientific establishment, operating in multiple agencies across the
government, continues to grind on without regard for the policy of the
President and his White House staff. These scientists have been
firmly entrenched there in the swamp for years and they continue to
author papers and issue reports on climate change without regard to
the Executive branches policies.

The climate assessment process is dictated by a 1990 law that both

Democratic and Republican administrations have followed since and
the new Administration has not come close to obtaining its way with

anything with the Swamp invested Congress yet so certainly has not
gotten down the list to this law yet.

The White House has merely sought to downplay the significance of
the study and its findings. “The climate has changed and is always
changing.” It says and adds “In the United States, energy related
carbon dioxide emissions have been declining, are expected to
remain flat through 2040, and will also continue to decline as a share
of world emissions.” The White House spokesman also says the
Trump administration “supports rigorous scientific analysis and
debate.
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(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-

(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-blog/rick-perry/)

(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-blog/trump/)

Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt, Energy
Secretary Rick Perry and President Trump have expressed strong
doubt about the extent of humans’ contribution to climate change.
One of the EPA's Web pages posted scientific conclusions similar to
those in the new report until earlier this year, when Pruitt’s deputies
ordered it removed.
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Months early Trump announced the U.S. will exit the Paris climate
agreement, under which the United States had pledged to cut its
overall “greenhouse-gas emissions” between 26 percent and 28
percent compared with 2005 levels by 2025.

These changes could have considerable legal and policy significance,
by providing support for the EPA’'s greenhouse-gas “endangerment
finding” under the Clean Air Act, which lays the foundation for
regulations on emissions.

“This is a federal government report whose contents completely
undercut their policies, completely undercut the statements made by
senior members of the administration,” said Phil Duffy, director of the
Woods Hole Research Center.
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“I think this report is basically the most comprehensive climate
science report in the world right now,” said Robert Kopp, a climate
scientist at Rutgers who is an expert on sea-level rise and served as
one of the report’s lead authors. It affirms that the United States is
already experiencing more extreme heat and rainfall events and more
large wildfires in the West, that more than 25 coastal U.S. cities are
already experiencing more flooding, and that seas could rise by
between 1 and 4 feet by the year 2100, and perhaps even more than
that if Antarctica proves to be unstable, as is feared. The report says
that a rise of over eight feet is “physically possible” with high levels of
greenhouse-gas emissions but that there’s no way right now to
predict how likely it is to happen.
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We Climate Change skeptics have data that undercuts all of the
claims in the report.

The new report includes the idea that unpredictable changes, ones
that we scientists cannot foresee, such as “tipping points” or fast
changes in the climate system, could produce unexpected, sudden
and irreversible switches in the climate.

“I’'m quite confident to say there has been no political interference in
the scientific messages from this report,” David Fahey, an
atmospheric scientist with the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration and a lead author of the study, told reporters on Friday.
“Whatever fears we had weren’t realized. ... This report says what the
scientists want it to say.”

A senior administration official, who asked for anonymity because the
process is still underway, said in an interview that top Trump officials
decided to put out the assessment without changing the findings of its
contributors even if some appointees may have different views.
Perhaps no agency under Trump has tried to downplay and
undermine climate science more than the EPA. Agency head Scott
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Pruitt has repeatedly advocated for the creation of a government-wide
“red team/blue team” exercise, in which a group of outside critics
would challenge the current conclusions about climate change.

The EPA and other departments have removed climate-change
documents online. The Interior Department’s Bureau of Land
Management, for example, no longer provides access to documents
assessing the danger that future warming poses to deserts in the
Southwest. And when U.S. Geological Survey scientists working with
international researchers published an article in the journal Nature
evaluating how climate change and human population growth would
affect where rain-fed agriculture could thrive, the USGS published a
news release that omitted the words “climate change” altogether. The
Agriculture Department’s climate hubs, however, remain freely
available online. And researchers at the U.S. Forest Service have
continued to publish papers this year on how climate change is
affecting wildfires, wetlands and aquatic habitat across the country.

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy 111/ 59/185



26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

This new report is already coming under fire from some of the
administration’s allies. The day before it was published, Steven
Koonin, a New York University physicist criticized the document in the
Wall Street Journal, calling it “deceptive.” He argued that the report
“‘ominously notes that while global sea level rose an average 0.05
inch a year during most of the 20th century, it has risen at about twice
that rate since 1993. But it fails to mention that the rate fluctuated by
comparable amounts several times during the 20th century.”

The criticism will undoubtedly be amplified by conservatives in the
coming days. Joseph Bast, the chief executive of the Heartland
Institute, a think tank that has long challenged many aspects of the
science of global warming, also strongly critiqued the report in a
statement to The Washington Post. “This is typical Obama-era
political science,” Bast said. “It's all been debunked so many times it's
not worth debating anymore. Why are we still wasting taxpayer
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dollars on green propaganda?”

An addendum to this report will soon be released listing billions of
dollars in damage that our country will suffer from the effect of
Climate Change in the coming years.

At 83 my hair is thinning. | can’t afford to lose any. But, this
development has me pulling my hair out. After all these years | finally
felt as though there was a friend in the White House and a
Republican Congress would not the Algorian Climate Alarmists
continue their tirades. | will not sleep well in the coming nights.
(Updated 10-14-2017)

A Ranch wife from my home country in West Texas makes in big in
Washington
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Can you hear our cheering? We climate skeptics are in a great mood
this week because the Trump administration has made some
important appointments that we like very much. The battle to correct
the bad science that has created the climate change doomsday
frenzy has been long and difficult. It is not over by any means, but we
are making great progress under President Trump. Those were eight
long years with President Obama who said “97% of scientists” agree
there is a man-made climate change crisis and we must reduce the
“emissions of greenhouse gasses” to save the planet. Now we are
thrilled and excited to have a friend in the While House. There is still a
lot of work to be done, particularly in the House and Senate where
there are many slimy swamp dwellers. And there are plenty of
agenda driven staff government employees at most of the
government agencies that we need to eliminate. But we are at last on
the offensive. Before the Texas part of this story here is the other new
appointment:

Barry Myers, the chief executive of the weather-forecasting firm
AccuWeather, has been appointed by the President to head the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), the
agency that includes the National Weather Service, the National
Ocean Service and the National Environmental Satellite, Data, and
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Information Service. Promoting the Algorian Climate change frenzy
has become engrained in NOAA for over a decade beginning in 2001,
when NOAA began to host Susan Solomon, of the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change’s working group on climate science. We
think is likely that climate change involvement by NOAA will come to
an end under Myers.

Mr. Myers is not officially a climate skeptic. He has maintained a
public neutrality on the topic. But that is a dramatic difference from
the years NOAA was managed by Dr. Larry Robinson who was fully
committed to the problems of dealing with the challenges of climate
change including the imminent flooding of the coastal cities. | have a
strong belief that Mr. Myers will, at least, pull NOAA back to a neutral
position on climate change. And, | even think there is a chance he will
have the Climate Data Center eliminate some of its very agenda
driven adjustments and homogenizations from the climate data. That
would be a huge step in the right direction.

Myers, an attorney by training, has led AccuWeather — based in
State College, Pennsylvania — since 2007. This experience should
prove very useful.

However, some scientists worry that Myers’ ties to AccuWeather
could present conflicts of interest, and note that Myers has no direct
experience with the agency’s broader research portfolio, which
includes the climate, oceans and fisheries.
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“I think the science community has real cause for concern,” says
Andrew Rosenberg, head of the Center for Science and Democracy
at the Union of Concerned Scientists in Cambridge, Massachusetts.
Rosenberg notes that Myers was an early proponent of carving out a
larger role for the private sector in providing weather services. And in
2005, while Myers served as executive vice president and general
counsel, AccuWeather lobbied for legislation to prevent the National
Weather Service from competing with private firms in providing
products including basic weather forecasting. “Is he going to recuse
himself from decisions which might potentially be of interest to his
company down the road?” asks Rosenberg. It should be noted that
the Union of Concerned Scientists is a climate change advocacy
group. So seeing them concerned makes me happy. Lol
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A different perspective Myers will probably advance efforts to bring
commercial weather data into the national weather-forecasting
system, says Bill Gail, chief technology officer for the Global Weather
Corporation in Boulder, Colorado. Still, Gail says, Myers respects the
importance of the public sector in such activities. “I've got a lot of
respect for him, and | think he could do a pretty good job,” adds Gail,
the co-chair of a decadal survey of US Earth-science satellites being
conducted by the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering and
Medicine.
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Meanwhile, Rear Admiral Timothy Gallaudet is now set to take the
second-in-command position at the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) as the Assistant Secretary of
Commerce for Oceans and Atmosphere.

The Senate will need to confirm the nominees before they can take
the positions, Science reports.

If Myers ascends to NOAA's top job, he will lead an agency facing an
uncertain financial future. Trump has proposed slashing NOAA's
budget by 17% in fiscal year 2018, compared to the 2017 level of
US$5.7 billion. Although Congress has so far rebuffed Trump’s
attempts to cut funding for several key science agencies, funding for
the 2018 budget year — which began on 1 October — is still up the
air. The government is currently running on a stopgap spending bill
that will expire on 8 December, prompting another round of budget
negotiations.
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Now Here is President Trump’s nominee lead the White House
Council on Environmental Quality(CEQ): former Texas regulator
Kathleen Hartnett White. This is a wonderful choice from my point of
view. She holds the position that carbon dioxide has been unfairly
vilified and she can play a major role in re-setting the Federal
Governments climate change and infrastructure policies. She firmly
stands with we climate change skeptics that carbon dioxide is a good
gas not a pollutant.

CEQ is responsible for coordinating environmental policies across
government agencies.

President Trump has tasked the agency with speeding up
government environmental reviews of infrastructure projects, a major
priority for the president.

Hartnett White is currently the director of the Armstrong Center for
Energy & the Environment at the Texas Public Policy Foundation, a
conservative think tank. She spent six years on the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality, including a stint as its
chairwoman during the 2000s. She was appointed to the commission
by former Texas Gov. Rick Perry (R), and she served as a member of
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Trump’s economic advisory council during the presidential campaign.
Last November, she was thought to be in the running for EPA
administrator after she met with Trump in New York. She lost out on
that job to Scott Pruitt, so conservative think tanks then made her as
their choice to lead CEQ.

Critics of the administration are sure to seize on Hartnett White’s
views on climate change during the confirmation process — including
her defense of carbon dioxide and fossil fuels. We climate skeptics
need to let our Congresspersons and Senators know we support
these nominees.

“The truth is that our bodies, blood and bones are built of carbon!
Carbon dioxide is a necessary nutrient for plant life, acting as the
catalyst for the most essential energy conversion process on planet
earth: photosynthesis,” Hartnett White wrote last year in an op-ed in
The Hill titled “Restrain the imperial EPA.”

In June 2014, she authored a paper titled “Fossil Fuels: The Moral
Case,” in which she said fossil fuels like coal, oil and gas “have been
a necessary condition of prosperous societies and of fundamental
improvements in human well-being.”

She said in a February interview that “it’s likely” humans are
contributing to global warming, but “I don’t think we know the extent,
and those scientists that have educated me, | find persuasive that it's
not likely to be very much”.
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Stephen Moore, a fellow at the Heritage Foundation who co-authored
a book with Hartnett White titled “Fueling Freedom: Exposing the Mad
War on Energy,” has said in the past she’'d be an excellent choice for
CEQ. “She’s probably one of the world’s primary authorities on
energy and environment,” he said, pointing to her tenure as a state
regulator. “Texas grew their economy like crazy. They also reduced
their pollution levels.”

It's unclear how strong a player CEQ will become in the Trump
administration. The agency was viewed as an influential force on
environmental issues during the George W. Bush administration, but
it took a backseat to other agencies and White House officials under
President Obama.
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Hartnett Whlte is a Kansas natlve who s married to a fifth-generation
cattle rancher in what she called “the most remote part of Texas on
the Mexican border.” She’s a longtime breeder of Jack Russell
terriers, and she told E&E News in a February interview, “My lifetime
wish since | was a tiny child was to always have a puppy.”

As a personal note, | was raised in Alpine, Texas not far from Mrs.
White’s home. | love the idea of having a ranch wife from cow country
rise to a major position in Washington. You can be certain she will not
become a fish in the swamp.

(Updated 10-6-2017)

Greenhouse Gases are making Our Lives Wonderful

After more than two decades of study | am convinced that life here on
Earth has been getting better and better for the billions of we people
who make this little blue marble our beloved home.
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The “tons and tons of carbon we are spewing into the atmosphere
every day” as Al Gore puts it are actually a good thing. In his rants
that the Earth will become uninhabitable former Vice President Gore
is referring the carbon dioxide gas being released into the
atmosphere as we power our civilization with fossil fuels. However, it
turns out that as the “greenhouse gasses” we release combine with
nature’s carbon dioxide to make the planet greener and greener.
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Yes, the increased carbon dioxide (CO2) in the atmosphere causes
our forests and grasslands to spread out and grow bigger and
stronger and the CO2 also causes our food crops to grow faster and
better increasing the food supply for people and animals. And these
gasses are also warming the planet a little bit decreasing the impact
of winter’s deep freezes, ice storms and blizzards. As a result life is
better for all of the people and animals living on Earth, and it
particularly better for the billions of people in live primitive lives in the
undeveloped third world.

(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-blog/new-

york-floods/)

(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-blog/miami-
is-flooded/)

% (https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-blog/ws2/)

For all these years the Algorians have been making predictions for
calamities from coastal flooding, huge storms and droughts to
unprecedented heat waves all as a result of this “greenhouse gas”
carbon dioxide. It turns out they got it 100 percent backward. Carbon
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dioxide is the elixir of life. So why do all those scientists and
politicians and environmentalist who have followed Mr. Gore all these
years continue to make all those predictions of climatic disaster?
There are at least three reasons.

Seientists have discovered there are
several greenhouse gases

humans emit them in & variety of
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N
=

“‘-..
a Also the loss of forests, which
- "i : . l . - M’U :
N - i e

. S

First of all, for at least 20 years ALL of our schools and our
Universities have taught the students that carbon dioxide is pollutant
and powerful greenhouse gas. Every person has been taught that as
a result of our use of fossil fuels which exhaust carbon dioxide into
the atmosphere our climate is going to become unlivable. How did
this become the accepted position in our schools? Well it started as it
became the position of the United States Government thanks to the
work of
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Senator Al Gore who had written a book about the threat of global
warming and used it to get elected to the United States Senate. There
he pushed his theory through Congress. There was no organized
opposition to his campaign and only a few lonesome skeptics tried
but failed to be heard in opposition. Scientific papers supporting this
theory were widely published in scientific journals. With a powerful
Democrat politician advancing the theory and over 90% of college
professors Democrats, the tendency was to accept the theory. First
thing we knew the theory was in all the text books and presented as a
fact in every class room. So classroom teachers and College
Professors had accepted the theory about CO2 being a super
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“greenhouse gas” the Algorian position was totally accepted in the
educational system. It would have been very difficult for a teacher or
professor to look into an opposing position and very few did.
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Second, saying | was wrong and | have changed my mind is a very
rare event. Only the strongest persons can do it. | only know of a
couple of professors who have had the strength to look into the
climate change frenzy theories skeptically and come to the conclusion
that they are scientifically unproven and then ventured into the
skeptics papers and articles and seen the light. | suspect there are
dozens or even hundreds of others who have seen the light but don’t
have the strength to say so. To face your wife, your boss, your
friends, your former students and say | was wrong and have changed
my mind takes far more strength than most people possess.
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Third, the power of money keeps the Algorian climate change theory
firmly in place. Money is the second most powerful force in our
civilization and our government now supports climate change with
about 20 billion dollars a year. Dozens of Universities depend on that
money. Research organizations are also heavily dependent.
Everyone on the faculties and staffs have to toe the line without
reservation. This process funds dozens of supportive research papers
a year. Those papers lead to web posts and journal articles. Those
articles lead to news stories in papers, on websites and on TV and
Radio stations. This keeps the Algorian frenzy about the supposed
climate threats in everyone’s mind.
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| am in contact with a large skeptical group of Ph.D. climate scientists,
attorneys, researchers and other well educated students of science
such as me. We all devote a great deal of time each week to try to
reach the public and elected officials on climate change. We are
pleased that the President withdrew from the Paris Climate Accord.
We want very much to overturn the Environmental Protection Agency
Endangerment Finding that classifies Carbon Dioxide as a pollutant.
There are numerous meetings being held, contacts being made,
petitions filed, letters written and legal actions being undertaken or
considered. My heroes at Heartland Institute continue their intense
efforts to organize and support our activities. | wish | could shout it out
in the halls of the Washington swamp, GREENHOUSE GAS IS
MAKING OUR LIVES WONDERFUL.

AS WE PUMP CARBON DIOXIDE GAS INTO THE ATMOSPHERE
BY BURNING FOSSIL FUELS

THE EARTH TURNS GREENER AND GREENER!

| hasten to add in closing, | am an environmentalist. | ask for no
compromise in our efforts to provide an Earth of clean air and clean
water. Carbon Dioxide is not a pollutant. It is invisible (it is not
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responsible for any haze in the air), it is odorless and tasteless.
Scientists and engineers have done wonders in the last 20 years to
clean our fossil fuels and the internal combustion engines and power
plants they fuel. Our air is the cleanest it has been in a century. Solar
and wind energy is still far from the task of powering our civilization.
We would have to give up our cell phones, computers, airplanes, air
conditioning and heating to live without fossil fuels at this time.
Science breakthroughs come along every year. | predict that in 40
years we will be able to shut down our power plants and retire the
internal combustion engines. That will be a great day.

