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Clima't':e"efx‘;? is part of the
totalitarians’ attack on democracy
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Support Brexit <10% 5%

Stronger defense <5% 3%

Less immigration <5% 2%

¢ess climate hype = <5% 1%
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Origin of the vicious ideological
monoculture of totalitarianism
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NFORMATION

FORMER SPY FH!EF REVEAL!S SECRET gTRATEXGIES

FOR UNDERMINING FR!EEDOM ATTACKING RELIGION
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AND PROMOTING TERRORISM.
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UN Copenhagen Climate'Summit, 2009




Why one should doubt consensus
the climate-Communist Basty-t=trre



0.3% consensus, not 97.1%

‘The scientific consensus that human activity is very
likely causing most of the current GW (anthropogenic
global warming, or AGW)’ Cook et al. (2013)

11944 ABSTRACTS REVIEWED BY COOK ETAL.(2013) 100%

7930 were excluded for expressing no opinion about warming 66.4%
3896 were marked as agreeing we cause some global warming 32.6%
64 were marked as stating we cause most global warming 0.5%
41 actually stated that we cause most global warming 0.3%

) were marked as endorsing manmade catastropne 0.0%
> J




- Official misrepresentation by IPCC |
—+0.4 C° period  Rate ®  Annual mean )
- 25 0.177+0.052 | | m=m Smoothed series

50 0.128+0.026
e 100 0.07440.018 [ ] 5-95% decadal error bars

_+0.2 — 150 0.045%0.012 _
= e

. 2 Y.
o ® ©
)'® e
w1
How IPCC made the rate of global
- ° warming seem to accelerate

. IPCC (2007, FAQ 3.1, Fi%. 1)
-0860 1880 1900, 1920 . 1940 1960 1980

2000




- Why this' graph i's a mis'represe'ntation

° _
_+0.4 CO Period Rate ® Annual mean ,/2

Years O9C per decade

- 25 0.177+0.052 | | mem _
50 0.128+0.026 Smoothed series .

- e 100 0.074%+0.018 [ 5-95% decadal error bars ™ ,(”
+0 2 = 150 0.045+0,012

Two earlier periods had the same
warming rate, so no acceleration
IPCC (2007, FAQ 3.1, Fi%.

i 1)
04860 1880 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000




This is a sine wave

A sine wave has a zero trend
(green) by definition ...

Zero trend




IPCC misrepresentation applied to a sine wave

A sine wave has a zero trend
(green) by definition ...

__put using the IPCC fiddle
soon changes all that




ARS

ﬁﬂ IPCC(2013)
Flg 10.13, detail
_ ’ E ~ ’ lk
..and failed . “'




1995 2000 2005 2010 2015

Global warming
from 1990-2016

0.75 [0.53, 1.13] C° - IPCC

0.51 C° - NASA GISS
0.48 C° - NCEI/NCDC
0.47 C° - HadCRUT4
N € FC° DQQ catallites

0.32 C° - UAH satellite

IPCC (1990) predictions vs. observed warming




+2.5 C°

w IPCC has all but halved

B ﬁ its medium-term

-~ LF predictions

=

T e v -

50 ===
+1.0 C°

+0.5 C°

Mean of G| 0.0C°
IPCC 1990 & 2013 predictions vs. observations, 1990-2016
1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015  -osc
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Whom must we convince that -
global warming is no problem?
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See no.truth, hear no.truth, speak no truth
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YES WE CAN!

Reichsfiihrer- 44
J. Cook
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There is a way to compel the assent
of all parties in the climate debate
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Vn>2,3p,q €P2n =
Every composite is the my‘f

... and a conjecture |
about a conjecture

Monckton of Brenchley (2017)
n 10° 10° 10




NEW-ENGLAND
RNAL OF EDUCAT

e ————— ———— — —_— —

Volume III1,

Boston, Mass, Apnl 1 1876 Number 14.

