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Abstract

CO2 cannot vary temperature because its “greenhouse” effect in the real world (lacking the glass ceiling of a greenhouse!) is

cancelled out by the perfectly natural feedback mechanism called the rising of buoyant hot air.  Moist warm air rises, expands,

and condenses into increased cloud cover.  This is the “anti-greenhouse effect”.  At present, 62% of earth’s surface is masked

by cloud cover, with an average altitude of approximately 2 km, but cloud cover increases with CO2, stabilizing the climate

and causing statistical errors in satellite derived temperature data.  Today’s climate models ignore the proper physical

mechanism dynamics of hot moist air rising, carrying H2O from oceans upwards to expand and condense into sunlight-

reflecting cloud cover.  This H2O negative-feedback effect on CO2 is ignored in models that assume that warm moist air does

not rise and form sunlight-reflecting clouds, but remains as humid air near sea level, absorbing infrared radiation from the sun,

and approximately doubling the temperature rises predicted from atmospheric CO2 increases.  This false positive-feedback

(amplification) due to the assumed non-bouyancy of warm air is vital for greenhouse effect climate disaster predictions.  The

reality is temperature is independent of CO2. Dr Ferenc Miskolczi resigned from a NASA contractor due to its censorship of

his NOAA data based evidence of falling global humidity levels between 1948 and 2008, showing that this effect alone has

cancelled out temperature effect from CO2 emissions.  Dr Zagoni was later fired for working on Miskolczi’s theory.  The

variations of CO2 during Earth’s geological record were all driven by rapid temperature changes by means other than CO2

variations, which on planets with 71% ocean by area are a response to climate change caused an imbalance between CO2

absorbers and emitters (not a cause of climate change). Rainforests (CO2 sinks) can be killed off by temperature fall rates

which can be compensated for by the migration of CO2 emitting animals.  A drop in global temperature caused an increase in

the atmospheric CO2 level indirectly, due to the fact that rainforests cannot migrate as quickly as animals, and are therefore

more likely to be killed.  An increase in global temperatures had the opposite effect, allowing dense rainforests to proliferate

faster than the rate of increase of CO2 emitting animals.  Therefore, the fossil record correlation between CO2 and temperature

has nothing to do with a direct mechanism for CO2 to affect temperature.  A discussion of the “tree-ring temperature proxy”

pseudo-science and inaccuracies in recent satellite temperature data due to the effect of cloud cover is given, explaining the

faking of the temperature record “hockey stick graph” as exposed in the climategate scandal.  Finally, the history of biased

groupthink subjectivity delusions in political abuses of science is discussed, and methods for overcoming it are suggested.

Introduction

Fig. 1: NOAA data disproving the correlation between CO2 rises and mean temperature: the “greenhouse” addition from the

25% rise in CO2 is from 1948-2009 was cancelled by the 1% fall in H2O air humidity (H2O is 30 times stronger than CO2).



Fig. 2: Josh’s 2011 illustration from James Delingpole’s Telegraph blog, showing the relative importance of H2O compared to

CO2 as a greenhouse gas.  H2O vapour as a greenhouse gas is 30 times stronger than CO2.  Therefore, the NOAA measured

1% decrease in the average total atmospheric column H2O vapour (humidity) from 1948-2009 shown is Fig. 1 is equivalent to

a 1% x 30 = 30% fall in CO2.  Since CO2 has only increased by 25% during this period (from 310 to 388 ppm), it follows that

the fall in humidity has cancelled out the temperature effects from the CO2 pumped into the atmosphere!  The cartoon points to

errors in a January 2011 BBC Horizon spin-show by Sir Paul “AGW hero” Nurse (Illustration credit: Josh at the Telegraph.)

Fig. 3: typical example of scare-mongering “Keeling curve”-type graphical plots of so-called “greenhouse gas” emissions.

Notice first H2O water vapour is not included, although it is a greenhouse gas 30 times stronger than the strongest “greenhouse

gas” shown in the graph, CO2.  Secondly, notice that the vertical scales don’t begin at zero, so the vertical change suggested

by a glance at such graphs is grossly exaggerated, suggesting a many-fold increase when in fact the total human-caused

increase in CO2 has been under 40%. Third, methane concentrations use the right-handed scale calibrated in parts per billion,

whereas the other curves use the left-handed axis in parts per million.  This again gives a false “at a glance” impression that

methane emissions from thawing permafrost are overtaking CO2 emissions, when this is not true.  All of these “errors” can be

“justified” by usual scientific practices, e.g. of trying to trim curves to focus on the data presented, rather than leaving large

blank spaces between the zero axis and the data.  However, in such a contentious subject, rife with biases, this graph trimming

practice is being misused deliberately to obfuscate, passing off false impressions about the magnitude of the release of

greenhouse gases.  At a glance, these curves show impressive sharp increases, but when you take account of the fall in the H2O

humidity level (negative feedback), these rises are cancelled out so far as the overall greenhouse gas content is concerned.

These “hockey-stick” like Keeling curve type graphs are therefore a major cause for misunderstanding the “greenhouse effect”;

they are the future “climategate 2.0” crisis lying in waiting.  The media still fails to grasp the H2O-negative feedback scandal.



Fig. 4: graph of satellite-based alleged temperature rise from 1979-2008, from the powerpoint slide presentation, “Recent

Evidence for Reduced Climate Sensitivity” by Roy W. Spencer (Principal Research Scientist, University of Alabama,

Huntsville, March 4, 2008).  Spencer was concerned with investigating the possibility of increased cloud cover causing a

negative feedback or reduced positive feedback of H2O on alleged AGW “greenhouse gas emissions”, but he did not question

the mechanism by which satellites allegedly determine average global temperatures.  The weak point is that 62% of the Earth’s

surface is covered by cloud, so satellites can only directly determine the temperature of the 38% that is uncovered, and this

produces an obvious bias, giving a spurious temperature rise indication if the cloud cover is increasing gradually with CO2.

Fig. 5: composite analysis of the 15 strongest tropical intraseasonal oscillations from 2000-2005 in tropospheric temperature

using weather satellites NOAA-15 and NOAA-16, showing strong evidence that as the air heats up, H2O has a negative cloud

cover feedback not the positive feedback assumed in computer models of climate disaster from CO2.  Source: Spencer et al.,

2007: with 4 instruments from 3 satellites, Spencer et al. studied a composite of 15 tropical intraseasonal oscillations (ISO) in

tropospheric temperature, using 2 Separate Satellites (NOAA-15 & NOAA-16). Source: Spencer, Braswell, Christy, & Hnilo,

2007: Cloud and Radiation Budget Changes Associated with Tropical Intraseasonal Oscillations, Geophysical Research

Letters, August 9.



Fig. 6: graph from Spencer’s powerpoint presentation showing how the UN’s IPCC global warming predictions are totally

dependent upon strong positive-feedback from H2O.  If H2O had a zero-feedback, then doubling the CO2 in the atmosphere

would produce a temperature rise of only 1 C.  IPCC models assume falsely a positive-feedback that at least doubles this zero-

feedback temperature rise prediction.  If there is negative-feedback from H2O, then the CO2 effect can be completely negated.

So far, CO2 has risen only by 25% from 1948.  If there is negative-feedback, as in the NOAA data showing a fall in global

humidity from 1948-2009, then the predicted temperature rise in 2100 is nothing.

[TO BE CONTINUED, draft working paper.  25 March 2011.]