(Updated 9-24-2017)
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While most of the media is busy bashing President Trump and all
that, quietly important bureaucratic changes that will impact future
Federal Government policies are underway. There is exciting new
news from the Environmental Protection Agency, the agency that
essentially validated the global warming/climate change frenzy during
the last eight years as it classified carbon dioxide in the atmosphere
as a result of man-kinds use of fossil fuels as a pollutant.

mvgﬂ:-rmwhnrnrﬂ]uiul]

and Economics of

Ciimate.

Scientific America published a little seen report on the EPA activities.
That article was write from an Algorian point of view. | have cut those
biased bits from it so | can share the important news from we climate
skeptics. Here is the edited article:

Climate skeptics may soon join a key science advisory panel at U.S.
EPA.

A number of people who reject the findings of mainstream climate
science are being considered by the Trump administration for spots
on EPA’'s Science Advisory Board, a voluntary but influential panel
that reviews science used in environmental regulations.

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 80/185



26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

The selection of any of those researchers would be the beginning of a
very different advisory board that would bear the hallmark of the
Trump administration’s position on climate change, said Steve Milloy,
an attorney and longtime EPA foe who worked on President Trump's
transition team for the agency.

Heartland Institute spokesman Jim Lakely said in an email: “We
applaud any effort by Administrator Pruitt to bring qualified non-
alarmist scientists onto the EPA’s advisory boards. There is a
vigorous debate over the causes and consequences of climate
change, and it’s vital that EPA acknowledge that fact and have a
more balanced approach to the agency’s rule-making.”

The deadline for public comment is set to expire Sept. 28. After that,

EPA boss Pruitt will have final approval on the candidates. The board
has 48 member slots, 15 of which expire at the end of the month. It's
not clear how many positions will be filled.

Here are some of the skeptical nominees under consideration:
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Joseph D’Aleo, a certified consultant meteorologist and co-founder of
the Weather Channel: He has run climate skeptic websites and has
appeared as a speaker at Heartland conferences. D’Aleo said his
priority on the board would be attacking the endangerment finding,
the legally binding document that holds that carbon dioxide and other
greenhouse gases harm human health and must be regulated by the
executive branch. He said he wants to challenge the finding because
it could otherwise be used later to build back Obama-era
environmental regulations.

“We’re going to push for reconsideration, start from scratch and put
together the best science,” he said. “If CO2 is not a serious pollutant,
let’s focus the attention of the EPA on other issues.”
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Edwin Berry, a meteorologist and atmospheric scientist: He has
funded his own climate research and says human carbon dioxide
emissions do not cause climate change. He has compared those who
believe in human-caused climate change to “Aztecs who believed
they could make rain by cutting out beating hearts and rolling
decapitated heads down temple steps.” On his Twitter account, he
has called Islam “a death cult” and has encouraged motorists to drive
into protesters. Berry, who confirmed that he and a number of other
skeptics were nominated by Heartland, said he wants to use his
position on the board to show that humans barely contribute to
atmospheric carbon dioxide levels, which he claimed are mostly
driven by natural factors. “Let’s get over this whole thing about
climate change being an important thing, because in fact we humans
have a negligible impact on climate,” he said. “And if we had the Paris
Agreement and everything else, it wouldn’t do any good anyway.”
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Alan Carlin, a retired EPA employee who is affiliated with Heartland:
He fought the agency’s crafting of the endangerment finding. Carlin,
an economist, was at the center of a political firestorm under Obama
after he produced a widely criticized 93-page report comprising
cherry-picked scientific data and blog entries concluding that
regulating carbon dioxide was “the worst mistake that EPA has ever
made.”

Kevin Dayaratna, a statistician at the conservative Heritage
Foundation: His report was cited by Trump as a reason to withdraw
from the Paris climate accord. It claimed that the agreement could
shrink U.S. gross domestic product by $2.5 trillion within two decades
(though Trump stated the impact as coming within a decade). The
report was criticized by some as being misleading, because that
amount is less than 1 percent of the aggregate GDP over that period
and the report did not account for the cost of taking no climate
change action. Dayaratna was invited to attend Trump’s withdrawal
announcement in June in the White House Rose Garden.
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2

Craig ldso, a senior fellow at the Heartland Institute: He has
researched the benefits of atmospheric carbon dioxide. His work has
centered on highlighting how increased carbon dioxide will benefit
plants.

Paul Driessen, a senior policy adviser at the Committee for a
Constructive Tomorrow, a libertarian environmental think tank: His
organization handed out leaflets at a climate protest this year in
Washington, D.C., that said, “COZ2 isX not the ‘control knob’ of the
climate.” He also co-founded Climate Exit, or “Clexit,” which criticized
the science behind the Paris climate agreement and holds that
spiking levels of atmospheric carbon dioxide benefit the Earth. “The
world must abandon this suicidal Global Warming crusade,” the group
stated in its founding statement. “Man does not and cannot control
the climate.”
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Gordon Fulks, a physicist and adviser to the Cascade Policy Institute,
an Oregon-based libertarian think tank: He has denied that net sea
ice melt is occurring and that the Earth is warming. He has said those
who express concern about climate change are like a “societal
pathogen that virulently spreads misinformation in tiny packages like
a virus.”

Anthony Lupo, another founding member of Clexit: He has received
support from the Heartland Institute and helped in the unsuccessful
fight against the endangerment finding in court.
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Leighton Steward, a former energy company executive and a founder
of groups that promote the rise of carbon dioxide as a benefit: He has
also encouraged the United States to drop out of the Paris climate
accord and says that natural warming is raising the temperature of
the Earth.

David Legates, a professor of climatology at the University of
Delaware: He has denied that human-caused climate change could
have catastrophic consequences and has co-authored climate
research claiming polar bears are not harmed by human-caused
climate change that was quietly funded, at least in part, by Koch
Industries Inc.

Republican lawmakers and other conservatives have long wanted to
revamp the board.

Pruitt seems determined to leave his mark on EPA’s advisory boards.
In April, EPA dismissed about half of the 18 members of its Board of
Scientific Counselors. That board is largely tasked with technical and
management reviews of EPA research programs.
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Since Joe D’Aleo was a key employee of mine when | was on “Good
Morning, America” and when we founded The Weather Channel, | am
very excited that he is included in this group. He is a Meteorological
power house. Yeah.

(Update d 9-8-2017)

The AlGorians (people who have joined the Al Gore frenzy screaming
that our civilization is going to make the climate of Earth unlivable by
our use of fossil fuels releasing carbon dioxide gas into the
atmosphere) are using the two massive hurricanes hitting the United
States as “proof” that the climate it changing. This is sheer
nonsenshey have absolutely no evidence that links hurricanes or the
strength of hurricanes with the amount of carbon dioxide (COZ2) in the
atmosphere. However, they base their entire scientific position on
this one point. The efforts to link CO2 with atmospheric temperatures
have failed over and over again. Over 60 computer models have
failed to verify their position.

In this case they claim that the CO2 has warmed the water
temperatures in the Atlantic and Gulf more than “normal” resulting in
more and stronger hurricanes. They should look at this chart
prepared

r unv%nmum )
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by Dr. Roy Spencer, Principal Research Scientist at the University of
Alabama:

It shows that the there has been no correlation between landfall of
major hurricanes and sea surface water temperatures. For certain
the water must be warm to create a hurricane and if it warmer the
probability of a stronger storm seems more likely. Yet the data says
there is a question about the last part of that thinking.

And we need to remember the worst United States hurricane event of
all time was the great Galveston hurricane of 1900. It certainly was
not linked to the amount of CO2 in the atmosphere.

And the worst hurricane to ever hit Miami was in 1925.

And a chart of hurricanes per decade shows the that the number of
hurricanes varies over time. There seems to be no causation in these
ups and downs that link to the activities of mankind.

The shouting and screaming we hear today and the scientific efforts
to support it all fall short on proving there is a link between warming of
the atmosphere and our burning of fossil fuels. And they seem to
actually be unable to validate the seeming possibility that the warmer
the water the stronger the hurricane. Until they prove the basic
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foundation of their scientific position the AlGorians are guilty of
scientific fraud.

That’s all | have to say about that.

(Updated 8-31-2017)

Sometimes we all simply cannot stop ourselves from doing something
that we know is not exactly the correct thing to do. As we go ahead a
do it we simply hope it will not cause too much trouble. This is one of
those times for me. | ask for your understanding, patience and
forgiveness in advance. | am about to post a bit of a diatribe that has
nothing to do with my issue of climate change. | simply cannot help
myself. So here goes:

The members of the United States congress, both members of the
Senate and House of Representatives, both Democrats and
Republicans, are all slimy, slug-invested fish in the Swamp of
Washington.

When | listen to them speak in their holier than thou style as though
they are the wise ones who are far above we dumb, worthless
citizens | am totally sickened. Despite this disgusting situation many
passionate citizen, both Democrats and Republicans, give total
support the Congressman and Senators they have voted for again
and again and generally support all the Representatives of their party.
This support including un-questioning re-election votes keep the slimy
congressional fish swimming in the Swamp for decades on end. All of
you fine people who are so loyal to your political parties even though
you acknowledge that some of the members of your party are swamp
dwellers are basically responsible for this horrible situation. And, all
of you seem to be so totally devoted to your party you can’t see any
problem with except for the agenda of the other party’s Congressional
representatives. This party loyalty is unfortunately, | conclude, the
primary problem with our nation today. It has allowed the Swamp
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creatures to endure while they get rich and country sinks into the
swamp.

The conduct of the Republican congress members during the first six
months of the Trump administration has brought this matter into focus
for some members of the Republican party. The congressional
inaction and rejection of the initiaties of their President has made it
very clear these swamp dwellers are totally in the control of those
who fund their campaigns. And by their actions and statements it is
clear they resent we mere citizens. To make things worse when the
President brings his issues to the Congress they ignore or side track
his issues while they quietly continue to take congressional action on
the backdoor bills that serve the interests of those who provide for
their funds. Yes, the special interests through their army of highly paid
Lobbyists who swarm through the capital building with huge piles of
campaign cash to buy votes virtually own our Congress. The slimy
swamp dwelling fish, both Democrats and Republicans, are only
interested in eating cash money.

| personally withessed one of these fish years ago. He was Brian
Bilbray in Imperial Beach, California, a San Diego south suburb which
is very near the border with Mexico. He was running as a Republican
from Congress in 1994. In addition to doing the TV weather, | was a
radio talk show host in San Diego at the time. Bilbray spoke out very
strongly against illegal immigration. | gave him constant support on
the air and interviewed him several times. He won in a close election
and gave me credit for providing the key support that lead to his win.
When he got to Congress he more or less ignored immigration and
went to work on funding defense projects. | discovered much of the
funding of his campaign had come from defense companies. Over the
next decade Bilbray got wealthy and established homes in a rich San
Diego suburb of Carlsbad and in Alexandria, Virginia. When he finally
lost his congressional seat he had done nothing on immigration. He
then became a Congressional Lobbyist. He kept getting richer.
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During my time in San Diego, | also witnessed the amazing
disgraceful Dwight Cunningham scandal. Congressman Cunningham
became super wealthy by taking bribes from defense contractors. He
lost control and overdid it until his abuse became so obvious that he
was eventually jailed for taking bribes. He had become such a fat fish
in the swamp that he caught. | am absolutely certain that the same
sort of activities are widespread in Congress today by members of
both parties. It is just that they are more restrained and careful that
Cunningham so they don'’t get caught.

My point is simply this, our House of Representatives and Senate are
now totally in control of special interests who fund their campaigns
and provide quite money that makes them wealthy. There is no way
they will turn the issues for which Donald Trump elected as President
into law.

If we are to save our nation, we must create a strong wave of
dedicated citizens who set aside their personal lives long enough to
step forward as congressional candidates dedicated to defeating the
swamp fish in the elections next year and two years thereafter. When
the o to Washington they must pass the Trump agenda and more
importantly vote to establish term limits for members of Congress. |
fear if this does not happen our nation is lost to the special interests
and the United States of America will fade into an average corrupt
nation where a small group of rich controlling interests govern to their
benefit and the vast majority of we poor citizens work and die while
living in slums.

That is all | have to say about this.

(Updated 8-8-2017)

Since | try to limit my posts to only the latest significant developments
in the battle to correct the bad science that blames our increased use
of fossil fuels and the “exhaust” of carbon dioxide (CO2) into the
atmosphere for significant climate change, some time has passed
since my last comment. However, | cannot let the whoopla about the
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impending release of a Federal Government update on climate
change go without response. So here it is.

In all its detailed reports linking weather events to climate change and
the linking of “record high temperatures” with climate change, this
report lacks the one key element that is essential to satisfy the
scientific basis of the basic claim: the linking of increases in CO2 with
significant climate change. In fact, this report provides absolutely no
new science to support this key point. Therefore, on a scientific basis
it is entirely without merit.

In years past, over 60 efforts to create the CO2-climate change link
via computer models have been made. They have all failed to verify.
Several theories on how the tiny amount of CO2 in the atmosphere
interacts with the water vapor to cause an increase in temperature
have been presented. No proof has been provided for any of these
theories.

But, you may fairly ask me, “John, never mind that, record high
temperatures have continued month after month and year after year.
Isn’t that enough prove the climate change problem?” Please, trust
me if you can, when | tell you those record temperature claims are
made they are totally invalid because the temperature records and
the temperature system have been drastically manipulated with bias.
Thousands of scientist depend on the Federal climate change
research money to keep their institutions and person income intact.
This climate change industry funded by we tax payers at the total rate
of over 20 BILLION dollars a year demands these claims to keep
rolling along. So the date team (part of a NOAA unit strangely in the
Department of Commerce) has altered the data and collection system
and data points over and over again, increasing our current
temperatures every time. If you look only at the “old system of raw
data” all of these increases and records disappear. That is the whole
ball game. Last year was not the warmest year. Last month was not
the warmest month. The correct weather events are not
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unprecedented by any means. The number and severity of
tornadoes, hurricanes, floods, droughts, heatwaves, etc. are all within
historic norms.

Al Gore keeps his climate change campaign rolling. Thousands of
long time Federal employees who have been part of the climate
change hysteria for over a decade, thousands of climate change
scientists whos entire careers are dependent on climate change,
environmentalist who use climate change to advance their agendas
are all hard at work feeding a supportive media a constant barrage of
“reports” supporting climate change and predicting that “the sky is
falling”, so the never ending public campaign continues.

So that leaves the army of scientists who know there is no significant
man-made climate change using whatever means we can to correct
the bad science. We will not give up. And, at last we have a
President and Administration that supports us to some extent.

P.S. You can see numerous detailed reports on how the data is
manipulated at

https://wattsupwiththat.com/?s=data+manipulated
(https://wattsupwiththat.com/?s=data+manipulated)
http://www.climatedepot.com/?s=data+manipulated
(http://www.climatedepot.com/?s=data+manipulated)
http://icecap.us/index.php/go/search-
results/30ee9c74693c02b5440fd5a4d0e00c8f/
(http://icecap.us/index.php/go/search-
results/30ee9¢c74693c02b5440fd5a4d0e00c8f/)

(Updated 7-13-2017)

It has happened again. A large iceberg has broken from the Antarctic
Ice shelf and all the screaming about climate change has resulted in a
barrage of headlines about the impending doom and gloom as Earth
becomes uninhabitable. Wake up to reality, please, my friends. This
iceberg is a normal event that occurs every decade or so and has
absolutely nothing to do with the activities of man. It is not a result of
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man-made climate change. Al Gore’s pronouncement that this is a
sign of the impending danger to our way of life, even our civilization,
is nothing more than the usual unsubstantiated shouting for which he
has become infamous. Most importantly, to me, there is absolutely no
proof of a connection between an iceberg breaking off of the
Southern Icecap and the increase in carbon dioxide in the
atmosphere as a result of our burning of fossil fuels. In fact there is
substantial evidence of the disconnect between CO2 and climate.
This a massive iceberg. It is estimated to cover an area of roughly
2,400 square miles, an area roughly the size of the state of Delaware.
But icebergs of this size range are not rare and it poses no threat to
ships or land masses. It should drift and melt in the nearby waters
south of New Zealand over the next few years. It will not result in any
measurable rise in the oceans. It was essentially in the water not over
a land mass before it broke away and its melting is similar to an ice
cube melting in a glass of water. (It melts but the water does not rise
as the resulting water is about the same volume as the ice was
before.)

A US satellite observed the iceberg on Wednesday while passing
over a region known as the Larsen C Ice Shelf.

Scientists were expecting it form. They’d been following the
development of a large crack in Larsen’s ice for more than a decade.
The rift's propagation had accelerated since 2014, making an
imminent calving ever more likely.

This picture puts this event in perspective:

Some scientists think Larsen C is now at its smallest extent since the
end of the last ice age some 11,700 years ago. The two nearby,
smaller shelves, Larsen A and Larsen B, disintegrated around the
turn of the century; and a naturally warming climate very probably had
a role in their demise. A scientist at the Scripps Institute of
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Oceanography is quoted to have said, “Most glaciologists are not
particularly alarmed by what's going on at Larsen C, yet. It's business
as usual.”