“In a personal interview with James A. Garﬁeld,
Member of Congress from Ohio, we were shown the
following demonstration of the [Theorem of Pythagoras],
had hit upon in some mathematical
amusements and discussions with other M.C.’s. We do
not remember to have seen it before, ...

which he

”
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Number 14,

James Garfield’s
demonstration (1876)

—_




NEW-ENGLAND

’ %

RNAL OF EDUCATI#
Volume IIIg - Bost:);, l\ia;x; r;&;rll 1 18'76— - ~Nu;be~; i‘_i-—
~ 4 Aryabhata’s |
demonstration

<>

c. 500 A.D.




NEW-ENGLAND

’ %

RNAL OF EDUCATI#
| Volume IIIg - Bost:);, l\ia;x; r;&;rll 1 18'76— o Cunt

Thabit ibn Qurra S

demonstration

<>

c. 860 A.D.




RNAL OF

e ———

Volume I1I, Boston, Massy/

Monckton’s
demonstration 4
by inclusion

1989 A.D.




NEW-ENGLAND
RNAL OF EDUCAT

M

Volume IIL Boston Ma = Apnl 1 1876 Number 14.

“...we think i1t something on which
the members of both houses can |
unite without distinction of party.” |
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Forial QEOREENBITor material
errors in offimal climate physics




If substantial erroré in the determination
of climate sensitivity are demonstrable -

1. The ‘consensus’ notion will be busted
2. Warming will be small and beneficial
| 3. The ‘social cost of CO,’ will be tiny ]




E J llibrium  Radiative Reference Temperature
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nsitivit / forcing sensitivity parameter feedback sum
z 009, 2q. 5): K AR3 (p. 358): Wm=2  AR4 (p. 631 fn.): K W-' m2 lARs (fig. 9.43a): W m=2 K-

AT = A’Fozo(l_zﬂ )1

AP kln— =5.35In(2) = 3.708 Wm
AT: T 288 eedback factor
y Feedback f ¥

=aF, ~ aF, — 2382 - 0. 311 KW m? Roe (2009): Unitless *

Referencev

or pre-feedback ATO =1.15K Final gain factor G

cllmate sensitivity  ars3, p. 354, eq. (6.1): K AR4 (p. 631 fn.); Roe (2009): Unitless
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Climate sensitivity (Celsius degrees)
Bl 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 129

<@ECBP>  EXTREMIST PAPERS

Temperature feedbacks

HJ Schellnhuber (2017):

“... we will end up with a planet warming by 4, 5, 6 or even
\L 12 C°. It would be the end of the world as we know it.”

|




AR5=> <—AR4 T o <=ﬂ
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F+2 8 (" | Water |
TR e >
F+1wm2K- )S. © | 8 -
Water ' Lapse ' lapse ' ‘f‘ Albedo TOTAL
vapour rate rate 8 )8 ‘-
| “ '
8 ' o Feedbacks |
L_1 j 8‘(‘! in AR4 & ARS |

| | IPCC (2013, fig. 9.43a);-"




‘ ARS feedback sum ¢ = }}; ¢; on 1.53 [1.00, 2.25] W m=2 K-

i [ [ i Q\
IPCC ARS, Fig. 9.43a (d:tall) g“%\ﬁé@"% » ’\?;y y 6\&0 6\0&,}@ 6‘?:\,
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Calibrating Their equation
AT = AF, 4o(1- 25)™

141 0.515 0.485 0.703 Fromeq. 2.0 X 27K 47K
G | 0287 0478 0.669 fu:é% 20K 27K 42K|
models RPN Andrews et al. (2013) 21K 34K 4.7K]|

@) pCC ARS, table 9.5, p. 818 1.9K 3.2K 4.5_Kh
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Demonstration that CO, forcing
is exaggerated by 40%



' Normalized line shapes: f Gegdv =1
0

A Lorentzian line shape: 6.4 =
2

Uiy + (v —vey)

I, = broadening; v = frequency; v,, = resonance

A Voigt line shape:
Peg [ M [~ e~ mv"/2kT gy
Geg = 14 \/anT f_

2
Ingapper (2015) T gg * [v ~ Veg (1 * %)'ll J
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Radiance mW/(m?cm™sr) -

Tangent height

Hartmann et al. (2008)




I.r Climate sensitivity (Celsius degrees) |
el 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12%s

Th
e

Temperature feedbacks
= Happer

effect
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Demonsffﬁ’ﬁon at the hlgh end
effect of feedbacks is excessive
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ARTIFICIAL
AND ITS

PRODUCTION
INFLUENCE ON

OF CARBON
TEMPERATUR
By G. S. CALLENDAR

(Steam technologist to the British Electrical and Allied Indu
Research Association.)

