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A Skeptical View of Climate 
Science



Why am I interested in climate 
science?

Ever since I saw the first ice core graph in Scientific 
American in the mid 80’s I was concerned about our CO2 
impact on warming. (More accurate ice core measurements 
in 1995 showed that CO2 follows temperature. Al Gore 
failed to say this 10 years later)

As many Canadians did, I ”believed” in global warming up 
until 2008, when had occasion to delve into the science.

We were not being told that the 1930’s were warmer, from 
natural causes, yet we were being asked to support carbon 
taxes and “green” energy



Can anyone learn climate science?

• First, one must learn about radiative physics, 
gas laws, statistics, etc.  

• Second, one needs to spend hours a day 
following climate debates and reading papers

• Who has time to do that, except for academics  
or retired citizen scientists? 



Who is a Climate scientist? 

• Geologists
• Historians, Paleontology
• Meteorologists
• Statisticians, mathematicians
• Physicists (quantum mechanics, 

thermodynamics)
• Biologists
• Oceanographers
• Astronomers



Climate science depends upon data 
• Weather station related data: temperature, rainfall, 

humidity, pressure (Our data is limited before 1880)

• Proxy data: tree rings, sediments, ice cores, locations of 
tree lines up a mountain, and into the arctic, glacial 
advance and retreat 

• Satellite data: cloud cover, energy in/out over various 
spectral bands

• Computer model outputs are not data, but they can be 
used if they are validated against the real world data above. 



We need to understand climate cycles 

• Our climate has multiple cycles: summer/winter 
causes a 4C range in the earths average 
temperature, which is about 14C   

• Most cycles are of a longer duration than our life 
span. (Ice ages: 100,000 years, Bray: 2400 yrs, 
Bond: 1000, De Vries: 210, Gleissberg: 83, 
AMO/PDO: 65 yrs.

• No one under age 60 has a memory of the  1950 
to 1970’s cooling cycle



What is the skeptical view?
• Most skeptics concede that the earth’s Global Average 

Temperature (GAT) will likely warm up to 1.2 C for a 
doubling of CO2. (Arrhenius’s work in 1895.)  

• Skeptics reject the validity of the extremes of modeled 
warming, ie, upwards of 4.5C, supposedly caused by H2O 
(water vapor) amplification. 

• Skeptics observe that warmer is beneficial for life on earth 

• Skeptics view the increased plant growth from our added 
CO2 as beneficial.

Huxley:”skepticism is the highest of duties; blind faith the one unpardonable sin.”



By the way.. what did Arrhenius finally 
say?

• He eventually said an increase in CO2 could be 
beneficial, making the Earth’s climates “more 
equable,” stimulating plant growth, and 
providing more food for a larger population 

• Surprisingly, that’s what skeptics think today



We need to agree on a definition of 
“science”

“Science is a way(method) of trying not to fool 
yourself”  Here is a video on Dr. Feynman’s classic 

explanation of science:

https://youtu.be/OL6-x0modwY

Climate science must have a testable hypothesis 
that can be falsified. Eg: Predicted troposphere hot 

spot, unprecedented temperatures, ocean rise, 
extremes in hurricanes, tornadoes, etc.

https://youtu.be/OL6-x0modwY


Our complex, chaotic laboratory



Basic heat movement 
• On average, about one third of sunlight is reflected by clouds 

before it can be absorbed by the atmosphere, land and 
ocean. Clouds dimmed 1950s to 1980s, then brightened 
1980s to 2000 (See Svensmark research below)

• The earths surface cools by conduction to the air (O2,N2, 
H2O, Co2) , outgoing Long Wave Infrared radiation(OLWR), 
heating the air (water vapor and CO2), and water 
evaporation producing lighter than air water vapor.  All three 
lift heat vertically by convection

• About 10,000 thunderstorms are active at all times, lifting 
heat to the stratosphere, above most of the atmosphere’s 
CO2, where outgoing radiation cools the earth 

https://wattsupwiththat.com/2016/08/25/svensmark-publishes-
solar-activity-has-a-direct-impact-on-earths-cloud-cover/

https://wattsupwiththat.com/2016/08/25/svensmark-publishes-solar-activity-has-a-direct-impact-on-earths-cloud-cover/


Typical energy budget for the earth

The earths energy budget is dominated by cloud behaviour.
The infrared flux up from the surface is slowed by H2O and CO2. (“GH effect”)
Don’t focus on the internal numbers, as they change continuously(chaotic)



The Global Warming Hypothesis  

• Our added CO2 will warm the earth to a 
dangerous level. Arrhenius computed 1.2C.  
Computer models project up to 4.5C or more.  A 
1.2C rise was never considered dangerous. (since 
it was warmer back in Medieval, Roman times)

• Skeptics: Since it is models which project the 4.5C 
rise in temperature, do we have proof that the 
models work?