Yet the media has been loaded with reports of over recent months
about this impending event and have published this picture of the
crack in the ice over and over again.

This is very basic. The climate of Earth has been in constant change
as long as we have any records (the oldest data is from Antarctic ice
cores and goes back 400,000 years). Ice ages and warm spells come
and go and the amount of ice on Earth, the level of the oceans, the
temperatures, the number and strength of storms all constantly
change. The understanding scientists have developed over the years
connect these changes to natural events such as the tilt of the Earth
on its poles, the shift of the poles, the drift of the distance between
Earth and Sun and a long list of lesser items.

The media attracts readers, listeners and viewers with dramatic news.
To report that an iceberg has developed but it is no big deal does not
attract an audience. To say that climate change is going to flood our
cities and produce huge storms does attract an audience. So the
media covers the screams of Algorians and ignores people such as
me. The best | can do is post this item on my blog. Such is life in
2017. Things will change in time (I keep telling myself).

(Updated 7-5-2017)

Where ever | go these days people stop me to say, “Hey Mr.
Coleman, | saw you interviewed on CNN and it was great” or they
make some similar remark. The first couple of times it happened, |
was confused and wondered what the heck that person was talking
about. | hadn’t been on CNN for a couple of years and as best | can
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remember that was the one and only time | was on that cable
network. As the remarks continued, | realized that people were seeing
the You Tube video of that interview. The interview had been posted
on You Tube shortly after the live appearance. So it had been on the
internet for a long time and as best | knew it had only garnered a few
thousand views. Then | remembered that a few weeks ago, someone
had put out a Tweet linking to that video and | had seen that the
Tweet had been retweeted many times. So | checked You Tube. The
video was getting a lot more hits. It was up to 170,000 hits. That is a
long way short of viral by You Tube standards but indicated those
tweets had stirred the pot. Today | realized what had happened that
stirred the pot on this old video. Anything about CNN is now getting a
lot a attention because of the Trump war on our country’s first cable
news channel. Now it occurs to me you might be interested in the
story behind that video, so here it is.

My appearance was from a private satellite/fiber feed studio in
downtown San Diego (where | lived at the time). | have checked the
records. It was Sunday morning, November 2, 2014. | had been
invited to be interviewed on the CNN Media program

“Reliable Sources” hosted by Brian Stelter. This followed by only a
few days an appearance on “The Kelly Files” with Megan Kelly on the
Fox Cable News Channel. | thought they might be planning to use me
somehow in an effort to discredit Ms. Kelly. | was certainly ready to
defend her. So | showed up on Sunday morning. | sat in front of the
camera.
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They gave me a small ear bud to stick in my ear. | heard conversation
on the other end. Then the Producer at CNN in Atlanta said, “John
Coleman in San Diego, can you hear me?” | answered, “Sure can,
ready to go. What's the plan?” “Let me put Mr. Stelter on with you”,
replied the Producer. “Brian, John Coleman is on the line”, finished
the Producer.

“Hello, Mr. Coleman.” | recognized Stelter’s voice. “Hello, Brian,
thanks for the invitation to be on your fine program” | replied,
continuing, “We climate skeptics don’t get on the air too often. So
what's the plan this morning?” Stelter replied, “We thought it would be
interesting to have the first President of “The Weather Channel” on
the air with the

current President David Kenny. We might have a bit of a friendly
debate.” That was all news to me, but | replied, “Fine and dandy, how
long will | be on?” “About five minutes. Stand by. We will be on the air
shortly” Stelter replied. Then | heard some mumbling for a few
seconds followed by, “Mr. Kenny are you ready to go?” (I knew that a
man with very impressive credentials named David Kenny was the
current President of The Weather Company, the company that then
owned The Weather Channel.) “Stelter, why the hell are having this
Coleman on the program. He is no longer in our picture.” | assumed
this was Kenny speaking and it was clear he was no more aware in
advance that | was going to be on the program as | was expecting
him to be on. “Mr. Kenny, Coleman was on Fox with that dumb Kelly
woman this week and she let him spout off his stupid global warming
denial stuff. The plan is that you and | are going to put him in his
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place. Are you ready to destroy this turkey?“ said Stelter. “Hmmmm”
said Kenny. “Don’t worry Mr. Kenny, | am putting him on first and | will
destroy him before you talk and then you can simply stomp on the
remains” laughed Stelter. By this point, | was beginning to boil. | was
certain Stelter didn’t realize | had heard all that and | was ready for
warfare. “Stand by” yelled the Producer. The program began. With
that explanation you will probably understand by | conducted myself
the way | did. Here is how is looked:

CNN Slammed by John Coleman over Climate Change Fraud

So after all this time, who was it that tweeted the link to that video?
The tweet reads:

This person’s Tweet page reads:

Trumpism 3.0™

@Team_Trump45

Tweets, 32.5K Following 142K Followers 136K Likes 10.2K
Trumpism epitomizes Conservatism, Capitalism, patriotism, & respect
for the Constitution. #MAGA
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Please help Nicky https://gofundme.com/HelpNickyFightCancer
(https://gofundme.com/HelpNickyFightCancer) ...
Here is his picture:

So here you have another insight into the way CNN conducts
business and its agenda. | don’t think | will be invited back.
LOL

(Updated 6-28-2017)

The media is now the biggest problem. We climate change skeptics
are excited that we now have a

President of the United States who is basically a climate change
skeptic. He has appointed climate change skeptics to key cabinet
positions.

While the Republican congress is rather wimp-ish on most issues
including climate change, it is not going to continue the Algorian
policies of the last eight years. The Courts tend to stand down on
scientific issues. So that leaves just one big problem for those of us
who are devoting out lives to the effort to correct the bad science
behind the climate change frenzy: The media.

The Fox News Channel is not strongly opposed to we skeptics and
gives us occasional opportunities on the evening opinion programs
and gives the President and his cabinet reasonable coverage on the
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topic.
But otherwise the media seems to regard we skeptics as low-life
deniers who are endangering the future habitability of planet Earth.

CNN and particularly MSNBC are straight out hostile to us. CBS,
NBC, ABC and PBS all regard us as wrong, a minor fringe group and
not worth covering. The newspapers are some-what less hostile but
on the whole not friendly to we skeptics.

The Heartland Institute, the Chicago based think tank that has been
friends of we skeptics and employs several very strong skeptical
experts has conducted a dozen International Conferences on Climate
Change featuring outstanding skeptical scientists from around the
world.

It also employs a friend of mine, James Lakely, as it media relations
expert. He is excellent and works very diligently. However, (though he
and Joe Bast the great head of Heartland point out the coverage they
have obtained for we skeptics with pride.) the truth is, those huge
events and the strong collection of experts they feature gain almost
no coverage. It drives me nuts. And, all other Heartland efforts result
in mostly minor coverage on local conservative radio talk shows and
an occasional opinion piece in a newspaper.

This year’s survey of television Meteorologist found that nearly half
(49%) are convinced that the climate change over the past 50 years
has been mostly or entirely due to human activity, and an additional
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two in ten (21%) think it is more-or-less equally caused by human
activity and natural events. About two in ten (21%) think the change
has been primarily or entirely due to natural events. This is an
increase in Algorian attitude by the TV station’s experts and many of
them cover the climate change topic on the air with an Algorian
approach.

Any time climate change comes up at any events where reporters are
able to ask questions, they challenge any skeptical views. In contrast
if someone says the oceans are rising, polar bears are dying, storms

are getting worse, heat waves will kill millions, etc the reporters cover
every claim without question.

Almost every reporter, news writer, editor and producer has a college
degree in Journalism.

That four years under the control of far left, Democrat, Socialist and
Communist college professors has a strong impact on the young
minds. As the son of Communist college professor | know how strong
and unrelenting they are and that they are totally unwilling to leave
any room for opposing views.

So here we skeptics are trying to reach millions of Americans and
give them our skeptical view of climate change and explain that
carbon dioxide is not a pollutant and is not going to create
uncontrollable climate change. We just want our science back; that is
all we want.

| was a Journalist and a television Meteorologist for 61 years. |
worked among the media crowd. All of my colleagues were died in
the wool Algorians everywhere | worked including ABC, CBS and
NBC in New York and Chicago.
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Only at my last TV station (KUSI-TV in San Diego) did | find a
comfortable home for a climate change skeptic. The owner of the
independent TV station was a true climate change skeptic like me
and we did lots of programs and news reports from the skeptical point
of view. It was so positive for me | worked far longer than | should
have, not retiring until | was 79. But that was a one of kind TV
situation with little national impact (except that the videos of my work
there was posted on You Tube).

Now | look at the national media and wonder what to do next. How
are we ever going to overcome this situation? The answer, | am told,
is social media. | have what you may regard as a strange attitude
about that.

| have made a personal rule of no climate change or politics on
Facebook. | have even taken on an altered name and limit my
Facebook “Friends” to personal friends, former work colleagues,
relatives and the like. | try to keep Facebook as a place to escape
from the rest of the world and keep track of my daughter and son and
their families, etc.

| do use Twitter for climate change but how far that reaches | cannot
know for sure. Meanwhile, my videos on You Tube are getting lots of
plays. | also maintain this blog and essay website. Many of my fellow
skeptics also have websites and blogs. Some of them are excellent
and get thousands of views everyday. You will enjoy and learn from
them if you do some searching. Others also tweet and do what else
they can to reach the rest of the world via social media.

What a challenge. | don’t get a penny from anyone for my efforts. But,
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| will not quit until my last breath. | hope that is years away.
(Updated 6-26-2017)

The lengthy period between posting on May 9th and today is not
because | died, or was ill, bored or distracted. It was all because of an
update of Windows10 on my PC. The troubles that followed are too
complex to bother explaining. In any case that is at last behind.
There is much | could say about what has happened since, but |
would rather like to start with the this post:

A very solid scientific article about the

withdrawal of the United States

from the

Paris Climate Accord

This was emailed to me by Dr. Willie Soon. It is the work of the
impressive international individuals listed below:

Willie Soon, Researcher at the Smithsonian Solar and Stellar Physics
Division of the Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics, B.Sc.
University of Southern California, M.Sc. and Ph.D. Aerospace
Engineering [with distinction]

Istvan Marko, Professor de chimie organique et médicinale,
University catholique de Louvain

J. Scott Armstrong, author, forecasting and marketing expert and a
professor of Marketing at the Wharton School of the University of
Pennsylvania
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William M. Briggs, PhD in Mathematical Statistics, Data Philosopher,
Epistemologist, Probability Puzzler, Bioethicist, MS in Atmospheric
Physics, and Bachelors is in Meteorology & Math

Kesten Green, Senior research fellow at the Ehrenberg-Bass Institute
at the University of South Australia Business School, PhD candidate
at Victoria Management School, Victoria University of Wellington

David R. Legates, Professor of Geography at the University of
Delaware, former Director of the Center for Climatic Research at the
same university, and a former Delaware State Climatologist

Christopher Monckton of Brenchley, B.A. in Journalism Studies
University College, Cardiff, 3rd Viscount Monckton of Brenchley

This all began in June when the President of the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology, wrote a Letter critical of President Trump’s
decision for the United States to withdraw from Paris Climate
Accords. The authors of this article refute that letter and write this
article to clarify the scientific understanding of the Earth’s climate and
to dispel the expensively fostered popular delusion that man-made
global warming will be dangerous and that the Paris Agreement
would be beneficial. The President of MIT is Professor Rafael Reif.
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Professor Reif wrote, “Yesterday, the White House took the position
that the Paris climate agreement — a landmark effort to combat global
warming by reducing greenhouse gas emissions — was a bad deal for
America.”

There is no science that unambiguously establishes that the
greenhouse gas to which he refers, carbon dioxide (CO2), is the chief
cause of the warming of Earth’s atmosphere observed since the end
of the Little Ice Age. The opposite has been repeatedly demonstrated.

Ilce cores have revealed that changes in CO2 concentration follow,
rather than precede, changes in temperature. During the last
deglaciation, the latest high-resolution records show atmospheric
CO2 lagging temperature by 50 to 500 years. Our enterprises and
industries return to the air some of the CO2 that was formerly present
there, and some warming may be expected. That warming is small
and beneficial.

Professor Humlum and colleagues have demonstrated that changes
in CO2 concentration follow changes in temperature after about 8-11
months. The time-lag between changes in temperature and
consequent changes in CO2 concentration are caused by outgassing
of CO2 from the oceans when they warm and uptake by the oceans
as they cool. In addition, the growth rate of the atmospheric CO2 has
been slowing recently, linked to an enhanced terrestrial biosphere
uptake. Our industrialized civilization’s contribution to atmospheric
CO2 adds to the effect of these fluctuations, but it does not add
much.
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Another member of the group of authors (Harde 2017) has done
studies that reached similar conclusions.

Professor Reif’s assertion that global temperatures can be regulated
by an international agreement to atone for “our sins of emission” is,
therefore, at odds with scientific knowledge regarding cause and
effect.

King Canute’s warning to his English courtiers in 1032 A.D. that even
the divinely anointed monarch could not command sea level should
be heeded by bombastic intergovernmental agencies a millennium
later. The professor’s assertion is, moreover, logically invalid, since
the Paris agreement permits China and India to industrialize without
limit on their emissions.

Besides, the authors point out that the Paris agreement is not binding.
Under its terms, no nation is compelled to “sin no more”, and many —
even including Germany and Denmark, the leaders in renewable
energies — now appear unlikely to meet the agreement’s targets. The
Paris agreement is, in practice, a political tool for suppressing growth
and redistributing wealth.

Dr. Rajendra Pachauri, former chairman of the IPCC, said, in
resigning in 2015, that the environment was his “religion,” and

Ms. Christiana Figueres, executive secretary of the U.N. Framework
Convention on Climate Change until last year, openly stated in 2015
that the goal was to overturn capitalism — in her words, “to change

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 107/185



26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

the economic development model that has been reigning for at least
150 years, since the industrial revolution.”

Professor Reif writes, “The scientific consensus is overwhelming.”

The late author Michael Crichton, in his Caltech Michelin Lecture
2003, said, “In science consensus is irrelevant. ... There is no such
thing as consensus science. If it's consensus, it isn’t science. If it's
science, it isn’t consensus. Period.” Doubt is the seedcorn of science.
Consensus is a political notion which, when pleaded, indicates that
the pleader is totalitarian. As Abu Ali ibn al-Haytham said in the
eleventh century:

The seeker after truth [his splendid definition of the scientist] does not
place his faith in any mere consensus, however venerable or
widespread. Instead, he subjects what he has learned of it to his
hard-won scientific knowledge, and to investigation, inspection,
inquiry, checking, checking and checking again. The road to the truth
is long and hard, but that is the road we must follow.

The alleged “consensus” is nothing more than an agreement that the
weather has warmed in the past 300 years. Yet the quantum and
attribution (the reason) of warming are hotly debated among
climatologists.

And we all must understand that even today measuring global
temperature is subject to errors, biases, missing data, and subjective
adjustments.

The estimation of global average temperature from satellite data is
relatively new and employs a completely different temperature
measurement method from the older methods. Nevertheless, the
satellite data and data collected by the twice daily release of weather
balloons have provided essentially identical estimates. Neither
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displays a worrying trend. These measurements are increasingly at
odds not only with the surface temperature records that have been
adjusted ex post facto so as to show more warming than the original
raw data showed. On top of these measurements, scientists in recent
years have regularly created alarm by publicizing the alarming
projections of the serially unreliable computer models of climate.
These models provide the data on which the U.N.’s
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change profitably but
misguidedly relies.

Scientists accept the large library of weather data that makes it very
clear that climate constantly changes. It has done so since the first
wisps of the Earth’s atmosphere formed.

However, scientists disagree on the causes of all these constant, long
time climate changes, including the mild warming since the Little Ice
Age. Legates et al. (2015), for example, found that only 0.3 percent of
11,944 peer-reviewed articles on climate and related topics, published
during the 21 years of 1991 to 2011, had explicitly stated that recent
warming was mostly man-made.

Professor Reif wrote, “As human activities emit more greenhouse
gases into the atmosphere, the global average surface temperature
will continue to rise, driving rising sea levels and extreme weather.”

In the last 20 years, our advanced, power hungry civilization has
released more than a third of all the CO2 produced by humans since
the beginning of the industrial period. Yet global mean surface
temperature has remained essentially constant for those 20 years, a
fact that has been acknowledged by the IPCC, whose models failed
to predict it. NOAA’s State of the Climate report for 2008 said that
periods of 15 years or more without warming would indicate a
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discrepancy between prediction and observation — i.e., that the
models were wrong. Just before the recent naturally occurring el Nifio
event raised global temperature, there had been 18 years and 9
months without any global warming at all.