M.

IManuscript received May 19, 1957

(Communicated by Dr. G B. Dossox, F.R.S.)

read February 16, 1958.)
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DIOXIDE

“A change of water vapour, sky radiation and
temperature is corrected by a change of
cloudiness and atmospheric circulation, the
former increasing the reflection loss [albedo]
and thus reducing the effective sun heat”
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artificial production of carbon dioxide, is estimated to be at the rate

of 0'003"C

. per year at the present time.




Variance from 810,000-year mean T is only £3.3 K 25 K
Based on Jouzel et al. (2007) adjusted for polar amplification
Late Holocene temperature

5 4
Malrine Isoltope Steiges

5K 1 1 1 1
20 40 60 Age(kaBP) 80 100 120
7.5 9.3 71.3
0K
1717
TIV TV
70 2.3
12.2 . 124
1712
9.2
l | | 1 1 | | l [ | | 1 1 l 1 | | 1 1 l 1

300 Age (kaBP) 350 400 450

0K = Late Holocene temperature oK}
13.3 = 15.3
18.3 4
! L TV] 15. | 75.5 TVII 16-3164 17-3 TVII[ 79.3 TIX
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Climate sensitivity

Process|
40K =
—— -

engineerg’}

Likely

-

0
How temperature
responds to the

feedback factor f
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Temperature feedbacks [

are officially very uncertain | ¢ (1o)

1.54 (0.32)

1 standard deviation is 20% of the central 150 (0.33)

.06

estimate Cmid of the feedback sum C ’

Vial et al. (2013, Fig. 3, detail)

/\.“ ’\r'r Awv ’\:r‘t'-}—h' /\u!'h Af'!’h‘”‘ AM’J’u‘ ' wvlr+alb+el

Multimodel mean and intermodel standard deviation
GFDL  -3.22 (0.04) -0.60 (0.21) 1.61 (0.14) 1.01 (0.11) 0.34 (0.08) -0.05 (0.33) 0.28 (0.23) 0.22 (0.42) || 1.54 (0.32)
NCAR -3.18 (0.05) -0.60 (0.20) 1.68 (0.14) 1.08 (0.09) 0.28 (0.06) 0.06 (0.32) 0.22 (0.24) 0.27 (0.41) | 1.59 (0.33)
Diff 0.04 0.00 0.06 0.07 0.05 0.11 0.07 0.05 0.06

Table 3 Vertically-integrated (up to tropopause), global and annual mean of feedbacks parameters (in Wm?K ~!) estimated using
both the GFDL and NCAR models’ radiative kernels, and their multi-model mean and inter-model standard deviation. Also shown
for each model, with the same units, is the difference in feedbacks’ strength between the two models’ kernels.




Roe (2009)

i 14 |Uncertainty in temperature response AT
12 |
10 |
8 K

6K

14K Uncertainty |
12K in feedback |
| | response

0.6 0.8 1.0
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Network Analysis and
Feedback Amplifier Design

By
HENDRIK W. BODE, Ph.D.,

Research Mathematician,
BeLr TeLEPHONE LaBoRraTORIES, INC,

TENTH PRINTING




F(k)

Fe(W)

generic symbol for voltage
node voltages

impressed voltage
2
response voltage on node 7, i =1,
2,.... 7
output voltage, or t
“returned 7 voltage

nesh i, i=1,

Input and output voltages
are absolute values

return difference of # for reference %

Vil

385
385
47

50
47

| (A d ‘5G61) apog




In all feedback analysis, the input and
output voltages are absolute values

r.ﬂ:g F;

ABSOLUTE e
input voltage E, ABSOLUTE

output voltage E,
Input @ Output




ABSOLUTE
input temperature

Based on
Bode (1955, ch. 3)