Lets jump right in and check on the 
heat we experienced this summer..

• We are told that we are living in the “warmest 
ever” times

• We are reminded of our global warming 
impact by statements about the forest fire 
situation being “unprecedented”.

• Do we have data to support these statements?



A check of “warmest ever”

Oops!

Why all those 
heat waves 
in 1936?

Tony Heller’s 
links at the end
of these slides 
gives dozens of 
like graphs for the 
USA.  It is quite a
surprise. The 1930s
were indeed hotter.

https://www.epa.gov/climate-indicators/climate-change-indicators-high-and-low-temperatures

US EPA website



Despite the heat, forest fire acreage 
burned is a fraction of 1930’s 

One California fire occurred in the same watershed as the dam over flowing last winter.
That extra rain led to growth of grasses.  The normal dry summer produced dry fuel. The  
High velocity winds happen naturally, setting up for a fire storm.  Logging will help. 



Droughts in the American West

• A repeat of the Medieval Warm period would be very dry in California

• Photos from the California gold rush show few trees, since the indigenous 
peoples routinely burned the dry grass to increase green forage

• Our added CO2 will result in more dry grass and underbrush to burn

area



The previous graphs showed warming,  
what about cooling?

• In the 1970’s my boys played outdoor hockey 
and I had to take their skates off between 
shifts. I put their feet under my armpits to 
quickly warm them 

• You need to be at least 60 years old to have 
had a personal experience with this cold scare:

https://youtu.be/1kGB5MMIAVA

As a person living in Winnipeg, that TV documentary made me think about moving.

https://youtu.be/1kGB5MMIAVA


In 1974, a cooling cycle was very 
evident over land, (thermometer data)

There were hundreds of news
articles like this in local papers
across the USA. 

NCAR= National Center for
Atmospheric Research

NCAR data showed Northern 
hemisphere cooling from 
1870 to 1880, followed by 
0.7C global warming from 
1880 to 1940, and global
cooling of 0.6C from 

1940 to 1970.



Cooling cycle article in Time Magazine  



Welcome to a new cycle:  In the 1980s 
we got “global warming”

• After a few warm years in the early 1980s we were 
warned about melting ice caps, rising oceans, intense 
hurricanes, extreme floods, droughts, more tornadoes, 
etc., (this is the new Global Warming  hypothesis)

• The story of how Jim Hansen, who worked for NASA, 
“tricked” Congress into funding NASAs climate program 
is available on the internet. Suffice to say that NASA 
was pleased to get billions to launch satellites. The 
monies also went to NOAA, for a world wide ocean 
buoy system. The totals likely exceeds a trillion by now.



Scary predictions of ice free Arctic

The jump from global 
warming to a good
news/bad news story
about an ice free Arctic
took a bit of time, but
when Al Gore added
the plight of Polar
Bears, it became a hot 
topic worldwide.  It was
a great fund raiser for 
the WWF and 
Greenpeace.



100 years before: same report

March, 1907

It was a little 
humbling that a 
Norwegian 
explorer beat 
Canada to doing 
the feat of 
traversing the 
North West 
Passage.



U of M makes a (bad) prediction 

At the time the prediction was made, it was not yet clear that a natural 60 year cycle, 
with 30 warming, 30 cooling, 30 warming, was likely underway. 



Did ice disappear as forecast?

• The low point is 2013, the year when many vessels traversed the North West Passage.  
• In 2017 and 2018 no one was able to do that, unless they contracted with an Ice Breaker 

ship.



