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 What is geology?

 What are our responsibilities as professional geologists?

 What is happening in the world of K thru 12 education?

 What is happening in the world of post-secondary 
education?

 What is happening in government?

 What are the issues which attend debates on the safety 
of fracking?

 What are the issues surrounding the debate on climate 
change?



 Our science is the study…
“…of the planet Earth – the materials of which it is made, 
the processes that act on those materials, the products 
formed, and the history of the planet and its life forms 
since its origin. Geology considers the physical forces that 
act on the Earth, the chemistry of its constituent 
materials, and the biology of its past inhabitants.. The 
knowledge thus obtained is placed in the service of man…” 
(emphasis added).



 Taking this one step further, this analysis of what we 
should or should not concern ourselves with, we can 
consider stratigraphy…

“The science of rock strata …and their 
interpretation in terms of environment or mode of 
origin and geologic history.”

 I suggest that the logical extension of “environment” is 
climate. So who better to provide the information of 
what our earth’s climate has been through time than 
geologists?



 ESEA
The Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) was 
part of President Lyndon B. Johnson’s Great Society 
program. Passed in 1965, it created a clear role for the 
federal government in K-12 policy.

The law has been reauthorized and changed more than 
half a dozen times since that initial legislation. And, for 
the most part, each new iteration has sought to expand the 
federal role in education.



 No Child Left Behind
The No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB), which passed 
Congress in 2001 and was signed into law by President 
George W. Bush on Jan. 8, 2002, is the name for the most 
recent update to the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965. The NCLB law—which grew out of concern 
that the American education system was no longer 
internationally competitive—significantly increased the 
federal role in holding schools responsible for the 
academic progress of all students. 



 Common Core
The Common Core State Standards Initiative is an 
educational initiative in the United States that details 
what K–12 students should know in English language arts 
and mathematics at the end of each grade.

 Next Generation Science Standards
The Next Generation Science Standards is a multi-state 
effort to create new education standards that are "rich in 
content and practice, arranged in a coherent manner 
across disciplines and grades to provide all students an 
internationally benchmarked science education."



“The standards  lack any teaching of the physics of heat, or 
the relationship between radiant heat and energy. There is no 
appreciation of the role the sun plays in affecting climate, or 
of the relative impact of human contributions. In practice, 
therefore, the national standards are simply propaganda 
fitting the party line of the global climate change alarmists.”

Wanless, 2016



The West Virginia BOE recently took a lot of heat for 
suggesting changes to the NGSS they had unwisely adopted 
early in 2015. NGSS assumes human-caused global warming 
as a persistent feature of Earth’s climate, but the BOE voted 
in December for a more nuanced approach. Rather than 
assuming anthropogenic global warming, as NGSS insist 
upon, they want to encourage debate.



The Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS) approved by 
the Kentucky Board of Education (BOE), and likely to be 
adopted in many other states, revolutionizes the classroom 
landscape for millions of students. Like Common Core it 
recommends that educators identify global warming as a core 
concept and stress the relationship between global warming 
and human activity.



In March 2016 a bill was introduced in the House to withdraw 
Kentucky from both NGSS and the Common Core Standards. 
The concern is that Common Core and NGSS effectively 
remove state and local control of educational standards and 
surrender them to a private third party, deeply vested in 
federal visions of what good citizens should learn and think.



Next Gen Standards say the students will know how to do 
this:
“Use a model to describe how variations in the flow of 
energy into and out of Earth’s systems result in changes 
in climate. Clarification Statement: Examples of the 
causes of climate change differ by timescale, over 1-10 
years: large volcanic eruption, ocean circulation; 10-100s 
of years: changes in human activity, ocean circulation, 
solar output;…”

That all climate change is due to human activity is 
implicitly denied, as it should be.

Oregon has also adopted the new Next Generation 
Science Standards, as have most states.



In an outrageous fit of activism the Portland School 
Board has banned the teaching of climate science.