_To+ ATy ABSOLUTE
~ T, outputtemperature




T=pu(To+Ty) )\ Ty=8T
=T = u(Ty + BT)
= uTo + upT

= T(1—up) = uT,

™ - Based on
=27T = TQA - TO & s
(1955, ch. 3)




In a correct climate feedback analysis,
input & output temperatures are absolute

=7, J4
B 55332 K =T1,4
+1.159 K = 257.632K
= 256.541K =
— L AT= Ll
"y




In 40 years’ erroneous climate feedback analysis,
input and output temperatures are deltas

= 3.708 x0.313
= 1.159 K T]. = fAT

= AT,(G — 1)
= 1.091K




'Equilibrium Emission  Reference Temperature
temperature temperature sensitivity feedback factor

lk K AR3p31q(61)K Bode (1955, h3)UtI
= (T + ATp)(1- ﬂ)‘l
= (255.38 + 1.15)(1- 0.0043)*
= 257.63 K

> Al=7-1,=2.25 &




Equilibriur Reference Temperature

sensitivit / sensitivity feedbackfactor
Roe (/00) g 9): K AR3, p. 354, eq (6.1): K Roe (2009) Unitless

AT 2AT (LY

=11.15(1=70.49)
2.25 K

J




| Climate sensitivity |
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Climate sensitivity

10-K Process|
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Current method  0.45 0.50 055 ----f ----
Corrected method 0.00368 0.00450 0.00549 —— [ ——




0

Climate sensitivity (Celsius degrees)
i 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12mws

Happer
Happer + Monckton

Proven maximum
= sensitivity 1.9 K

Temperature
feedbacks sl

|




m Climate sensitivity to doubled CO,:
the proven bottom line in figures

IPCC: 15K 30K 45K
Happer: 11K 21K 32K

MofB: 18K 23K 27K
Both: 13K 16K 19K
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Verification



Positive
feedback
analysis
apparatus




‘Experiments with the positive-feedback analysis
apparatus ... to verify those of the methods and
conclusions of Monckton's Constraint paper that
are rooted in electronic network analysis confirm
that use of the correct methodology ...
reduces the upper bound of projected global
warming compared with the previously
published projections.’ John Whitfield




Prof@gsoMVilliam Happer




‘I like
this
paper!’

Proi€gso[William Happer
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Consequences of low sensitivity
for the ‘social cost of carbon’



What is present value?

Present value is the value to us of
future dollars at today’s prices.

The bird-in-the-hand rule

A dollar today is worth more to us
than a dollar 100 years hence.




Inter-temporal discount rate (Stern)

‘The most straightforward and defensible interpretation (as argued in the
Review) of [the utility discount factor] d is the probability of existence of the
world.

[Per-capita consumption growth] g is on average ~1.3% in a world without
climate change, giving an average consumption or social discount rate
across the entire period of 1.4% [or less].

Dietz et al. (2007)




Inter-temporal discount rate (Klaus)

“‘By assuming a very low (near-zero) discount rate,
the proponents of the global-warming doctrine neglect the
Issues of time and of alternative opportunities. Using a low
discount rate in global-warming models means harming
current generations vis-a-vis future generations.

“Undermining current economic development ||
harms future generations as well.”

I

President Dr. Vaclav Klaus, Cambridge, May 2011




The market discount rate

“Economists representing very different schools of thought,
from Nordhaus (2008) to Murphy (2008), tell us convincingly
that the discount rate — indispensable for any inter-temporal
calculations — should be around 1
and that it should be close to the real rate of returnon

capital, because only that rate represents the opportunity
cost of climate mitigation.”

President Dr. Vaclav Klaus, Cambridge, May 2011




Welfare losses from climate inaction
Stern’s inaction costs Z, if discount rate is the 5% market rate, not 1.4%

100 (1 4 lg — dn,

|)a sgn(g—dm)

100
Zn,adj = Zn |g _d | a sgn(g—ds)
100
a Year no. 1-100
g Mean annual GDP growth rate 3%
d, Stern’s discount rate 1.4%
d, Minimum market discount rate 9%
Z 4 Stern’s 21%-century inaction cost 20,0% of GDP
2 3 2di Adjusted 21st-century inaction cost .0 9 3.5% of GDP
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Your courage and persistence -
have won the war for the truth