The PDO/AMO cyclic influences  
affects the NA continent and arctic ice

http://icecap.us/images/uploads/US_Temperatures_and_Climate_Factors_since_1895.pdf

A northern hemisphere
person under the age 

of 60 would only 
remember warming 
and therefor would be 
easily convinced of man 
made “global  warming”

http://icecap.us/images/uploads/US_Temperatures_and_Climate_Factors_since_1895.pdf


The St.Roch: a Canadian adventure

• A small wooden ship, the St.Roch, sailed 
through the Northwest Passage and across the 
high Canadian Arctic twice, in 1942 and 1944 

• Built in British Columbia, the St.Roch was the 
first vessel to sail the Northwest Passage from 
west to east (1940-1942), the first to 
complete the passage in one season (1944)

A passage is not surprising after such a hot 1930’s and early 1940’s 



An 1817 ice report
• President of the Royal Society, London, to the 

Admiralty, 20th November, 1817, Minutes of 
Council, Volume 8. pp.149-153, Royal Society, 
London. 20th November, 1817 …. A request 
was made for the Royal Society to assemble 
an expedition to go and investigate … (there 
is) a considerable change of climate, … (such 
that) the Arctic Seas may at this time be more 
accessible than they have been for centuries.

John Franklin was exploring there in 1818.  In 1845 his NWP attempt was lost.



Skeptics accept climate cycles, mostly 
in the Arctic, without a CO2 influence

Much of the change in GAT is a result of the Arctic warming, due to the AMO/PDO,
Thus the Arctic cycles are natural, not a result of our added CO2.



Lets now examine the fuzzy area of 
climate temperature data

• How good is it? (coverage, accuracy, quality)

• Can we see a CO2 warming signature in the 
historical data?



Skeptics observe NOAA data “fiddling”

Data “fiddling” always results in cooling the past, to accentuate warming (??)



An animation of the data adjustments

I have not found 
a peer reviewed 
paper validating  
these 
adjustments.

There is a video 
By Tony Heller at
the end of this 
presentation 
that tries to 
explain what 
has happened.



Data quality issues, only 8% of long 
term temp readings meet our needs

See: http://www.surfacestations.org/ and 
https://wattsupwiththat.com/2007/07/03/standards-for-weather-station-siting-
using-the-new-crn/ CRN = “Climate Reference Network” 

http://www.surfacestations.org/
https://wattsupwiththat.com/2007/07/03/standards-for-weather-station-siting-using-the-new-crn/
https://wattsupwiththat.com/2007/07/03/standards-for-weather-station-siting-using-the-new-crn/


Good Station sites give good data



Poor sites create an Urban Heat 
Island(UHI)

600 ‘poor’ stations closed in 2013 
Due to Anthony Watt’s private survey



Example, Japan, 22 of 24 rural stations  
show no trend over 1994 -2017. 



Rural stations were dropped in 1990. 
Now there is a clear warming trend.

If the UHI affected stations
were dropped instead of 
the rural stations, Japan ‘s 
temperature trend would
be flat.

Is this not a manufactured 
result?

Skeptics are frustrated
with governments lack of
data quality control and 
record keeping. 



Note: T in Kelvin is not scary

The earth has a remarkably stable temperature.  The reason is that 
the earth is 70% covered by water, as solid ice, water vapor, and liquid. 
Clouds dominate, reflecting about 1/4 of incoming solar. 



Scary:  Google’s Utube automatically 
links to Wiki & a (fake) NASA graph

There is very little ocean 
thermometer data prior to 
1940.  Coverage was scant.

Floating and fixed buoys 
improved reporting 
but accurate ocean data only
became available with the 
floating buoy system in 2003.

The Arctic and Antarctic, 
mountains, deserts, etc. 
were also not reported on.

We cannot prove that current 
global temperatures exceed 
those of 1940.  The error 
range is probably + - 1C.
This graph is misleading.



Accurate and not scary (UHI, Spencer)

Skeptics have confidence in this satellite measurement of GAT, as it is calibrated 
by millions of weather balloons.  Note El Nino spikes (not a CO2 signature).



Phil Jones, 2010, attribution problem 

BBC interview of Prof. Phil Jones of CRU.  See: http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm
How can current warming be attributed to humans when “natural” warming is the same?

………………………………………….………..Natural……….//…………….. man made?............

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm


How can one prove that CO2 warms?

• The long term, good quality weather station 
temperature data should provide the proof.