The climate models predicted warming at about twice the rate
observed during the past 27 years. During this period the Earth
warmed 0.4 °C, about half of the 0.75 °C implicit in IPCC’s explicit
1990 prediction that there would be 1.0 °C warming from 1990-2025.
(In Fahrenheit the actual increase has been .7 of one degree
compared to a predicted warming of 1.35 degrees)

Green and Armstrong (2014) conducted longer-term validation tests
of the models and found that their forecasts were much less accurate
than assuming there had been no global warming at all. The relative
inaccuracy of the IPCC projections increased with longer (multi-
decadal) horizons. Even forecasts of natural global cooling at a rate
of 1 °C per century were much more accurate over long periods than
the IPCC’s projections of dangerous man-made global warming.

https://wpcomwidgets.com/render/ (https://wpcomwidgets.com/render/)

Ten years ago, Al Gore asserted that global temperatures had
reached a dangerous “tipping point,” with extreme warming imminent.
Professor Scott Armstrong challenged Mr. Gore to a ten-year bet
based on the Green-Armstrong-Soon (2009)) scientific no-change
forecast of global mean temperatures. Mr. Gore declined the bet, but
theclimatebet.com website keeps track of how the bet would have
turned out. With the ten-year life of the bet due to end at the end of
this year, the cumulative monthly error in the IPCC’s business-as-
usual 0.3 °C per decade prediction is 22 percent larger than the error
from the benchmark prediction of no warming at all.
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Why does Professor Reif continue to champion the notion of
dangerous manmade global warming when it is so greatly at odds
with observation?

Professor Reif wrote, As human activities emit more greenhouse
gases into the atmosphere, the global average surface temperature
will continue to rise, driving rising sea levels and extreme weather.”

The average sea level rise since 1870 has been 1.3-1.5 mm (about a
twentieth of an inch) per year. Professor Nils-Axel Morner, a
renowned sea-level researcher who has published more than 500
peer-reviewed articles on this topic, has been unable to find
observational evidence that supports the models’ predictions of
dramatically accelerating sea level rise.

Professor Reif wrote, “As human activities emit more greenhouse
gases into the atmosphere, the global average surface temperature
will continue to rise, driving rising sea levels and extreme weather.”
Observations during the last few decades indicate that extreme
events, including tornadoes and hurricanes, have been decreasing,
rather than increasing, both in number and in intensity. Moreover, the
total accumulated cyclonic energy has also been declining. As MIT
Emeritus Professor Richard Lindzen has explained, the decline in
storminess is a consequence of reduced temperature differentials
between the tropics and exo-tropics that arise when global average
temperatures are warmer.

Professor Reif wrote, “As the Pentagon describes it, climate change
is a “threat multiplier” because its direct effects intensify other
challenges, including mass migrations and zero-sum conflicts over
existential resources like water and food.”
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Milder temperatures and increased COZ2 levels green the planet,
instead of browning it. Deserts are retreating, and vegetation cover
has increased throughout recent decades. The production of maize,
wheat, rice, and soybeans is at a record high. More CO2 in the air
helps plants by CO2 fertilization. Our planet has seen more than 20
percent greening during the past three decades, half of which is due
to the action of CO2.

Professor Reif wrote, “The carbon dioxide our cars and power plants
emit today will linger in the atmosphere for a thousand years.”

The average residence time of a CO2 molecule in the Earth’s
atmosphere is about four to seven years. Taking into account multiple
exchanges leads to an estimate of a mean lifespan of 40 years
(Harde 2017). Rather than a problem, carbon dioxide in the
atmosphere is the prime nutrient for plants. Indeed, plants grow more
strongly when CO2 concentrations are much higher than they
currently are, which is why commercial greenhouses add CO2 to the
air. The current CO2 concentration is higher than for 800,000 years,
but it is far lower than at almost any time in the previous history of our
planet.

Nor is CO2 a pollutant. It is a colorless, odorless gas that is not toxic
to humans and other animals even at concentrations much higher
than we are currently experiencing. It is also one of the most
important fuels for phytoplankton, which use carbon dioxide for
energy and that release oxygen. Up to 75 percent of the oxygen
present in the air originates in the phytoplankton photosynthetic
water-splitting process.

Moreover, during the Paleozoic and Mesozoic eras, there were long
periods during which the levels of CO2 were much higher than today,
but the temperatures were far colder. We are not aware of any
explanation that squares the man-made global warming theory with
that fact.

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 112/185



Forecasts of droughts are also not borne out by experience. For
example, since the now-former Australian Chief Climate
Commissioner Professor Tim Flannery warned that dams would no
longer fill because of a lack of rain, Australia has been subjected to a
series of dramatic floods and overflowing dams. Governments’ naive
belief in Professor Flannery’s warnings appear to have led to policy
actions and omissions that exacerbated flooding and failed to take full
advantage of the rainfall when it came. The most comprehensive
recent study of the worldwide extent of droughts (Hao et al., 2014)
found that for 30 years the percentage of the Earth’s land mass under
drought or severe drought has been declining.

Though the U.N. Environment Program had published in 2005 a
document predicting 50 million climate refugees by 2010, to date
there have been no bona fide climate refugees. Nor has mass
migration owing to global warming been observed. The one person
recognized as a climate refugee had his demand rejected [CITE] by
the Supreme Court of New Zealand. He has returned to his island
home, where he remains safe from inundation

Professor Reif wrote, “In 2016 alone, solar industry employment grew
by 25 percent, while wind jobs grew 32 percent.”

Growing jobs by subsidy is easy, provided that one cares nothing for
the far greater number of jobs destroyed by the additional taxation,
energy price hikes, or public borrowing necessary to pay for the
subsidy. Several studies have shown that the creation of one “green”
job results in the loss of two jobs elsewhere in the economy. Despite
all those subsidies, solar power accounts for 0.9 percent and wind
generation for 5.6 percent of total U.S. electricity production.
Electricity itself is a small fraction of total energy consumption,
including transportation, industrial processes, and heating.

The so-called alternative energy companies survive through heavy
subsidies and supportive regulations. For example, SunEdison
received $1.5 billion in subsidies and loan guarantees, and yet it was
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compelled to file for bankruptcy. Solyndra is another example. So-
called “renewable” energy is cripplingly expensive to the customer but
is often unprofitable even after massive subsidies from taxpayers.
Europe is suffering from political rejection of fossil fuels: energy prices
have soared, millions of poor people are unable to pay their energy
bills, and energy-intensive businesses are relocating to where energy
is cheaper. Theirs is not an example the U.S. should wish to follow.

By withdrawing from the Paris agreement, President Trump did a
wonderful thing for America and the world. He showed that advocacy
masquerading as science should not be the basis for political
decisions. He showed that to put America first is to put the planet first.
And, by rejecting the non-problem of man-made global warming, he
began the long and necessary process of waking up the likes of
Professor Reif to the fact that the diversion of time, effort, and trillions
of dollars away from real environmental problems and towards the
bogus but (to MIT) profitable non-problem of supposedly catastrophic
global warming is as bad for the planet as it is for true science.

Since Dr. Soon’s email containing this article (which | edited to make
it more readable) my email has been alive with a follow-up discussion
among these notable people about how the atmosphere actuals
warms and cools. As a result of reading and thinking about them, |
feel | should have a new degree. Wow. This is great fun.

.Updated 5-9-2017)

This is an excellent article published today in the Washington
Examiner

A fool’s errand: Al Gore’s $15 trillion carbon tax
by Fred Palmer | May 9, 2017, 5:00 AM
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Al Gore wants to reverse modernity and save the world from itself
through an elimination of its fossil-fuel-based energy system. During
the final week of April, his newly created Energy Transitions
Commission released a document setting forth a fool’s-errand
pathway to “decarbonize” the world’s energy system.

If this sounds familiar, it is. Gore’s plan features a new, sophisticated,
and expensive public-relations campaign, but it’s all based on his
views on carbon dioxide first broached in his

1992 book Earth in the Balance, which he reissued in 2000 for his
failed presidential campaign. The subsequent efforts made by Gore
during the past 25 years have transformed little from their genesis,
and he remains as tragically wrong today as he was when he first
surfaced as an opponent of everything linked to carbon-dioxide.

If you scroll through the verbiage surrounding the document, you will
find the core policy recommendation is a massive, punishing carbon
tax.

Gore would start the tax at $50 per ton, which would increase to $100
per ton over time, essentially destroying the market for continued
robust development of the world’s fossil-fuel base. Our economic
growth and personal well-being depends on robust fossil-fuel use, so
Gore’s plan would destroy these as well.

But, don’t worry! The all-in estimated cost to re-engineer humanity is
only a mere $15 trillion—enough money to give every man, woman,
and child in the United States more than $46,000.

Al Gore has been demonizing fossil fuels and attempting to
marginalize all those involved in the traditional energy sector since
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1988, the year the climate-change movement was rolled out in
Washington, D.C., which happened to correspond with a nationwide
heatwave and with Yellowstone in flames. Ever since, Gore's pathway
to political power and personal riches has been a successful one, to
be sure, but his multi-trillion-dollar effort today is his most
sophisticated effort to date. Unfortunately for him, it will also fail,
because what he’s selling in his “new” proposal is bad for the people
being asked to embrace it.

Over the years, Gore has emerged in many contexts in his effort to
eradicate carbon-dioxide emissions, a benign gas required for all life
to thrive on Earth—plant, animal, and human alike. It has never
mattered to Gore that ordinary people everywhere have been hurt
and will continue to be hurt by his continual efforts to make fossil-fuel
energy expensive and that the poorest among us are harmed the
most by the energy policies he supports.

The anti-humanity proposals in Gore’s latest initiative have as one of
their chief goals the elimination of fossil fuels, full stop. Gore does
allow for greater use of natural gas into the 2030s, but he eliminates
coal right away. He also allows for oil use to grow into the mid-2020s,
but “decarbonize” means just that; his plan inevitably ends with a
phase-out of fossil-fuel use. Fortunately for us all—and make no
mistake about it, the American people understand this—the fossil-
fuel-free future Gore imagines is not supported by observation-based
science, and it is contradicted by all the evidence we have gained
from recorded human history.

April 22 was the 47th anniversary of the first Earth Day, which
occurred in 1970. Since that day, the number of people on Earth has
increased from 3.7 billion to 7.5 billion, and average life expectancy
for all the world’s people has risen by 11 years, to 67 years old.
Likewise, food production has soared and energy production and
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consumption, mostly thanks to fossil fuels, has increased by more
than four times.

Since the first Earth Day, the natural environment has improved
substantially, through urbanization, and the biosphere and agriculture
are more robust. Earth is greener, because of the additional carbon
dioxide in the air, as numerous studies now show.

Since the first Earth Day, the flawed computer models backed by
radical environmentalists have failed continuously, and we now know
they can never serve as a reliable tool to make policy judgements
governing the future of human life on Earth.

And since the first Earth Day, we can now say with confidence that all
these positive developments have resulted from, or are closely linked
to, the robust use of fossil fuels, including oil, natural gas, and coal.
The world is blessed with an abundance of fossil-fuel reserves, which
allow the billions of people alive today and the billions yet to come to
enjoy longer and better lives. They will continue to provide additional
energy to grow food, resources to build cities, and by helping
urbanization, they will allow the natural environment to improve, as it
has for decades.

Gore’s $15 trillion carbon tax should and will be rejected for the
phony, radical environmental vision it represents.

Fred Palmer (fpalmer@heartland.org) is a senior fellow for energy
policy at The Heartland Institute, a free-market think tank founded in
1984 and based in Arlington Heights, lllinois.

(Updated 5-8-2017)

This is one of those barely reported, seemingly unimportant
developments which will have a huge impact in the years ahead. | am
very excited about it. The tide is turning. Yeah.
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The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) fired members of a
scientific advisory board on Friday, May 5th. This a key step in
eliminating the bias toward Climate Change that has dominated the
EPA for over a decade.

This board is a powerful voice in determining the agency’s future
research grants. For over ten years those funds have only gone to
researchers who accept the failed Algorian theory that carbon dioxide
(CO2) is a pollutant and a powerful greenhouse gas. Their research
projects have produced dozens of computer models that predict out
of control warming, the melting the Antarctica ice cap producing
flooding of all the coastal cities in the world, the death of polar bears
and much more. In short they predict a climate catastrophe. All of
these computer models have failed to verify and none of the other
predicted events have come about.

Robert Richardson, an ecological economist at Michigan State
University and one of the fired members of the board said Friday,
“The role that science has played in the agency in the past, this step
is a significant step in a different direction. Based on what we know
about the administrator, | think it will be science that will appear to be
friendlier to industry, the fossil fuel industry, the chemical industry, and
| think it will be science that marginalizes climate change science.”

His remark dramatically illustrates the degree to which these
insiders have truly believed that they are doing battle with industry not
with we skeptical scientists who are trying to end the corruption of our
science for political purposes.
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There are two main science advisory boards at EPA, both of which
can hold significant sway over policy and regulation. The Trump
administration has proposed a major weakening of both. Earlier this
year, the White House proposed slashing funding for the Science
Advisory Board by 84 percent. Such a cut would essentially cripple
the work of the 47-member board of outside professors.

House Republicans have passed legislation to reform the Science
Advisory Board, a move critics say is designed to increase the voice
of industry in rulemaking. That bill is still awaiting Senate approval.
At an April meeting, the Board of Scientific Counselors discussed the
importance of climate change research at EPA and “the growing need
for information on, and understanding of, climate change and
responses to its impacts,” according to an agenda. They also talked
about the importance of considering climate change as a stressor in
areas of non-climate research. All of this runs counter to position of
the new Trump Administration.

(Updated 5-6-2017)

My hero and friend Joe Bast of Heartland Institute has written a letter
to the President’s daughter that is worth reading. | have edited it a
bit but the essence of it follows:

Dear Ms. Trump,
Recent news stories report your interest in the climate change issue. |
share your deep concern over the future of our planet
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— it’s an unbelievably beautiful and precious thing, something we
must cherish and protect for all of Earth’s creatures and for future
generations.

| am writing to urge you to proceed carefully as you explore this
subject, because those who claim climate change requires
“immediate action” to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, or even
“transforming the world’s economic system,” have often
misrepresented the science and economics of this issue.

Your father is right when he questions whether global warming is a
genuine “crisis” or a product of hype and exaggeration by various
interest groups. He is also right to suggest that the issue is being
used to extort money from the United States, handicap American
businesses, and undermine our economic growth and prosperity.

Politicians and celebrities sometimes travel to the Arctic and come
back saying they have “seen global warming,” that “it is real and
already happening.” But these images and claims are highly
misleading. You can’'t see man-made climate change. The popular
“evidence” that man-made global warming is already happening
consists mostly of images of

https://wpcomwidgets.com/render/ (https://wpcomwidgets.com/render/)

melting ice, heat waves, hurricanes, and rising tides. These images
appeared in Al Gore’s movie, An Inconvenient Truth, and more
recently in Leonardo DiCaprio’s movie Before the Flood.

Simply put, there is no hard scientific evidence that potentially harmful
warming is happening.
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Dr. Benjamin Zycher, a scholar at the American Enterprise Institute,
wrote in 2014 a short and accurate summary of research on long-
term trends in extreme weather:

There has been no temperature trend over the last 15 years,
notwithstanding the predictions of the models.

There is no long-term trend in sea-level increases. (The oceans are
not rising.)

The past two years have set a record for the fewest tornadoes ever in
a similar period, and there has been no trend in the frequency of
strong (F3 to F5) tornadoes in the United States since 1950.

The number of wildfires is in a long-term decline.

It has been eight years since a Category 3 or higher hurricane landed
on a U.S. coast; that long a period devoid of an intense hurricane
landfall has not been observed since 1900. The 2013 Atlantic
hurricane season was the least active in 40 years, with zero major
hurricanes.

There has been no trend in the frequency or intensity of tropical
cyclones, and tropical cyclone energy is near its lowest level since
reliable measurements began by satellite in the 1970s.

The record of changes in the size of the Arctic ice cover is far more
ambiguous than often asserted, because the satellite measurements
began at the outset of the warming period from roughly 1980 through
1998.

The Palmer Drought Severity Index shows no trend since 1895.
Flooding in the United States over the last century has not been
correlatedwith increases in greenhouse gas concentrations.

This quick list is totally supported by the four volumes in the Climate
Change Reconsidered series produced by the Nongovernmental
International Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC), published by The
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Heartland Institute. The NIPCC series is credible: It has been cited in
more than 100 peer-reviewed articles.

So no, there simply is no hard evidence that man-made climate
change is already occurring or that it is bad. You should immediately
suspect the credibility (or sincerity) of anyone who claims otherwise.
They are using scare tactics to get you to think a certain way.

Those who say global warming is a crisis ask you to believe the
opinions of “experts” who, upon closer inspection, are unqualified,
speaking outside their areas of expertise, or biased.

For example, Al Gore, Leonardo DiCaprio, Bill McKibben, Bill Gates,
and Naomi Orestes are not scientists. Senator Gore was flunking
undergraduate physics at Harvard when he dropped out of that class.

President Obama’s claim in 2014 that “97% of scientists agree:
climate change is real, man-made and dangerous” is not supported
by any credible survey or science literature review. NASA, on its
website, cites four sources for this claim: two are essays written by
college students, one literature review by a socialist historian, and the
fourth one a literature review by an Australian blogger.

IPCC SRREN Plenary in Abu Dhabi starting 05/05/2011.

Alarmists often cite the reports of the United Nations’
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IIPCC), but this is a
political, not a scientific, organization. It conducts no original climate
research. Its reports are not subject to traditional peer review, and
they have become compilations of anecdotal evidence in support of a
pre-ordained conclusion. That is not science.

Finally, those who say global warming is a crisis often claim that
those who disagree with them are either “paid shills of the oil industry”
or part of a “vast right-wing conspiracy” that puts economic growth
and profits ahead of protecting the environment. Both claims are
false.
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Al Gore created the myth that global warming skeptics are paid by
industry to “sow doubt,” although he falsely claims it was discovered
by a former reporter named Ross Gelbspan. There is no evidence of
any “skeptic” ever being paid to lie about climate science or its
impacts. See Russell Cook’s excellent report on this myth titled
Merchants of Smear.

Once you look at the underlying science — the same sort of number
crunching you would perform for a complicated business transaction
— you will discover there is no scientific case for reducing our use of
fossil fuels.

Here are the key numbers you need to know to understand the
climate change issue:

0.04% The concentration of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, that’s
about 400 parts per million. In the past century it has only gone up by
0.01 percentage point. Carbon dioxide concentrations have risen and
fallen before, in pre-industrial eras, without causing climate to
change.

1.0 — 1.5C Climate sensitivity, the change in global temperature
likely to result from a doubling of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere
from pre-industrial levels. We are already half-way to such a doubling,
so the warming in the coming century even assuming the alarmists in
the debate are right and are not exaggerating, is likely to be too small
be to noticeable against natural climate cycles and variability.

1 — 2 mm The long-term annual rise in sea level, since the end of the
last Ice Age, which has not increased in the 21st century. This is too
small to merit efforts to slow or stop global warming. Claims that sea
level is rising faster are based on cherry-picked data sets and fail to
take into account land subsidence in some coastal areas.

0.06C The reduction in global temperature that would be achieved by
the year 2100 if the U.S. reduced its emissions by 40%, just six one-
hundredths of one degree. This is too little to warrant the enormous
cost — trillions of dollars — of replacing fossil fuels with renewable
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energy.

$3,900 The annual per-family cost of Obama’s global warming
policies, according to a study by the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology.

$27 billon How much federal agencies plan to spend on global
warming-related programs in 2017.

We should all do our share to protect the environment. But the
campaign to reduce energy use or to switch from fossil fuels to solar
and wind power is not about protecting the environment. It's about
something else.

Since climate is always changing due to natural causes, we should
invest in resiliency (hardening infrastructure) and adaptation. Trying
to stop global warming from occurring is not necessary, nor is it the
best way to protect the environment.

Climate change is a small and remote threat, at best. We probably
cannot slow or stop it even if we try. And the cost of ending our
primary reliance on fossil fuels is astronomical.

My organization, The Heartland Institute, recommends your father’s
administration take the following steps regarding climate change:
Create a President’'s Council on Climate Change charged with cutting
through the politics and bias that infected climate science and
policymaking during the Obama administration and advising the
President on what policies to repeal and what policies to pursue.
Withdraw from the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate
Change and the more recent Paris Accord and end funding for the
United Nations’ biased climate change programs, in particular the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and Green
Climate Fund.

Replace EPA with a Committee of the Whole composed of the 50
state environmental quality agencies. Those agencies already have
primary responsibility for implementing environmental laws passed by
Congress and regulations written by EPA.

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 124/185



Withdraw and suspend implementation of the Endangerment Finding
for Greenhouse Gases and the Clean Power Plan.

Please don'’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. While
not a scientist myself, | have had the privilege of working with the
Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC),
an international team of independent climate scientists whose
research supports the various statements made above, and who are
willing to pitch in and help your father set a new course for climate
policy in the years ahead.

My organization, The Heartland Institute, is a national nonprofit
organization that has been making the case for conservative and
libertarian ideas since its founding in 1984. Many members of the
Trump transition team are familiar with our work on climate change
and other topics.

The Heartland Institute is “the world’s most prominent think tank
supporting skepticism of man-made climate change” (according to
The Economist). We have published more books, policy studies, and
commentaries on the topic than any other free-market think tank in
the world (according to the scientific journal Global Environmental
Change). We are one of the top ten free-market think tanks in the
world (according to TheBestSchools.org).

Thank you for your concern and for your openness to differing
opinions on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Joseph L. Bast

President

(UPDATED 4-22-2017)
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One of my heroes, Marc Morano at Climate Depot posted this
AMAZING LIST OF THE 13 MOST RIDICULOUS PREDICTIONS
MADE ON EARTH DAY IN 1970.

Civilization will end within 15 or 30 years unless immediate action is
taken against problems facing mankind.” — Harvard biologist George
Wald “We are in an
environmental crisis which threatens the survival of this nation, and of
the world as a suitable place of human habitation.” — Washington
University biologist Barry Commoner “Man must
stop pollution and conserve his resources, not merely to enhance
existence but to save the race from intolerable deterioration and
possible extinction.” — New York Times editorial

“Population will inevitably and completely outstrip whatever small
increases in food supplies we make. The death rate will increase until
at least 100-200 million people per year will be starving to death
during the next ten years.” — Stanford University biologist Paul
Ehrlich

“Most of the people who are going to die in the greatest cataclysm in
the history of man have already been born... [By 1975] some experts
feel that food shortages will have escalated the present level of world
hunger and starvation into famines of unbelievable proportions. Other
experts, more optimistic, think the ultimate food-population collision
will not occur until the decade of the 1980s.” — Paul Ehrlich

“It is already too late to avoid mass Starvation,”

Chief organizer for Earth Day*

Demographers agree almost unanimously on the following grim
timetable: by 1975 widespread famines will begin in India; these will
spread by 1990 to include all of India, Pakistan, China and the Near
East, Africa. By the year 2000, or conceivably sooner, South and
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Central America will exist under famine conditions.... By the year
2000, thirty years from now, the entire world, with the exception of
Western Europe, North America, and Australia, will be in famine.” —
North Texas State University professor Peter Gunter

“In a decade, urban dwellers will have to wear gas masks to survive
air pollution... by 1985 air pollution will have reduced the amount of
sunlight reaching earth by one half.” — Life magazine

“At the present rate of nitrogen buildup, it's only a matter of time
before light will be filtered out of the atmosphere and none of our land
will be usable.” —

“Air pollution...is certainly going to take hundreds of thousands of
lives in the next few years alone.” — Paul Ehrlich

“By the year 2000, if present trends continue, we will be using up
crude oil at such a rate... that there won’t be any more crude oil.
You'll drive up to the pump and say, ‘Fill ‘er up, buddy,” and he’ll say, ‘I
am very sorry, there isn’t any.” — Ecologist Kenneth Watt

“[One] theory assumes that the earth’s cloud cover will continue to
thicken as more dust, fumes, and water vapor are belched into the
atmosphere by industrial smokestacks and jet planes. Screened from
the sun’s heat, the planet will cool, the water vapor will fall and freeze,
and a new Ice Age will be born.” — Newsweek magazine

“The world has been chilling sharply for about twenty years. If present
trends continue, the world will be about four degrees colder for the
global mean temperature in 1990, but eleven degrees colder in the
year 2000. This is about twice what it would take to put us into an ice
age.” — Kenneth Watt

You can read this and a whole lot more every day on Marc’s website,
CLIMATE DEPOT at http://www.climatedepot.com/
(http://www.climatedepot.com/)

(UPDATED 4-20-2017)
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The lvanka bump is standing tall at the President decides whether to
cancel our commitment to the Paris Climate Accords. Read down a
bit about the bump.

Meanwhile, those record high temps announced today.

It is phony as a 2 dollar bill. Look at the video below about data
manipulation. It will blow your mind. And there is more in my essay.
See this chart.

It tells a lot of the story. | am so tired of these hottest month, hottest
year claims based on totally manipulated data. Darn it.

(Updated 4-14-2017)

The “failing” New York Times (as the President calls it) has just done
something that has we climate skeptics cheering. So stand by to let
out a "Who-Wha" or two.

It is true that these are financially challenging times for the old
fashioned ink or paper newspaper industry. Newspapers are
attempting to find a profitable way to become digital/internet news
sources. The results are not very encouraging yet. But none-the-less
the New York Times remains a vitally important source of news and
opinion in the nation’s largest city and somewhat throughout the
country. Itis regarded as a journalistic home base.

So what has the Times done that is so important to me? Just this:
The Times has hired an extreme climate skeptic (the alagorians call
him a denier) as science columnist.
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Wow. This is an amazing development.
For several years the Times was the home of

Andrew Revkin who wrote regularly about the dire consequences
humanity faced as a result of Global Warming/Climate Change. His
attacks on we climate change “deniers” were frequent and his praise
for Al Gore was never ending. In time he was among those credited
with developing the idea that humans, through growing impacts on
Earth’s climate and other critical systems, are creating a distinct
geological epoch, the Anthropocene. After he left the Times he
became a member of the “Anthropocene” Working Group from 2010
to 2016. The group is charged by a branch of the International
Commission on Stratigraphy with gauging evidence that a formal
change in the Geologic Time Scale is justified.

What a huge change this is. The Time new columnist is Bret
Stephens who dismisses as “imaginary” the climate “reality” (as the
algorians call it) routinely reported over the last 20 years by the
Times. Other media is going nuts. They write:

“The New York Times—which advertises itself as a defender of truth
in the Trump era—just hired an extreme denier of climate science as
a columnist. Bret Stephens was most recently deputy editorial page
editor for Rupert Murdoch’s deeply conservative and climate-denying
Wall Street Journal, where, in 2015, he wrote that climate change....is
an “imaginary enemy. The scientific findings that Stephens has
repeatedly dismissed as “imaginary” are routinely published in the
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New York Times itself. And in an August job description, the New York
Times called climate change “the most important story in the world.”
Stephens calls it “hysteria.”

This hiring is “a very sad comment on the New York Times’
judgment,” Dr. Robert J. Brulle, a media expert at Drexel University,
told ThinkProgress via email. Brulle, whom the Times itself has called
“an expert on environmental communications,” said this hiring
“contradicts their claim” in a new ad campaign that truth is “now more
important than ever” to the Times.

In a press release, the Times calls Stephens “a beautiful writer” who
brings to the paper, “profound intellectual depth, honesty and
bravery.”

The Times has routinely reported on vanishing polar ice and other
“catastrophic impacts” we are facing. In a May 2014 story on new
studies suggesting warming-driven collapse of the West Antarctic ice
sheet, the Times concluded, “the heat-trapping gases could
destabilize other parts of Antarctica as well as the Greenland ice
sheet, potentially causing enough sea-level rise that many of the
world’s coastal cities would eventually have to be abandoned.”

So this new columnist is a major journalist move for the Times. Itis
clear people in leadership at the Times have come to realize that
there are two sides to the climate change debate and we skeptics
deserve to be acknowledged and our counter arguments debunking
the Al Gore/UNIPCC climate change theory should be heard.
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In the end it all comes down to this. |Is Carbon Dioxide released into
the atmosphere by the burning of fossil fuels over powering natural
forces and destined to destroy the climate of Earth. The Algorians
have used this basic theory to create a long list of catastrophic events
that will result from the melting of polar ice, the death of all polar
bears, the flooding of coasts, horrid heatwaves to massive storms. In
the end they have yelled for years the Earth will be uninhabitable.
The Times has printed hundreds of columns detailing all of this for
years. We skeptics know that the basic carbon dioxide theory is
wrong. The result of increased CO2 in the atmosphere will actually to
beneficial to the Earth greatly benefiting all growing things while only
slightly warming the atmosphere. In the end we regard the natural
forces that have constantly altered the climate of Earth far for
powerful than the actions of our civilization.

What triggered the Times to make this change and hire a skeptical
climate columnist? | think | know. After a life time of working in the
media | know the sort of things that gets the attention of media
managers. | think it was the resignation of

Judith Curry from her Professorship at Georgia Tech. When a
respected female Professor could no longer live in the Algorian
climate science world and spoke out so clearly and reasonably as she
walked away from her position, media manager types would take
notice and examine her position a bit. The result, they discovered
that climate change skeptics are not the same as flying saucer
wackos and the chemtrails crowd. We are scientists who know that
our science has been greatly distorted and politicized.

So now a skeptic is going to write a column for The New York Times.
It is my hope he will write reasonable, solid articles and avoid some of
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the extremes that have been in some of former pieces.
By hiring Bret Stephens, the Times is making a move that will be
strongly attacked by other media.

The times has a new ad campaign on the importance of truth. | think
this move backs up that ad campaign. Others will scream no, no no.
To them | say, it is your turn. We have been screaming and crying for
years.

OK. All together. Whooo-Haaaa.

(Updated 4-12-2017)

| have just returned from Albuquerque, New Mexico where | attended
a conference on the electrical connections between Earth and the
Sun. There were several Ph.D. experts who presented at this
conference. Generally they feel the new sophisticated satellites
measuring the currents reaching Earth from the Sun have determined
this electrical connection has a significant impact on our weather. |
am still giving lots of thought to this new, edge-of-our-science idea but
| have not “climbed aboard that train” yet. While the conference was
very well attended and those present were extremely interested

and dedicated to the electrical connections between Earth and Sun,
they were private citizens, not the supportive professor of science that
you might expect to find at a conference such as this one. | love out-
on-the-edge ideas and admire the people who are willing to go there.
All in all it was a very interesting weekend away from all the political
talk on the TV. Now back home | am catching up on real world
developments.

While the media is totally absorbed with the brutal removal of a
passenger on an airliner and Sean Spicer making a mistake about
Hitler and deadly gases, there is real drama at the Environmental
Protection Agency that is being generally ignored. There at the EPA,
it seems, tension is so extreme that the agency’s head Scott Pruitt
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now has had to request extra protection personnel. From who does
he need protection? His own employees.

Last month, President Trump released a draft federal spending
budget requesting $2.3 billion in cuts to the EPA. Under Trump’s
budget, climate change research would be cut to the bone and 3,200
jobs would be eliminated. So now the agency has asked for 10
additional full-time staff members for a round-the-clock security detail
for an E.P.A. chief. According to E.E. News, former EPA head Gina
McCarthy’s security detail normally consisted of six to eight personnel
who assisted only during international travel and public appearances.
But as Myron Ebell, who headed Trump’s transition team for the EPA,
explained to E.E. News, Pruitt sees the extra protection as necessary
not just because of protestors, but of his own staffers.

“I think it's prudent given the continuing activities by the left to foment
hatred, and the reported hostility within the agency from some
unprofessional activists,” Ebell told the site. Scientists with the EPA
have written a series of open letters protesting Pruitt’s confirmation.
When cuts do finally come down later this spring after a thorough
congressional review, things within the massive EPA headquarters
will be very tense and it seems possible that some of the highly
politized, algorian extremist remaining on the staff might lose their
heads. Cleaning out the swamp is messy business.

Let us all thank Scott Pruitt for his work, wish him well and rejoice in
his work.

Meanwhile the United States under President Trump has refused to
sign onto a statement with other G7 countries to commit to the
implementation of the Paris climate agreement. This is one of the
things the President had promised during the campaign.

Secretary of Energy Rick Perry said the U.S. “is in the process of
reviewing many of its policies and reserves its position on this issue,
which will be communicated at a future date.”

Italy and other G7 members have “reaffirmed their commitment
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towards the implementation of the Paris Agreement to effectively limit
the increase in global temperature well below 2°C above pre-
industrial level.”

The media is having a bit of frenzy over this one.

(Updated 4-3-2017)

Scott Pruitt, head of the Environmental Protection Agency, was
interviewed by

Chris Wallace on Fox News Sunday and he is being strongly
criticized for the manner in which he conducted himself by some of
the far right observers. After all they say President Trump selected
Pruitt to undo the climate change frenzy at the EPA and he seems to
be uncertain how to proceed. They claim “he can’t even answer a few
basic and obvious questions about why the job he is doing is
necessary, important, and right.” Among the things Wallace asked
about were the UN'’s view that it was 95 percent likely that more than
half the temperature increase since the mid-20th century is due to
human activity and about NOAA's claim that 2015 and 2016 are the
hottest years on record. They lament that Pruitt had no convincing
comeback. Then Wallace asked him “What if you’re wrong? What if
CO2 is causing dramatic climate change and we as humans are
responsible?”

Pruitt’s answer was a jumble. It is true that any one of us on the
skeptical side of the argument could have pointed him to dozens of
leading scientists — and hundreds if not thousands of papers and
articles — that could easily have enabled Pruitt to say what needed to
be said. Next came that “What if you’re wrong?” question. We also
have a ready answer to that. Critics say this ignites worrying signs
that Scott Pruitt may not be up to the job of EPA Administrator.
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Now | rise to Mr. Pruitt’'s defense. He is a lawyer. He knows that his
actions at the EPA will be challenged to the Courts. He does not want
to express personal opinions that will be used to attack the actions he
takes. He wants to build a strong scientific base and move to derail
the climate change frenzy within the EPA in a LEGALLY defendable
manner. He is quite willing to suffer a bit of personal abuse by not
showing a personal predetermined position before the scientific basis
for action he working to establish is in place. | don't like lawyers. |
don’t like the legalize way of doing things. But | know it necessary.
Remember that Courts and Judges do no rule of Scientific opinion,
only in the manner it used.

This goes back to the frustrating time a decade ago when | tried to
push the climate skeptics into taking the carbon dioxide global
warming theory to Court. The legal forces within the skeptical
community stopped the action. | regret to say they were wise and |
was trying to bring action out of passion not legal judgement. It is
very clear to me this is exactly what is dictating to the lawyer Scott
Pruitt how to proceed now. Patience. That is what we must have.
Patience.