• The best CO2 warming signal would be to use 
land stations that have low humidity(not the 
tropics), and are sheltered from ocean effects.  
(EG: San Francisco is cold in the summer from 
off shore Pacific winds)

• The following slide shows the results in a peer 
reviewed paper, published in March 2018.



Where is the CO2 warming?

http://notrickszone.com/2018/03/23/uncertainty-mounts-global-temperature-
data-presentation-flat-wrong-new-danish-findings-show/

Note: 433 land
stations are not 
“global”, but
it is the best
data we have.

The graph only
goes to 2010, 
so the 2016 
El Nino would 
make 1938 and
2016 about 
the same.

Clearly, the lack
of a CO2
warming signal
is startling.

http://notrickszone.com/2018/03/23/uncertainty-mounts-global-temperature-data-presentation-flat-wrong-new-danish-findings-show/


To recap on climate data
• Natural cycles occur in temperatures and Arctic sea ice 

extent

• Accurate GATs do not exist before the 1978 satellite era. 
The quality improved gradually, with the best quality 
available after  2004, with the ocean buoy data. 

• CO2 warming is not evident in good quality land data 
since 1900. The natural warming burst that happened from 
1910 to 1940 is similar to that from 1975 to 2000. One has 
to accept that most of the current warming is likely natural.  
The skeptical view of 1.2 C warming from a doubling of 
CO2 may not be skeptical enough.  



Model prediction: Troposphere ‘hot 
spot’, from increased water vapor?



Years of balloon measurements say 
that the models are  wrong.

By 1995, it was known that the radiosondes failed to show a hot spot.  This 
evidence was not published, (quite obscurely), until 2006.    

As T.H. Huxley (1825 – 1895) said,  The great tragedy of science – the slaying of
a beautiful hypothesis by an ugly fact. 



Climate models run hot, yet the IPCC 
uses them with greater confidence

Satellite
and
balloon
data track
under the  
model 
results

Clearly,
it is 
extremely
UNLIKELY
that the 
models
are correct



Judging by the trend, the Copenhagen 
2C warming limit will not be exceeded 

When the trend 
in peer reviewed 
papers show 
a declining 
calculation of 
warming for a
doubling of CO2,
one would think 
the main stream
media would 
happily report
this as good
news…



When did GW become “Climate 
Change” in our media?

• (When)The earth was not warming as 
projected by the models (the ‘hiatus’)

• The IPCC “moved the goal posts” to keep the 
“dangerous” CO2 story alive.

• To repeat Feynman’s video, “Science is a way 
of trying not to fool yourself”

https://youtu.be/OL6-x0modwY

https://youtu.be/OL6-x0modwY


Long term climate change:

By 1999 it was known that changes in CO2 follow changes in global temperatures by an
average of 800 years.  Thus CO2 does not drive temperatures up or down.
The 2005 video “An Inconvenient Truth” by Al Gore failed to emphasize this fact.



Greenland Ice Core (axis reversed)

We were warmer at least 75% of the time during the last 10,000 years, and humans
flourished in warm periods, and suffered in cold periods. (green line = CO2 levels)

-2 C warmer

-Current

-1C cooler
Yr 1690
coldest



Holocene Climate Optimum (HCO).

9000 years before present, the fine weather conditions that made the Neolithic 
Revolution possible in which the hunter-gatherer humans settled and started farming,
building homes.  ( https://chaamjamal.wordpress.com/ )

https://chaamjamal.wordpress.com/


Climate change data of interest:

• Romans growing grapes on Hadrian’s wall.
• Tree lines from 6000 to 7000 years ago being 

270 km north in Western Siberia Russia.
• History of Greenland settlers yrs 850 to 1350
• Oceans perhaps being a meter higher in 1200.
• Graphs of various proxies at:
• https://www.c3headlines.com/temperature-

charts-historical-proxies.html

https://www.c3headlines.com/temperature-charts-historical-proxies.html


Tree ring proxy data from Yamal 
Peninsula. Trees 270 km more north

The trees date back 9000 years, with most favorable climate 7200 to 6000 BC 



“Hockey Stick” scandal: use statistics 
to get rid of Medieval Warm Period 

Dr. David Demming in testimony to US Senate:  I was sent an email that said : "We have 
to get rid of the Medieval Warm Period”. https://youtu.be/u1rj00BoItw?t=52
The problem: beneficial 2C warming may have happened before(MWP, Roman WP)
It is evident by 1995 that politics/funding are demanding scarier climate science.

https://youtu.be/u1rj00BoItw?t=52


Dr. M Mann’s “hockey stick”, which 
Steve McIntyre in Toronto breaks.