Meanwhile, Judicial Watch today announced it filed a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) lawsuit in the United States District Court for
the District of Columbia asking the court to compel the U.S.
Department of Commerce to turn over all records of communications
between a pair of federal scientists who heavily influenced the
Obama administration’s climate change policy and its backing of the
Paris Agreement (Judicial Watch v. Department of Commerce (No.
1:17-cv-00541)).

The suit was filed after the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
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Administration (“NOAA”), a component of the Department of
Commerce, failed to respond to a February 6 FOIA request seeking
All records of communications between

NOAA scientist Thomas Karl and

Director of the Office of Science and Technology Policy John Holdren.
The FOIA request covers the timeframe of January 20, 2009 to
January 20, 2017.

Karl, who until last year was director of the NOAA section that
produces climate data, the National Centers for Environmental
Information (NCEI), was the lead author of a landmark paper that was
reported to have heavily influenced the Paris Agreement.

Holdren, a former director of the White House Office of Science and
Technology Policy, director of the President’s Council of Advisors on
Science and Technology, and long-time proponent of strong
measures to curb emissions.

This is a solid legal step. “This new lawsuit could result in the release
of emails that will help Americans understand how Obama
administration officials may have mishandled scientific data to
advance the political agenda of global warming alarmism,” said
Judicial Watch President Tom Fitton.

Separately, Judicial Watch is suing for records of communications
from NOAA officials regarding methodology for collecting and
interpreting data used in climate models to justify the controversial
findings in the “Pausebuster” study.

Patience. That is my word for today.

(Updated 3-28-2017)

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy 111/ 136/185



26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

The President has signed the Executive order to end the
Environmental Protection Agency “Clean Energy Plan” , kicking off
the process of rolling back former President Barack Obama’s
aggressive global warming agenda.

President Trump’s action sends a clear signal domestically and
internationally that he does not believe climate change to be
anywhere near the crisis that Obama identified.

Trump signed the order in a ceremony at the headquarters of the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the agency responsible for
many of the major policies being targeted.

He said “I am taking an historic step to lift the restrictions on
American energy, to reverse government intrusion and to cancel job-
killing regulations.”

You can watch the entire ceremony here:

President Trump Signs an Energy Independence Exec...

(Updated 3-27-2017)
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Stand by for a major move by President Trump to dismantle to the
Obama administration’s climate change agenda. The order will be
signed Tuesday, March 28th...... tomorrow/today. It will compel the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to review the Obama
administration’s chief climate rule for power plant emissions,

the 2015 Clean Power Plan, a White House official said on

Monday night. The White House opposes that rule, signaling its
eventual termination.

| would like a far more definite and complete action. This one doesn’t
end the EPA ruling that carbon dioxide is a pollutant. And it doesn't
dismantle the EPA position that our CO2 emissions cause global
warming.

But it is another step in the right direction and | think | shouldn’t
complain. Lol

(Updated 3-26-2017)

The Heartland Institute just completed holding its 12th International
Conference on Climate Change in Washington D.C. featuring an
amazing array of climate change skeptics from all over the world. As
usual the media totally ignored the conference, so | have not found a
single report on it anywhere on-line. Most people are very busy and
can’t take the time to go to one of these conferences, nor can they
spend the money for a trip to Washington, conference registration,
meals and all the rest. So Heartland live streamed the video of the
presentations on the internet to all to see. When you get an hour or
so to devote to hearing the latest from experts on the topic |

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy 111/ 138/185



26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

recommend you watch the video of a bit of the live stream now
archived on You Tube. The two most impressive speeches from my
point of view are on one long video.

The first item is a rather long talk by Lord Christopher Monckton.

Lord Christopher Monckton, Breakfast Keynote, ICCC-12

Next watch the speech of

Dr. Will Happer, a man who visited Trump Tower during the transition
and who | hope will be appointed as the President’s Science Advisor.
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William Happer, ICCC-12 (Keynote: Independence Now)

| hope you appreciate this men. They are heroes of mine.

(Updated 3-18-2017)

Family picture during the G20 Finance Ministers and Central Bank
Governors Meeting in Baden-Baden, Germany, March 17, 2017.
Wow. Another big day in the battle to set aside the massive spending
for Climate Change. In Germany, when the United States
representatives met with other nations classified as the financial
leaders of the world, one of the things they did was to “remove” from
their joint statement the pledge to finance the fight against climate
change. This change was the outcome the United States had

sought as a result of the election of Donald Trump as President.
After all, during the campaign he called global warming a “hoax”.
Despite this change, the meeting was reported to have been friendly
and non-confrontational. But on many of the issues before the group,
it was said to me 19 against one, the U.S. being the one.
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“This is my first G20, so what was in the past communiqué is not
necessarily relevant from my standpoint,” U.S. Treasury Secretary
Steven Mnuchin said in the German resort town of Baden Baden. I
understand what the President’s desire is and his policies, and |
negotiated them from here,” Mnuchin said. “I couldn’t be happier with
the outcome.”

The most important topic of the meeting wasn’t climate change but
trade. Seeking to put “America first”, Trump has already pulled out of
a key trade agreement and proposed a new tax on imports, arguing
that certain trade relationships need to be reworked to make them
fairer for U.S. workers. “We believe in free trade, we are in one of the
largest markets in the world, we are one of the largest trading
partners in the world, trade has been good for us, it has been good
for other people,” Mnuchin said. The group meets again this Summer
and spokespeople for the European nations hope to bring the United
States more in line with their views then.

However, the communique for this meeting dropped a reference,
used by the G20 last year, on the readiness to finance measures
against climate change as agreed in Paris in 2015, because of
opposition from the United States and Saudi Arabia.

Previously, on Thursday the Administration proposed a 31 percent cut
to the Environmental Protection Agency’s budget as the White House
seeks to eliminate climate change programs and trim initiatives to
protect air and water quality.

Day after day, we climate skeptics are getting good news. What a
change to the day after day news we have endured for the last
decade. Wow.

(Updated 3-17-2017)

White House: Climate funding is ‘a waste of your money’

The Trump Administration just keeps on making this a year of our
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dreams for we climate skeptics. On Thursday, the White House
defended a proposal to slash federal funding for climate change
programs, calling it “a waste of your money.”

“| think the president was fairly straightforward on that: We're not
spending money on that anymore,” Office of Management and
Budget Director Mick Mulvaney said at a White House briefing on
Thursday.

“We consider that to be a waste of your money to go out and do that.
We consider that a basic tie to his campaign.”

This came up when Mulvaney appeared before reports to answer
questions about the President’s proposed budget. That “budget
blueprint” proposes a 31 percent cut the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), including a $100 million cut to climate change
programs under its purview.

The budget proposal takes aim at climate change programming
throughout the budget. It zeros out funding for State Department
climate change programs, including American contributions to
international climate change accounts, and the budget also reduces
funding for advanced energy and renewable power research.
Environmentalists and greens have slammed the budget, saying
lawmakers should not cut funding for climate change during a period
of increasing global temperatures and the greenhouse gas emissions
that cause that.

Congress will ultimately write the appropriations bills that fund the
government. Members of both parties have raised concerns about the
level of EPA spending cuts in President Trump’s proposal, though
many in the GOP support reducing funding for the agency’s
regulatory effort on climate change.
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The President— who doubts what the media constantly refers to as
“the scientific consensus on climate change” — often said in his
presidential campaign that he would roll back much of the climate
work advanced by President Obama. Beyond its budget request, the
White House is still working on an executive order to undo several
key climate rules from the previous administration.

Each day is a great day for we scientists who know that the theory
that carbon dioxide released into the atmosphere by the burning of
fossil fuels will cause uncontrollable climate change has failed to
verify in every computer model. Carbon Dioxide is actually an
essential gas for life on Earth and as in increases slightly it is making
Earth greener while not having any significant impact on climate.
Carbon Dioxide is actually less than one half of one percent of the
atmosphere. It has been much higher in the past long before man-
kind burned fossil fuels.

(Updated 3-15-2017)

Bloomberg Politics has just posted an article on article about global
warming/climate change in the new Federal Budget. | have used it to
write the following update.

It seems that President Obama knew the next Administration might
want to cut the huge Federal Government’s spending on Global
Warming/Climate Change so his aides spread the money throughout
a wide list of government agencies and gave the programs hard to
recognize names. How much money is involved? Well, the most
recent estimate puts tab at $77 billion from 2008-2013. The idea was
to make climate programs hard for Republicans in Congress to even
find. So President Donald Trump’s team will have to do a lot of
digging into the details of each Departments budget categories to find
the hidden climate change funding.
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It seems President Obama’s goal was to get all agencies to take
climate into account, and also make those programs hard to
disentangle. All of this information comes from former members of
the administration. In some cases, “Much of the effort in the Obama
administration was to mainstream climate change,” said Jesse
Keenan, who worked on climate issues with the Department of
Housing and Urban Development and now teaches at Harvard
University. He said all federal agencies were required to incorporate
climate-change plans into their operations.

The Obama administration’s approach will be tested by Trump’s first
budget request to Congress, an outline of which has just been
released. But because all the programs were disguised by name it is
impossible for us to determine how many have been identified and
cut.

Last November President Trump promised to save $100 billion over
eight years by cutting all federal climate spending. His budget will
offer an early indication of the seriousness of that pledge — and
whether his administration is able to identify programs that may have
intentionally been called anything but climate-related.

The last time the Congressional Research Service estimated total
federal spending on climate was in 2013. It concluded 18 agencies
had climate-related activities, and calculated $77 billion in spending
from fiscal 2008 through 2013 alone. But that figure could well be too
low. The Obama administration didn’t always include “climate” in
program names, said Alice Hill, director for resilience policy on
Obama’s National Security Council.

“Given the relationship that existed with Congress on the issue of
climate change, you will not readily find many programs that are
entitled ‘climate change,” Hill, who is now a research fellow at the
Hoover Institution, said in an interview. At the Department of Defense,
for example, anything with the word climate would have been “a
target in the budget process,” she said.
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The range of climate programs is vast, stretching across the entire
government.

The Department of Agriculture created “climate hubs” to help farmers
and ranchers cope with extreme weather. The Department of Health
and Human Services began analyzing the effects of climate change
on occupational safety. The Bureau of Reclamation started a program
called “West-Wide Climate Risk Assessments,” measuring changes
to water supply and demand. The Bureau of Indian Affairs created the
Tribal Climate Resilience Program. The Agency for International
Development created a program to help “glacier-dependent mountain
areas” deal with the risk of those glaciers melting.

In other cases, agencies expanded existing programs to account for
global warming. In 2012, the Federal Highway Administration made
climate-adaptation projects eligible for federal aid. Last year, the
Department of Housing and Urban Development awarded $1 billion
through its Community Development Block Grant program to projects
protecting against climate change-related natural disasters.
Meanwhile, a handful of lesser-known offices saw their funding
increase while Obama was in office. The budget for NASA's Earth
Science program increased 50 percent, to $1.8 billion. Funding for the
U.S. Global Change Research Program, which is mandated by
Congress to report every four years on the state of climate change,
rose 45 percent to $2.6 billion. At the National Science Foundation,
the geosciences program almost doubled to $1.3 billion.

Republicans noticed, and tried to force the administration to offer a
tally of climate funding. Last December, senior House Republicans
sent a letter to Obama’s budget director, demanding that his office
report how much federal money had gone toward climate programs in
fiscal years 2015 and 2016.

Any cuts may face opposition in Congress, as Democrats and some
Republicans support the spending, especially that to help
communities withstand floods, hurricanes or droughts associated with
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climate change. Wednesday, a group of 17 Republicans announced
their support for climate science — and policy measures to address it.
“Budget cuts to programs — or elimination of entire agencies —
designed to help stem the costs of climate change will only hurt
ranchers, agriculture producers, and coastal communities already
experiencing the impacts of this global challenge,” Christy Goldfuss,
managing director of the Council on Environmental Quality in
Obama’s White House, said by email.

Some in Trump’s party now urge him to use his authority to find those
programs, and take them apart.

“The Trump Administration needs to defund the entire apparatus of
the climate change federal funding gravy train,” said Marc Morano, a
former Republican staffer for the Senate Environment and Public
Works Committee. “In order to dismantle the climate establishment,
agencies and programs throughout the federal government need to
be targeted.”

“The climate funding has spread to almost every aspect of the federal
government with sometimes wacky results,” said Morano, who doubts
global warming and runs the website climatedepot.com. He cited one
example of a Department of Transportation query about the link
between climate change and fatal car crashes.

Others argue that the spread of climate programs throughout the
federal government simply reflects the evolving nature of the risk.

“It is irresponsible not to examine the possibilities and understand our
sensitivity to them,” said Ed Link, a former director of research and
development for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers who led the
forensic analysis of Hurricane Katrina’'s effect on New Orleans. If
federal agencies stop doing that work, he said by email, “shame on
them.”

As you can see, the battle to correct the politicalization of Climate
Change/Global warming science is going to be long and difficult. But,
at least, at last we have a President who is more-or-less on the side
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of we skeptics who know that the science is very clear: There is no
significant man-made climate change now, has not been any in the
past and no reason to fear any in the future.

Fight on.

(Updated 3-15-2017)

Every day is more exciting than the last for we climate change
skeptics. The Trump Administration is moving forward in one way
and then another to end the climate change frenzy that has built up
steadily over the last decade. For a Meteorologist who has studied
the issue with great care for all these years and is absolutely certain
there is no significant man-made global warming/climate change this
is a time to rejoice. But, none the less, it is frustrating that each media
report on the actions to bring the Environmental Protection Agency in
line with the new Administration’s position reads as though Al Gore
himself was the writer and editor. All the stories include the phrase
“scientific consensus that carbon dioxide is a powerful greenhouse
gas” and mentions that “97% of scientists agree that anthropogenic
global warming is a major problem.” | know that neither of these
assertions is factual. The so-called survey that came up with the
consensus and 97% was contrived to produce the desired result and
was a total shame when examined fairly. There is no major support
and no consensus.

Now it reported that the Donald Trump’s administration is preparing to
release a wide-ranging executive order to reduce the role that climate
change plays in policy decisions. This action will alter how U.S.
agencies weigh regulations on a broad array of industries, including
drilling, coal mining and auto manufacturing to name a few.
Bloomberg News reports that the executive order will instruct the
Environmental Protection Agency and other agencies to overhaul
their use of the “social cost of carbon,” an Obama-era policy that
seeks to quantify potential economic damage from climate change for
the purposes of drafting regulation. White House spokeswoman Kelly
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Love declined to discuss the timing of an executive order on energy.
“We have nothing to announce at this time,” she said.

Former President Barack Obama set up the current rule that sets the
current cost of carbon in policy decisions at $36 per ton with steady
increases in each year until it hits $50 in 2030. The Trump order
would direct regulators to use a “discount rate” that might actually
eliminate that cost.

The E.P.A. under Mr. Obama took the position that the impact of
emissions on the earth’s climate can take several years to appear. A
White House source has told Bloomberg the order may be an initial
step to ultimately phasing out the carbon evaluation entirely. The
executive order could be issued as soon as this week, the source
said, and may include other energy-specific measures, like a
requirement for the EPA to conduct a review of regulations that could
harm energy production.

Reuters and others have reported previously that Trump planned to
target Obama-era green regulations, including a federal coal mining
ban and an initiative forcing states to cut carbon emissions. The
Department of Interior under Obama had issued a moratorium on coal
leasing on federal land in 2015 as it sought to review the program and
evaluate whether the government adequately priced the value of coal
extracted from public lands on behalf of taxpayers. The Clean Power
Plan was Obama’s centerpiece initiative to combat climate change,
requiring states to slash emissions of carbon dioxide. But it was never
implemented due to legal challenges launched by several Republican
states.

The new head of the Environmental Protection Agency, Scott Pruitt,
said last week he is not convinced that carbon dioxide from human
activity is the main driver of climate change and said he wants
Congress to weigh in on whether CO2 is a harmful pollutant that
should be regulated.

Much of this information is from a news report by Bloomberg’s David
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Shepardson.

| am so excited | can hardly sleep. That is an amazing turn of events
for an old man. Lol

(Updated 3-9-2017)

The situation is very exciting at the Environmental Protection Agency
these days.

Scott Pruitt, the new Trump appointed Administrator of the E.P.A., has
manned the top positions within the agency with skeptics of climate
change who are intent on rolling back environmental regulations that
are based on the battling Climate Change. These rules are based on
the failed scientific claim that mankind’s use of fossil fuels to power
our civilization is releasing carbon dioxide into the atmosphere which
will lead to catastrophic climate change.

Mr. Pruitt has drawn heavily from the staff of his friend and fellow
Oklahoma Republican,

Senator James Inhofe, long known as Congress’s most prominent
skeptic of climate science. A former Inhofe chief of staff, Ryan
Jackson, will be Mr. Pruitt’s chief of staff. Another former Inhofe staff
member, Byron Brown, will serve as Mr. Jackson’s deputy. Andrew
Wheeler, a former Inhofe chief of staff, is a finalist to be Mr. Pruitt’'s
deputy, although he requires confirmation to the position by the
Senate.

This sets up the E.P.A. as an agency where the leadership is
fundamentally at odds with the career officials, staff scientists and
employees who carry out the agency’s missions. “He’s the most
different kind of E.P.A. administrator that’s ever been,” said
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Steve J. Milloy, a member of the E.P.A. transition team who runs the
website JunkScience.com, which debunks climate change. “He’s not
coming in thinking E.P.A. is the greatest thing since sliced bread.
Quite the opposite.”

A pair of Trump campaigners from Washington State are also
heading into senior positions at the E.P.A. Don Benton, a former
Washington state senator who headed President Trump's state
campaign, will be the agency’s senior liaison with the White House.
Douglas Ericksen, a current Washington state senator, is being
considered as the regional administrator of the E.P.A.’s Pacific
Northwest office. As a state senator, Mr. Ericksen has been active in
opposing efforts to pass a state-level climate change law taxing
carbon pollution. Last month, he invited

Tony Heller, a climate denialist who blogs under the pseudonym
Steven Goddard, to address a Washington State Senate committee
on the costs of climate change policy. Mr. Heller’s blog says “global
warming is the biggest fraud in science history.”

Another transition official under consideration by Mr. Pruitt for a
permanent position is David Kreutzer, a senior research fellow in
energy economics and climate change at the conservative Heritage
Foundation who has publicly praised the benefits of increasing carbon
dioxide in the atmosphere. That view directly challenges the Al Gore
and cohort’s widely publicized and media accepted theory that
increased carbon dioxide traps heat and contributes to the dangerous
warming of the planet.

This week, Mr. Trump is expected to sign an executive order directing
Mr. Pruitt to begin the legal process of unwinding Mr. Obama’s E.P.A.
regulations aimed at shutting down coal-fired power plants.

Now, if only the President can manage to step aside from his
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daughter’s Algorian position and let Mr. Pruitt and his team of
skeptics guide the agency on a 180 degree turn in basic position so
that the bad science of climate change will eventually die away. Oh,
what a wonderful time that will be for we scientists who know that
there is no significant man-made climate change now, has not been
any in the past and no reason to fear any in the future.

(Updated 2-24-2017)

There is a major bump in our road to Correctionville, the town where
we will correct the bad science about increased carbon dioxide
upsetting the climate of Earth. Darn, darn, darn. This is a tough one. It
is a huge bump we will call Bump Ivanka.

Coming between and man and his daughter is a super tough event. |
am concerned this is where Fatherly love “Trumps” science. Man, oh
man, Boy of boy, OMG this is one huge bump.

It seems that President’s Trump’s daughter (and her husband)
pushed the nation’s Chief Executive to get rid of a reference to the
global climate change accord known as the Paris agreement in an
executive order he intends to sign. The Wall Street Journal reports
that Ivanka Trump talked President Donald Trump out of mentioning
the deal in directives that take aim at his predecessor’s environmental
regulations. Trump and hubby Jerad Kushner moved to Washington
from their liberal home state of New York to be close to lvanka’s
father. Kushner took a job at the White House as a senior advisor,
and Ivanka has been attending her father’s business roundtables.
She reportedly has been positioning herself as a bridge between her
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father’s conservative administration and liberal elites, who’s circles
she still runs in. lvanka wants climate change to be another issue in
HER White House portfolio, a source close to her told the website
Politico in early December.

A couple of weeks after this election, she brought former Vice
President Al Gore to Trump Tower to meet with her father. ‘It's no
secret that lvanka Trump is very committed to having a climate policy
that makes sense for our country and for our world,” Gore told
MSNBC after meeting with lvanka and her father. “That was certainly
evident in the conversation that | had with her before the conversation
with the president-elect,” Gore said. ‘| appreciate the fact that she’s
very concerned about this.

Previously President Trump has claimed that climate change is a
hoax.

Now Chief of Staff Reince Priebus has said that the president still
believes that ‘most of it is a bunch of bunk. Trump campaigned
against the 2015 Paris climate accord that was backed by the
governments of 200 nations, including the Obama administration.
Since winning the presidential election, though, he’s said he has an
‘open mind’ to it. Clearly his daughter has reached Dad.

Secretary of State Rex Tillerson suggested at his confirmation
hearing last month that he doesn’t believe that the United States
should immediately get out of it.

‘The president-elect, as part of his priority in campaigning, was
“America First.” So there are important considerations as to when we
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commit to such accords,’ he said.

Continuing, Tillerson also stated, that ‘it's important for America to
remain engaged in those discussions so we are at the table,
expressing a view and understanding what the impacts may be on the
American people and American competitiveness.’

White House Press Secretary Sean Spicer declined to say at his
press briefing Thursday if the president wants to pull out. ‘I think I will
leave that to Secretary Tillerson. That's a conversation that he’s
having with him as far as where we are on that,” Spicer said.

The Trump administration is expected to amend the Environmental
Protection Agency order that brings the United States into alignment
with the agreement.

The so-called carbon rule commits the US to a 32 percent cut in
carbon emissions from 2005 emission levels by by 2030. A Trump
transition official whose expertise is in energy told reporters earlier
this year, according to the Wall Street Journal, that Trump would
withdraw from the deal for that reason.

‘How can you remain a member of the Paris treaty if your
commitment isn’t even close to reaching it?’ Myron Ebell of the
Competitive Enterprise Institute said.

But now when it was time for the President to take a formal act to end
the totally unscientifically justified Carbon Credits silliness and step
away from the contrived carbon dioxide is a pollutant that will ruin the
climate of Earth distortion of scientific facts, it appears it will be
Daughter over scientific logic that rules the day. This is no speed
bump, no little bouncy moment on the road to Correctionville. This is
trouble. | am sitting here in the back seat yelling
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“Help.”

(Updated 2-20-2017)

A Miami News “paper” website published a new climate change scare
article on February 19th.

The writer must really, really believe that Miami is going to be flooded
by a rapidly rising Atlantic Ocean and millions of people there and
elsewhere will have to evacuate to higher ground. And, he clearly
thinks that those of us who skeptical of this prediction are using
dishonest scientific technics when we shot back that this ocean flood
of coastal cities is not going to happen. He begins his report with an
admonition:

No cherry-picked scientific studies can refute this fact: If the world
doesn’t reduce the carbon it's dumping into the atmosphere, Miami
will drown. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers projects the seas could
rise more than five feet by the year 2100. The flood would force
millions of South Floridians to flee their homes.

The stimulus behind his article is revealed in the next sentence:

This past Friday, however, the U.S. Senate effectively announced it’'s
cool with Miami becoming a modern-day Atlantis. Senators —
including Florida’s own “not a scientist” Marco Rubio — confirmed
President Trump’s climate-change-bashing choice for Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) head, Scott Pruitt.

So this journalists position is very clear. He does not want to hear
from we skeptics because he has concluded we use cherry picked
science and he is very upset with President Trump’s moves to reject
the climate change frenzy. And when the Congress gave the
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President some support by approving his nomination for Administrator
of the EPA the writer simply flipped out and wrote this one sided
“news” story. In his article he states the scientific view he accepts as
valid and gets nasty about Scott Pruitt:

Let’s revisit just how bad a disaster this could be for South Florida.
At the moment, China and the United States emit the two greatest
amounts of carbon into the air. Though China has increasingly
warmed (no pun intended) to the idea of fighting climate change,
Pruitt represents a step back into the climate-science Stone Age.
The media tends to understate how quickly humans might lock
themselves into catastrophic levels of warming. The
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) — the United
Nations body devoted to fighting global warming — has laid out
exactly how much carbon dioxide humans could pump into the air
before the world would permanently warm to nightmarish levels.

So you can tell by the above paragraph that this writer has totally
accepted the theory that CO2 (carbon dioxide) is the culprit that will
make Earth unlivable including the sea level rise that will flood Miami.
The increase of CO2 in the atmosphere is the result of our breathing
and use of fossil fuels to power our civilization by providing heating
and air conditioning, power for our smart phones and computers,
lights and cars and airplanes and all our food production and
manufactured products to make our daily lives long, comfortable and
happy.

He goes on the quote the dire predictions of the scientists who work
for the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.

Though a two-degree rise in global temperatures sounds harmless, it
isn’t: A two-degree rise could destroy food crops, wreck many animal
and human habitats, and, most important for Miami, subject millions
of people to increased coastal flooding and water shortages. With
Pruitt at the helm, Obama’s “Climate Action Plan” is almost certainly
toast.
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The writer goes on from there about the horrible consequences of
having President Trump, Scott Pruitt at the EPA and a Republican
Congress for the next four years.

He is named Jerry lannelli who is listed as a Miami New Times’ daily-
news reporter. He graduated with honors from Temple University in
Philadelphia, where he developed a reputation for pestering college
officials until they cursed at him. He then earned his master’s degree
in journalism from Columbia University.

This article makes very clear to me that our battle to correct the bad
science behind the climate change frenzy is a long way from over.

We have landed on the opponent’s beach but it will take months if not
years of battle after battle to regain our homeland.

As for the coastal flooding matter, A recent study by scientists in
Germany, the Netherlands, and the United Kingdom, that was
published in “Nature Geoscience” concludes there is no “scientific
consensus” to suggest the rate of the seas’ rise will accelerate
dangerously. The notion of the seas rising, swamping coastal cities,
and creating havoc is the stuff of science fiction, not science. This is
why spending millions or billions on the assertions of some who have
a real stake in keeping the public frightened is a very bad idea. At the
center of the global warming scare campaign is the United Nations
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). Its most recent
report said that “no long-term acceleration of sea level has been
identified using 20th-century data alone” but that does not discourage
the IPCC from forecasting an increase due to global warming.
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Who can you believe? One such person is Dr. Nils-Axel Morner, the
former chair of the Paleogeophysics and Geodynamics department at
Stockholm University in Sweden. He is the past president (1999-
2003) of the International Union for Quaternary Research
Commission on Sea Level Changes and Coastal Evolution. He has
been studying sea level and its effects on coastal areas for more than
35 years.

Dr. Morner acknowledges that “sea level was indeed rising from, let
us say, 1850 to 1930-40. And that rise had a rate in the order of 1
millimeter per year. (1 millimeter is about .04 of an inch).

It is tiny, tiny amount. Not surprisingly Dr. Morner is very critical of the
IPCC and its headline-grabbing doomsday predictions. He scorns the
IPCC'’s claim to “know” that facts about sea level rise, noting that real
scientists “are searching for the answer” by continuing to collect data
“because we are field geologists; they are computer scientists. So all
this talk that sea level is rising, this stems from the computer
modeling, not from observations. The observations don't find it!”

A recent paper reviewed by CO2 Science finds that sea levels have
risen from 2002-2011 at a rate of only 1.7 millimeters per year over
the past 110 years, the equivalent of 6.7 inches per century. This is
close to Dr. Morner’s assertion that, at most, there has been a rate of
increase that tops out at 1.1 millimeter per year. The review
concluded that there is no evidence of any human influence on sea
levels.

My conclusion is that it's not the sea level rise you should worry
about. It is the rising national debt and the deficit, to name the worst
two problems | feel the new President faces.

(Updated 2-19-2017)

https://johncolemanblog.com/author/wxguy111/ 157/185


https://wpcomwidgets.com/render/

26.4.2018 John Coleman — John Coleman's Blog

https://wpcomwidgets.com/render/ (https://wpcomwidgets.com/render/)

The new Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency Scott
Pruitt sat down Thursday with Kimberley A. Strassel of the Wall Street
Journal for his first interview since his November nomination. She
writes that he spent most of the time waxing enthusiastic about all the
good his agency can accomplish once he refocuses it on its statutorily
defined mission: working cooperatively with the states to improve
water and air quality. Of course, | wanted him to say that the first thing
he is going to do cut off the global warming frenzy and eliminate the
carbon dioxide is a pollutant ruling. But, he was a lot broader minded
and far too clever to stir the pot with those statements. If he had said
what | wanted to hear the result would have been a torrent of media
and political screaming. While that would have been fine with me, |
guess he is more clever and reserved. After all he is lawyer and
former Attorney General of a state.

Well, finally the interview got to the global warming topic and here is
Ms. Strassel’s paragraph on that:

Will the EPA regulate carbon dioxide? Mr. Pruitt says he won't
prejudge the question. “There will be a rule-making process to
withdraw those rules, and that will kick off a process,” he says. “And
part of that process is a very careful review of a fundamental
question: Does EPA even possess the tools, under the Clean Air Act,
to address this? It's a fair question to ask if we do, or whether there in
fact needs to be a congressional response to the climate issue.”
Some might remember that even President Obama believed the
executive branch needed express congressional authorization to
regulate CO 2 —that is, until Congress said “no” and Mr. Obama
turbocharged the EPA.

Ms. Strassel also wrote: Mr. Pruitt defies the stereotype of the fierce
conservative who wants to destroy the agency he runs. Nonetheless,
he is likely to encounter considerable hostility. The union that
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represents the EPA’s 15,000-strong bureaucracy urged its members
to besiege their senators with calls this week asking them to reject Mr.
Pruitt’'s appointment. (The effort didn’t have much effect: The vote
was nearly along party lines, with only two Democrats and one
Republican breaking ranks.) These bureaucrats have the ability to
sabotage his leadership. That’'s what happened to Mrs. Gorsuch. She
went to war with the bureaucracy, and the bureaucracy won. Mr. Pruitt
plans to overhaul the agency’s procedure for producing scientific
studies and cost-benefit analyses. “The citizens just don'’t trust that
EPA is honest with these numbers,” he says. “Let’s get real, objective
data, not just do modeling. Let’s vigorously publish and peer-review
science. Let’s do honest cost-benefit work. \We need to restore the
trust.”

Here is my assessment of this article:

This interview like everything else in the early weeks of the Trump
administration illustrates how difficult it is going to be for the outsider
President and his team to reform and in some cases dismantle the
horrid, strongly entrenched Federal Government, it's bought-and-
paid-for politicians and the 100s of thousands of bureaucrats that
support and work for them. It is a huge challenge. The election didn’t
mean victory, it was simply an invasion of the government.

For the record Ms. Strassel writes the Journal’'s Potomac Watch
column.

(Updated 2-17-2017)

Scott Pruitt has be approved by a vote of the Senate and sworn in as
the new Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency. This
is a major victory for we climate skeptics. He is not outspoken in his
manner, but | have no doubt he is a full-flegged skeptic of significant
man-made climate change. | believe he will rather quickly clean out
the climate change promoters within the EPA and that the President
will direct him via Executive Order to end the EPA ruling that Carbon
Dioxide (CO2) is a pollutant. There should be a series of important
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actions within the EPA to abolish the huge team that Al Gore build of
the last 20 years. The other side will be screaming, protesting and
threatening reprisals and the media will be aflame for the next two or
three weeks. What a big time development.

Hooray

(Up dated February 16, 2017)

Wow. A new Congressman from the Florida Panhandle has
introduced rather powerful bill in Congress. It is H.R.861 which
terminates the Environmental Protection Agency.

He is Congressman Matt Gaetz and his idea is to leave
environmental protection to the states. The new EPA abolition bill is at
a very early stage, and has to cross a number of hurdles before
making it to the desk of President Trump. But returning power and
responsibility for clean air and water to the states, reducing federal
interference in everyday affairs, is likely to be a very attractive
proposition for President Trump and his supporters. One of the
commenters on the website Watts Up With That, Pat Frank, gives
some perspective to the issue when he writes: “The EPA has been
enforcing the Clean Water Act to put unbearable regulatory and
financial pressures on farmers and ranchers, and quite deliberately
so. It's ethically, though not legally, criminal. The regulations have, for
decades, been the pry-bar of legal terrorism by green NGOs and their
bureaucratic fellow-travelers to advance their plan to force people off
their land, and return the countryside to a state of sacred green purity.
Returning regulatory authority to the states will, in many cases,
almost immediately remove those burdens. It will allow citizens of
those states a chance to redress their injury, and to recover their
rights through the vote and through legal challenge.” Another
commenter says “It would put thousands of Democrats out of work.”
In any case, word is that President Trump will issue several Executive
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Orders overturning the extremely controversial climate change CO2
rulings of the EPA as soon as Scott Pruitt is sworn in as EPA
Administrator which should happen Friday or Saturday. The battle
continues.

(Updated Wednesday, February 15, 2017)

The battle to correct the bad science of Climate change is a long way
from over. A solid reminder of this hit me between the eyes when |
watched the Tuesday evening Water’s World segment on the O’Reilly
Factor on Fox News Channel. Waters was in Central Park following
the recent New York snow storm talking to people about global
warming. The primary, strong response he heard was that climate
change is a major issue, particularly that rising ocean levels are going
to flood New York City. The people he talked with seemed to
genuinely believe the threat is serious. | know the main stream media
has carried many reports on this issue but | somehow thought that
people did not take it too seriously. Well, | was wrong.