Sea Level rise as a measure of warming



No change in the rate of sea level rise 
in Florida over the past century.

But James Hansen said “I do think we have to take seriously the possibility 
that we could have something like 15 feet by then(2100).”  What is he seeing ???



Sea levels are supposed to rise due to 
the melting of Greenland

The melting
must have
slowed, or it
snowed more,
as Greenland is
gaining mass.

Likely the 
variability is 
due to PDO,
AMO cycles



Some say we have cooling coming
• Abstract (Dr. Norman J. Page)   

http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177
/0958305X16686488?journalCode=eaea

• This paper argues that the methods used by 
the establishment climate science community 
are not fit for purpose. 

• Evidence is presented specifying the timing 
and amplitude of the natural 60 ± year and, 
more importantly, 1000 year cycles 

http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0958305X16686488?journalCode=eaea


“It’s the sun stupid” .. Most skeptics 
expect we will cool due to a quiet sun



Henrich Svensmark in 2009 on sun and 
cosmic rays

• Research on the suns influence on climate has led to 
hundreds of published papers:

• http://notrickszone.com/100-papers-sun-drives-
climate/

• Dr. Svensmark is famous for his hypothesis that cosmic 
rays are modulated by the sun’s solar wind and 
magnetic field, and that means more/less of low level 
clouds.  Tests were done at the Swiss CERN cyclotron to 
validate that a high energy particle could cause cloud 
nucleation.

• Video: https://youtu.be/dKoUwttE0BA?t=84

http://notrickszone.com/100-papers-sun-drives-climate/
https://youtu.be/dKoUwttE0BA?t=84


Ocean dynamics: the El Nino/La Nina 
sun driven pump cycles the ocean

El Ninos spread heat over the Pacific, La Ninas collect heat in the ocean.  There
are few clouds during a La Nina, resulting in visible light penetrating the ocean
down to 100 feet, warming the ocean.  Infra red, (such as is radiated back by our 
CO2) does not penetrate,  but evaporates surface water, ie, it cools.



The EL Nino step changes are flat in 
between, i.e. no CO2 signature



The tropics uses thunderstorms as a 
daily thermostat,  CO2 is irrelevant

There are 10,000 
thunderstorms normally 
occurring around the world
lifting heat vertically

Most of the earths heating is
in the tropics, and 
thunderstorms act as a giant 
thermostat 

Note the explosive rise in 
rain, i.e. thunderstorms, as 
ocean surface temperatures
hit 27C

Credit: Willis Eschenbach



Good news: The Polar Bear stories 
were wrong:

• The Polar Bear Specialist Group (PBSG) led by 
researchers like Andrew Derocher and Steve Amstrup
warned the world that “two thirds of the world’s bears 
will be lost by mid-century due to climate change”

• Yet…the evidence is polar bears are thriving and 
increasing.  Research by  Chambellant and Stirling 
determined it was thick springtime ice that was most 
detrimental to bears and their main prey, the ringed 
seal

• This fact was known since 1972.  Thick ice means less 
seal pups to feed on, and thus failed Polar Bear 
reproduction. The scare stories are unfounded



Al Gore’s ‘Polarbeargate’ scientist 
“retired”

• News clip from December 4, 2013: Charles 
Monnett, whose antics with polar bears led Al 
Gore to put this famous animated video clip 
into An Inconvenient Truth and make wild 
claims about polar bears drowning for lack of 
sea ice. Monnett has been forced to resign.



CO2 is plant food.  1920 study used a 
coke fired furnace as CO2 source 

Photosynthesis is reduced at low temperatures, rising to a peak around 28C for C3
and 36C for C4 plants(corn).  At 40C the photosynthesis rate for C3 drops by 1/3.

Potatoes



We were close to CO2 plant starvation

C4 plants evolved to survive in the dry, low CO2 ice age period. (last 3 million years) . 



Our CO2 greens the earth by 14% 
overall and 31% in grasslands area

“Plants are now converting 31 percent more carbon dioxide into organic matter than 
they were before the Industrial Revolution. “Nature vol 544, pp 84–87 (April 6, 2017)



The Sahara used to be grassland. Will 
our CO2 cause it to return? 

grassland

Those Arabian horses actually 
had grasslands to feed on:

“7000 years ago, the Saharan 
desert was nonexistent with
heavy Summer rains and huge 

lakes and forests and grasslands”

. http://egyptianbreeders.com
/index.php/topic/2061-sahara
-desert-to-become-grasslands
-and-forest-again/

Plants need less water with higher
CO2, so there is a double benefit
in arid areas from our added CO2

http://egyptianbreeders.com/index.php/topic/2061-sahara-desert-to-become-grasslands-and-forest-again/
http://egyptianbreeders.com/index.php/topic/2061-sahara-desert-to-become-grasslands-and-forest-again/
http://egyptianbreeders.com/index.php/topic/2061-sahara-desert-to-become-grasslands-and-forest-again/
http://egyptianbreeders.com/index.php/topic/2061-sahara-desert-to-become-grasslands-and-forest-again/


Climate science hypothesis failures
1. No difference from 1910-1940 warming rate
2. Missing hot spot, model physics wrong 
3. Models run hot, physics wrong
4. The post 2000 hiatus happened, models wrong
5  Ocean Air Sheltered paper: no CO2 signature.
6 Most GAT change is from Arctic(PDO/AMO, ice)
7. CO2 physics cannot explain the Roman, Medieval 
warm periods, little ice age, etc.

The easily understood reality: CO2 is plant food and some warming is good.  
“If earth had a tipping point, it would have tipped already”(Ask the Polar Bears)



A failure of climate science leads to a 
failure of ‘green’ policies.

Ontario must be well
up that slope, much to 
the dismay of Ontario 
households and businesses.

The greatest obscenities:
-The burning of Indonesian
forests to plant palm trees, 
to make bio fuel for 
Europe’s diesel cars, thus 
wiping out Orangutans.
-The construction of wind 
farms that kill birds and bats
including a Presidential 
license to kill endangered
Golden Eagles & CA Condors



Manitoba’s Green Plan starts with 
unsupportable statements

• WHEREAS climate change is the result of 
greenhouse gas emissions, and it creates a 
wide range of environmental risks and 
challenges in Manitoba and around the world;

• AND WHEREAS greenhouse gas emissions are 
primarily caused by the use of carbon-based 
fuels and processes that release carbon, and a 
move to a low carbon economy is critical to 
slowing climate change and minimizing its 
effects;

IPCC’s AR5, Chapter Ten: “In climate research… we are dealing with a coupled non-
linear chaotic system, …long-term prediction of future climate states is not possible.” 



Video 1. Dr. William Happer interview

https://youtu.be/FsTweZIRpos?t=2

• “It is immoral to deprive most of mankind of 
the benefits of affordable, reliable energy 
from fossil fuels on the basis of computer 
models that do not work.” (Dr. Happer
advised the incoming US administration.  He is 
now advising the US national Security Council 
as senior director for emerging technologies)

https://youtu.be/FsTweZIRpos?t=2


Again, what is the skeptical view?
• Most skeptics concede that the earth’s Global Average 

Temperature (GAT) will likely warm up to 1.2 C for a 
doubling of CO2. (Arrhenius’s work in 1895.)  

• Skeptics reject the validity of the extremes of modeled 
warming, ie, upwards of 4.5C, supposedly caused by H2O 
amplification. (Charney estimate)

• Skeptics observe that warmer is beneficial for life on earth. 

• Skeptics view the increased plant growth from our added 
CO2 as beneficial.

Huxley:”skepticism is the highest of duties; 



Be skeptical, its called science..



Video 2:  weather cooking

• “Men, it has been well said, think in herds; it 
will be seen that they go mad in herds, while 
they only recover their senses slowly, and one 
by one. (“saturated fats are bad for you”(not))

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wcAy4sOcS
5M

Why did my early school system not tell me the truth about “witches”?  My guess is that it 
is simply too embarrassing to admit that we humans can believe in such stupid things.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wcAy4sOcS5M


Question period

• So there you have it. “An implausible conjecture 
backed by false evidence and repeated incessantly 
has become politically correct ‘knowledge,’ and is 
used to promote the overturn of industrial 
civilization”. (Professor Richard Lindzen, 2018) 

• “I would rather have questions that can’t be 
answered than answers that can’t be 
questioned.”   Richard Feynman



Dr. Richard Lindzen: video #3
• Professor Lindzen, one of the world's foremost climate 

scientists, describes how we arrive at the climate 
sensitivity.