First of all, let me correct the oft reported “fake news” about ocean
water levels rising. Essentially they are rising now less than in
previous decades and the rate of rise is so slight it would take
hundreds of years to create any significant flooding. Of course the
oceans have been gradually rising ever since the Ice Age ended 18
thousand years ago as the melting of the giant ice sheets that
covered much of Earth slowly melted. Now we have some glaciers
remaining and ice at the poles and on Iceland and Greenland. Since
the North Pole Ice is in water, any melting there does not cause
rising. The remaining glaciers do not include enough ice to create a
problem if they all melt. The alarmist climate change crowd are more
or less constantly reporting melting at the South Pole. The truth is,
however, the ice extent and thickness there is near record high for the
hundred years or so we have any meaningful records. There are
reports every month or two about Greenland ice melting, but the truth
IS our records are not very long and our measurements are not very
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accurate. New studies are beginning to get a good handle on
Greenland ice, but the stories are all topped with scare headlines and
structured as though “the sky is falling”. The truth is, while there is
seasonal melting and refreezing, and snowpack changing to ice and
eventually calving into the ocean there is no cause for alarm.

The bottom line is this, sea level, according to world-wide
measurements, has been rising at about 6 inches every hundred
years. But it is very difficult to measure accurately because of the
tides and wave action and particularly because of settling land
masses. We tend to think of the continents and islands as being
solid, firm, never-changing features of Earth. Certainly they, for the
most part, have not changed an iota in our lifetimes. But when you
consider the bigger picture you learned back in school that the
continents once separated and moved and islands have formed from
time to time. Well the fact is that coastal areas are, at places, quit
unstable, semi floating and prone to rising and sinking and being
locally altered by the crashing storm waves. And many of these
islands are very unstable geologically and are sinking steadily into the
ocean. The scaremongering media tells us this is the result of sea
level rise and global warming/climate change

Bottom line, the threat of coastal flooding caused by rising ocean
water levels is not real. It is “fake news”, to use the phrase of the day.
And, oh yes, the most important point, there is absolutely no proof of
any theory about how the activities of mankind’s use of fossil fuels
has anything to do with global warming. This is the basic piece of
bad science that | have spent years attempting to correct and | will
not stop trying so long as | am vertical.

(New information as of February 9th)

When NOAA (National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Agency) was
preparing the datasets of World temperatures for the Obama
Administration to present at the key UN Paris climate conference in
2016
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Thomas Karl, Director of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration’s National Centers for Environmental Information,
constantly held his thumb on the scale pushing for, and often insisting
on, decisions that maximized warming and minimized documentation.
One result was that the datasets were probably not archived. Dr. John
Bates who made this bombshell of a revelation from inside this key
US Federal Agency recently retired from NOAA. He adds that he has
not been able to confirm that the politically modified data was gone
for good but says he learned that the computer used to process the
software had suffered a complete failure, leading to a tongue-in-
cheek joke by some who had worked on it that the failure was
deliberate to ensure the result could never be replicated. This
amazing inside info-bomb was revealed by

Dr. Judith Curry when she was interviewed by a small British radio
station in early February. She was discussing the revelations of a long
time contact of hers, John Bates, who has revealed information we
felt we knew before but never had confirmed.

She also spoke strongly about the politicalization of climate science.
She said this has been driven by the United Nations
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change process that has robbed
scientists of the opportunity to openly explore the legitimate,
extremely important and yet unaddressed issues of how natural
climate change drivers impact the earth’s climate. She says the IPCC
never bothered to do the “hard work™ to determine how these natural
climate variation affected the climate change but instead merely relied
on “expert judgement thus neglecting any opportunity to advance
climate science in this very important area. During the broadcast Dr.
Curry noted that climate models such as those utilized by UN IPCC
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which attempt to connect climate impacts of human action in many
respects represent nothing more than “self fulfilling” prophecies from
a politically driven agency that has “lost objectivity”.

Dr. Curry also discussed the recent data debacle at NOAA (National
Oceanographic and Atmospheric Agency) which is supposed to
create and maintain the preeminent data base of the temperatures
covering the entire world. She said that NOAA has been extremely
careless and incompetent in handling it's temperature data.

Data Science,Climate and satellites Consultant John J Bates at his
home in Arden North Carolina Picture Chris Bott

John Bates, who provided the information about data manipulation is
a very solid climate scientist who received his Ph.D. in Meteorology
from the University of Wisconsin-Madison in 1986. Post Ph.D., he
spent his entire career at NOAA, until his retirement in 2016. He
spent the last 14 years of his career at NOAA's National Climatic Data
Center (now NCEI) as a Principal Scientist, where he served as a
Supervisory Meteorologist until 2012. He received the NOAA
Administrator’s Award 2004 for “outstanding administration and
leadership in developing a new division to meet the challenges to
NOAA in the area of climate applications related to remotely sensed
data”. He was awarded a U.S. Department of Commerce Gold Medal
in 2014 for visionary work in the acquisition, production, and
preservation of climate data records (CDRs). He is currently
President of John Bates Consulting Inc.

This story confirms the report that | put on TV in a documentary | did
in San Diego in 2012. Here is the key segment from that TV report:
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Global Warming-The Other Side - Pt 4

Meanwhile: Another great big step to the battle to end the “Climate
Change is going to destroy our civilization” crisis finally happened the
last week in January thanks to the Trump Administration. The big
step was headlined in the news reports this way:

(Posted February 4, 2017)

The future of NOAA, the world’s largest repository of climate data, is
now in the hands of a climate-change denier

What that headline means is the National Weather Service and the
National Climatic Data Center, both Departments within the National
Oceanographic and Atmospheric Agency of the United States, are
now under the control of the new Administration. And all of those
units are part of the Commerce Department. The man who instituted
the change is Kenneth Happala, who serves on the transition team for
the US Department of Commerce. Happala is a hero of mine, a
genuine Climate Change Skeptic. His presence has sent chills
through the bodies of thousands of Climate Change promoters who
work within the Departments he now controls.
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He is the Executive Vice President of the Science and Environmental
Policy Project (SEPP), regularly contributes to “The Week That Was,”
a weekly SEPP update on climate news, and most importantly Mr.
Happala is an endorser of the Manhattan Declaration on Climate
Change which declares, among other points, that: “there is no
convincing evidence that CO2 emissions from modern industrial
activity has in the past, is now, or will in the future cause catastrophic
climate change.” Mr. Happala is also a Climate Expert for the
Heartland Institute.

Mr. Happala has written: “Carbon dioxide is a necessary food for
green plants, thus necessary for life on this planet as we generally
recognize it. As discussed in the second report (of the IPCC of the
UN) thousands of experiments and observations show that virtually all
food crops and green plants thrive better in an atmosphere enriched
in carbon dioxide and better resist stress such as draught, or insect
attacks. Contrary to EPA claims, Carbon dioxide enrichment,
condemned by these regulations, is a benefit to agriculture, humanity,
and the planet.” “The EPA has failed to present any compelling
physical evidence that man’s emissions of Greenhouse Gases
caused the 20th Century warming. Instead, it has relied on the UN
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change and its faulty computer
models that are biased, obsolete, and wrong. [It's] past time [to end
the scare and] stop the madness of wasting great sums of money on
EPA’s imaginary threat.” National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration is home to the world’s largest repository of climate
data.

Haapala will help choose NOAA's leadership once the Senate votes
on billionaire investor Wilbur Ross, Trump’s choice for secretary of
commerce.

Now both the EPA and NOAA are under the control of Climate
Change Skeptics. The skeptics offense is on the attack. Yeah.
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Of course all of this is the result of electing Donald Trump as our new
President. He is roaring into action.

(Below is another version of this essay written earlier)

AN ESSAY ABOUT CLIMATE CHANGE

By John Coleman

Professional member of the American Meteorological Society for
many years

Awarded the AMS Award as Broadcast Meteorologist of the Year

First Weathercaster on ABC’s “Good Morning, America”

Founder of The Weather Channel.

Weather forecaster for over 60 years
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Our wonderful civilization will come to an end as the result of man-
made climate change.

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/ws
2.jr9)

That is the ultimate prediction of the most extreme of climate change
fanatics. They predict that uncontrolled warming will lead to killer heat
waves and endless droughts, the melting of the polar ice caps and all
glaciers resulting in flooding of the coastal cities. Millions will die
along with all of the polar bears. We also experience massive
tornadoes and hurricanes.

All of these predictions are based on a failed scientific theory that is
being perpetuated by agenda driven politicians, environmental
wackos and money hungry scientists. The purpose of this essay is to
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lay out the true facts and explain how the failed theory continues to
dominate scientific research of climate related issues and also
dominates the media and controls public opinion and political actions.

The issue behind all this is “the greenhouse effect” of our
atmosphere. The key atmospheric element in question is carbon
dioxide. And the big question about carbon dioxide is how strong of a
greenhouse effect does it create as it interacts with water vapor in our
atmosphere.

The amount of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere increases as a
result of our burning of fossil fuels to power our civilization. When
coal, oil, gasoline and natural gas are burned the primary exhaust gas
is carbon dioxide (CO2). Since man-kind began to make significant
use of fossil fuels 250 years ago the percentage of the atmosphere
that is carbon dioxide has increased from about 250 parts per million
to about 500 parts per million. So it still only a trace gas in the
atmosphere, about one-half of one percent of the total. Since it is
odorless, tasteless and invisible it seems as though it should not be a
big deal. More than all of that, it has always been in the atmosphere
and is essential to life on Earth. Carbon dioxide is required by all plant
life (from weeds and grass to trees and all vegetables, fruits and
crops) for their very life because it is the element they “breath in” in to
power photosynthesis. Therefore, it is difficult to think of carbon
dioxide as a problem, much less a pollutant. However, that is exactly
the situation today.
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Several scientists throughout history have speculated that increases
in COZ2 in the atmosphere could lead to a warming problem. Even
Alexander Graham Bell raised the issue. It wasn’t seriously
considered, however, until the 1950’s when our cities and towns were
entrapped in “smog” from the burning of dirty coal in our stokers to
heat the homes and from dirty automobile exhaust from the old
fashioned engines burning poorly refined fuel. The exhaust

pipes spewed out ash and particles of carbon. So when scientists
raised the issue then, there was more concern. This led to intense
efforts to improve fuels and engines. Step by step the pollution level
improved until today our exhaust pipes and chimneys produce almost
no pollution at all. But the amount of the invisible CO2 exhaust has
continued to increase as the civilization continues to expand.

,(https://colemanscornrdotcomdotbr.fiIes.wordpress.com/ZO14/ 12/al-
gore.png)

But then it happened. In the late 1960s one of the scientists who had
done research on the impact of CO2 on temperatures lectured about
the possible global warming problem in a class at Harvard University.
Sitting in the front row of that class was student Albert Gore. Gore
became greatly concerned about the problem and adopted it as a
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primary focus of his life. He was elected to the United States
Congress and then the U.S. Senate. He wrote a book “Earth in the
Balance” and began to chair Congressional hearings on the global
warming issue. This led to dramatic increases in Federal funding for
research of the global warming problem. University research groups
and research institutions rushed in to submit piles of research
proposals with the Government. The global warming frenzy had
begun. After all, money is a powerful force. And since the money was
only available for those who would further the global warming concern
only one side of the issue was being studied.

All of this fired up the scientists to further examine the interaction
between CO2 and water vapor to create warming. Eventually they
developed a scheme of interactions that leads to a greatly enhanced
greenhouse effect that drives up temperatures to record levels. They
produced computer models to prove their theories. Then other
scientists were awarded funding to study to impact of this warming on
a wide range of plants, insects and animals. We were told the ice
caps were melting and the Polar Bears were dying, that bees were in
great jeopardy, that corn and wheat and soy bean crops would have
to move northward into less fertile soil and food shortages would
develop. Every research project was accompanied by numerous
press releases, interviews and videos. The media loved it all because
“the sky is falling” is their favorite headline of all time.

As a result of all of the grants and papers and resulting news releases
the people of the United States have been bombarded with global
warming/climate change alarmism news reports for decades. No
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wonder that now a majority are concerned about the repeatedly
detailed cataclysmic consequences that they media tells them lie
ahead.

This situation certainly got my attention. | was a TV Meteorologist with
many years of daily involvement in the weather. | was a Professional
Member of The American Meteorological Society. | had forecast the
weather for the entire nation every day for years as the first
Weathercaster on “Good Morning, America” on ABC and as founder
of “The Weather Channel”. So when | began to read about all of this
in my professional journals and hear global warming talk in the
newsrooms where | worked | was very interested in understanding
what was going on. | began to study the issue and talk with other
Meteorologists. As Science Reporter for the ABC Network | had
covered the “coming ice age” story in the mid-70’s. That proved to
be totally baseless and | had reported it as a highly questionable
theory to the distress of my superiors who wanted me build up “the
sky is falling” aspect of the story. After that experience | was
motivated to study this issue thoroughly, | was careful to re-examine
every claim with skepticism. And, the more | studied, the more
skeptical | became; again somewhat to the objection of my bosses.

Here is what | had learned:
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Natural Human Enhanced
Greenhouse Effect Greenhouse Effect

Maore heat escapes Less heat escapes

into 5;!-.1{&? H into space

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/ws
3.jr9)

o There had been no direct measurement in the atmosphere that
confirmed that carbon dioxide when interacting with water vapor
becomes a significant greenhouse gas that produces unusual
warming.
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o The computer models that were designed to prove the theory were

simply loaded with the assumed “super” greenhouse effect.
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o The actual temperature measurement system had been adjusted
three times by government agencies to make the past
temperatures cooler and the recent temperatures warmer.
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o The measured temperatures were not warming at the rate
predicted by the computer models.

| felt rather lonely with my skeptical position at first. But when | moved
to San Diego in 1994 and joined a local independent TV station | was
suddenly in a different professional environment, different from any |
had seen in the previous 40 years. My skeptical stance was
welcomed. | could report on my position on the TV Newscasts and
cover it on the station’s website. The station’s owner, News Director
and news anchors supported me.
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Global Warming Petition Project

31,487 American scientists have signed this petition,
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Then | discovered the Oregon Petition Project where other skeptical
scientists were signing a petition confirming their skeptical position on
global warming. Soon 31 thousand people, 9 thousand of them with
Ph.D. after their names, had signed. | began to feel better. |
established e-mail relationships with some of them.

(https://johncolemanblog.com/anthony-

SURFACESTATIONS.ORG

watts-2/)
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(https://johncolemanblog.com/2017/12/09/john-colemans-

blog/joe-daleo-3/)

Next my friends Anthony Watts (WattsUpWithThat) and Joe D’Aleo
(ICECAP) launched skeptical websites. Others followed.

The /

INSTITUTE

(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/hea
rtland-institute.png)

And, then The Heartland Institute, a Chicago based think tank,
organized an International Conference on Climate Change to give a
platform to skeptical scientists from around the world. When |
attended the first of these conferences and met these super sharp
scientists from M.I.T., Harvard, The University of Virginia, The
University of Alabama, UCLA and dozens of other universities, | felt
great.
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My skeptical position was confirmed over and over again by the
research reports they brought to the conference. There was no doubt
left in my mind. The global warming/climate change theory had failed
and been proven wrong.

Yet, as you know, the climate change frenzy continues. The reason
why is clear as a bell: Money. The Federal government is now paying
out about 4.5 billion dollars a year in research grants. The science
departments and research organizations continue to clamor for the
money. And it is only granted to those who support the climate
change position. And, mostly because Al Gore was a powerful force
in the Democrat Party for many years, the issue has also become
part of that party’s platform. Politics and money; what a power
combination. We skeptics have our hands full.
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| have produced videos debunking climate change and posted them
on You Tube. | write the essays, such as this one, and post them on
my little website. | make speeches where ever and whenever | am
invited. Hundreds of others do the same. Heartland continues to
sponsor International Conference every year or two. But try as we do,
our efforts are small compared to the 4.5 billion dollars, the Democrat
Party and the media. It is David against Goliath.

“So Mr. Coleman, please explain to me how it is that you know for
certain that this theory has failed. And even if there is some question
about whether the theory is correct or not, isn’t it taking a big chance
to not cut back on greenhouse gasses? Shouldn’'t we do it, just in
case? Why don’t we cut back on carbon dioxide emissions as sort of
an insurance policy, just in case they are right and you are wrong.”
Whenever | speak before college student groups about the climate
change issue, the above is the essence of the first question | am
usually asked and it is usually cheered.

| understand that after decades of media coverage of global warming
and its successor climate change and constant lecturing about it and
the showing of the Al Gore Documentary “An Inconvenient Truth”
over and over again in schools, that there is plenty of discomfort
about the debunking of climate change by skeptics such as me. Our
detractors often toss us in with the advocates of a flat Earth, chem-
trails, flying saucer ET story tellers and those who think the NASA
Moon landing was all made up. All | can ask is that you try to think
about this essay with an open mind, then do what additional checking
you are motivated to do. | am certain that if you are open minded you
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will realize that based on everything we know right now there is no
significant man-made climate change now and no reason to expect
any in the future. Once you take that position, please join us in trying
to change public opinion and government policies.

And please understand that cutting emissions “just in case as a sort
of insurance policy” is not a good idea, either. For the next generation
of youngsters, that could be a horribly expensive insurance policy.
Our government’s global warming actions are already costing the
average American family of four about $1,400 a year in increased
costs for food and energy and taxes. For those kids that can mean
less health care or healthy food, no internet connection or no
computer. Or it might come out of their college funds. And the added
cost of food and energy for those in the third world nations could
actually lead to the death for untold millions. | don’t think we should
“buy the insurance”.

Despite this issue, please never lose sight of this: The most important
thing you will ever learn is to love and be loved in return.

it LRl 1= B
(https://colemanscornerdotcomdotbr.files.wordpress.com/2017/02/mia
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