• If you control the language, you control the argument
• If you control the argument, you control information
• If you control information, you control history
• If you control history, you control the past
• He who controls the past controls the future.” – Big 

Brother, 1984

• https://youtu.be/xXdmrgvOdEM

https://youtu.be/xXdmrgvOdEM


Video 4:  Dr Richard Lindzen video

https://youtu.be/-sHg3ZztDAw?t=7

• A paper by Lindzen on corrupted peer review:
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/04/Lindzen12-March-
ClimateScienceNOTansweringQ.pdf

https://youtu.be/-sHg3ZztDAw?t=7
http://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Lindzen12-March-ClimateScienceNOTansweringQ.pdf


Video 5:  A quick look at Wind power

• This presentation is made in Toronto. It is 
dated, in that a big El Nino temporarily 
stopped the pause in 2016 – 2017.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZH4m-Cs-
u3Y&feature=youtu.be

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZH4m-Cs-u3Y&feature=youtu.be


Video 6: Spencer and Schmidt in an 
amazing non debate

https://youtu.be/eYKggC5VOzA

• No debating by NASA, why?  (Is their science 
position so weak?). The standard ‘climate science’ 
approach is to use emotional appeals, threats of 
disaster, and appeals to authority.

• A sarcastic but funny review of the latest IPCC 
report is here: 
https://wattsupwiththat.com/2018/11/23/the-
froth-of-the-fourth/

https://youtu.be/eYKggC5VOzA
https://wattsupwiththat.com/2018/11/23/the-froth-of-the-fourth/


Video 7: Tony Heller: A review of 
Washington Post’s hurricane news 

• “There’s nothing so absurd that if you repeat 
it often enough, people will believe it.” –
William James

https://youtu.be/a2eZrUnVPsY

https://youtu.be/a2eZrUnVPsY


Video 8: Dangerous Climate Change in 
2019 

What the Media has not told you

• A one hour video, showing many cycles that 
the earth experiences. There is still a lot of 
debate on the timing and causes of these 
cycles, but this video gives a good overview. 
Time will tell how much is right or wrong.

https://youtu.be/w4hbKF5-qUE?t=12

https://youtu.be/w4hbKF5-qUE?t=12


Video 9: Tony Heller videos on climate

• It s helpful to get some context to what is 
happening now with temperature data. Tony 
uses only stations that have complete long 
term records. Here is “erasing US history”.

https://youtu.be/Xfiwv1d0QMk
• A on data tampering of temperature graphs: 

https://youtu.be/yqZGgaZaXig
• The one hour Tony Heller presentation: 

https://youtu.be/Gh-DNNIUjKU?t=2

https://youtu.be/Xfiwv1d0QMk
https://youtu.be/yqZGgaZaXig
https://youtu.be/Gh-DNNIUjKU?t=2


Video 10: Green gold, humans 
recovering deserts, by John Liu

• There are real environmental problems that can 
be solved. How best do it?  Education, 
communication, think globally, act locally.  Our 
added CO2 is not the problem that needs to be 
solved. Many parts of the world are under 
performing, due to over grazing and neglect.  
That can be reversed. Even in the USA, there are 
more forests now than 100 years ago.

https://youtu.be/YBLZmwlPa8A

https://youtu.be/YBLZmwlPa8A


Video 11: A paper on CO2 benefits

• There needs to be an honest discussion on the 
benefits of CO2.

https://www.thegwpf.org/content/uploads/201
5/10/benefits1.pdf

https://www.thegwpf.org/content/uploads/2015/10/benefits1.pdf


Video 12: Svensmark’s research on 
solar influences on climate

• Clouds are capable of driving climate change. 
The sun is in a very quiet phase, and a cooling 
effect on the earth is predicted.  Will it?

https://youtu.be/iFlNS2PX4yI

https://youtu.be/iFlNS2PX4yI


Video 13: The Climategate story

• Steve McIntyre is a key personality in the 
Climategate email story.  Here is his analysis:

http://www.climateaudit.info/pdf/mcintyre-
heartland_2010.pdf

http://www.climateaudit.info/pdf/mcintyre-heartland_2010.pdf


Video 14: Good Humour by M. Steyn

• The climate subject is too serious.. So for 
those that have not heard it made fun of, this 
video is recommended.

• By the way, another hockey stick came out in 
2018, and was immediately debunked, again, 
by Steve McIntyre.

https://youtu.be/6bARjABDqok

https://youtu.be/6bARjABDqok


Video 15: The 97% meme and other 
concerns

• Dr. Richard Lindzen goes into great detail about 
the issue of 97%, polar bears, ocean acidification, 
etc.  This is as good a reference to the validity of 
these concerns as can be found.

http://www.climatedepot.com/2017/05/01/mit-
climate-scientist-dr-richard-lindzen-believing-co2-

controls-the-climate-is-pretty-close-to-believing-in-
magic/

http://www.climatedepot.com/2017/05/01/mit-climate-scientist-dr-richard-lindzen-believing-co2-controls-the-climate-is-pretty-close-to-believing-in-magic/


Video 16: Tony Heller’s blog 
discussions

• Tony Heller’s site has much skeptical 
information. His politics can be very 
unpleasant, but that aside, he does good 
original work.

• He links to newspapers to validate his 
criticisms. He uses NOAA’s raw USHCN data as 
his source. 

https://realclimatescience.com/

https://realclimatescience.com/


Dr. Feynman on scientific ethics, with 
discussion on Cargo Cult Science

• “The first principle is that you must not fool  yourself--
and you are the easiest person to fool.  So you have to 
be very careful about that. After you've not fooled 
yourself, it's easy not to fool other scientists.  You just 
have to be honest in a conventional way after that. ..I 
would like to add something that's not essential to the 
science, but something I kind of believe, which is that 
you should not fool the layman when you're talking as 
a scientist.”

https://science.madison.k12.wi.us/files/science/Feynman
_Cargo_Cult_Science_reading.pdf

https://science.madison.k12.wi.us/files/science/Feynman_Cargo_Cult_Science_reading.pdf


Recommended skeptical sites

• These sites are lightly moderated, i.e. they are 
open forums except for really bad behaviour.  
Many of the sites on the internet are heavily 
biased, that is, they do not tolerate critical 
discussions. WUWT has a list on the right side.

• https://wattsupwiththat.com/
• http://notrickszone.com/
• https://judithcurry.com/
• https://tallbloke.wordpress.com/

https://wattsupwiththat.com/
http://notrickszone.com/
https://judithcurry.com/
https://tallbloke.wordpress.com/


What is climate science all about?
• As IPCC WG-3 Co-Chair Ottmar Edenhofer candidly 

admits: “One must say clearly that we redistribute de 
facto the world’s wealth by climate policy. One has to 
free oneself from the illusion that international climate 
policy is environmental policy. This has almost nothing 
to do with environmental policy anymore.”

• – Christiana Figueres, who heads up the United 
Nations’s Framework Convention on Climate Change: 
“This is the first time in the history of mankind that we 
are setting ourselves the task of intentionally, within a 
defined period of time, to change the economic 
development model that has been reigning for the, at 
least, 150 years, since the industrial revolution,”



Books to get from the library

• https://www.amazon.com/Unstoppable-
Global-Warming-Updated-
Expanded/dp/0742551245

• https://www.amazon.com/Great-Global-
Warming-Blunder-Scientists/dp/1594036020

https://www.amazon.com/Unstoppable-Global-Warming-Updated-Expanded/dp/0742551245
https://www.amazon.com/Great-Global-Warming-Blunder-Scientists/dp/1594036020


More books

• https://www.amazon.com/Climategate-
Crutape-Letters-Steven-Mosher/product-
reviews/1450512437

• https://www.amazon.com/Deniers-
Renowned-Scientists-Political-
Persecution/dp/0980076315

https://www.amazon.com/Climategate-Crutape-Letters-Steven-Mosher/product-reviews/1450512437
https://www.amazon.com/Deniers-Renowned-Scientists-Political-Persecution/dp/0980076315
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