Here is the actual order from the School Board to 
the Portland Public Schools (PPS):
“PPS will abandon the use of any adopted text 
material that is found to express doubt about the 
severity of the climate crisis or its root in human 
activities.”

What must now be taught is that there is a severe 
climate crisis caused by humans. The problem is 
that this is not what the Oregon Science 
Education Standards specify that students should 
learn.



Several states have recently introduced bills that could interfere with the teaching of 
scientifically founded theories on climate change in public school science curricula.

A bill in South Dakota would require each school board to adopt a code of ethics that 
prevents public school elementary and secondary school teachers from advocating "for 
any issue that is part of a political party platform at the national, state, or local level." 
The Arizona legislature introduced a nearly identical bill.

Virginia legislators proposed a bill with similar language, arguing that some teachers are 
abusing taxpayer dollars to "speak to captive audiences of students in an attempt to 
indoctrinate or influence students to adopt specific political and ideological positions 
on issues of social and political controversy ... under the guise of 'teaching for social 
justice' and other sectarian doctrines."

In Maine, a comparable bill states that "the rules must require a teacher to provide 
students with materials supporting both sides of a controversial issue being addressed 
and to present both sides in a fair-minded, nonpartisan manner."

Science education groups are concerned that these bills, if enacted, would limit 
instruction on anthropogenic climate change, which is a key tenet of state and federal 
Democratic Party platforms. In the case of Maine, the bill could require teachers to 
discuss climate change as a disputed theory and present disproven theories for the 
global rise in temperatures as valid.

Pacific Standard, February 19, 2019





Two professors at the University of Northern Colorado were 
investigated after students complained that they were forced 
to hear opposing viewpoints.

Never mind that neither professor wasn't even expressing his 
own opinion — the students just wanted the discussion shut 
down. And the school obliged.



Three professors co-teaching an online course called 
“Medical Humanities in the Digital Age” at the University of 
Colorado-Colorado Springs recently told their students via 
email that man-made climate change is not open for debate, 
and those who think otherwise have no place in their course:

“The point of departure for this course is based on the 
scientific premise that human induced climate change is 
valid and occurring. We will not, at any time, debate the 
science of climate change, nor will the ‘other side’ of the 
climate change debate be taught or discussed in this course,” 
states the email.

Kate Hardiman, Univ of Notre Dame, 8/31/2016
in The College Fix



Valentina Zharkova, a professor at Northumbria
University at Newcastle in the United Kingdom, said 
the Royal Astronomical Society received requests to 
withdraw a press release on her team’s latest research 
pointing to a significant drop in solar activity by mid-
century. 

“Some of them [scientists] were welcoming and 
discussing. But some of them were quite, I would say, 
pushy, …“They were trying to actually silence us. Some 
of them contacted the Royal Astronomical Society 
demanding behind our back that they withdraw our 
press release.” -- Valerie Richardson , The Washington 
Times, 10 August 2016



You may not have noticed but our sun has gone as blank 
as a cue ball. As in, it’s lost its spots. According to 
scientists, this unsettling phenomenon is a sign we are 
heading for a mini ice age. 



Data from NASA’s TIMED satellite show that the 
thermosphere (the uppermost layer of air around our 
planet) is cooling and shrinking, literally decreasing the 
radius of the atmosphere.

To help track the latest developments, Martin Mlynczak of 
NASA’s Langley Research Center and his colleagues recently 
introduced the “Thermosphere Climate Index.”
The Thermosphere Climate Index (TCI) tells how much 
heat nitric oxide (NO) molecules are dumping into space. 
During Solar Maximum, TCI is high (meaning “Hot”); 
during Solar Minimum, it is low (meaning “Cold”).

“Right now, it is very low indeed … 10 times smaller than we 
see during more active phases of the solar cycle,” says 
Mlynczak



“If current trends continue, it could soon set a 
Space Age record for cold,” says Mlynczak. “We’re 
not there quite yet, but it could happen in a matter 
of months.”                                 September 27, 2018



The Climategate emails leaked in 2009 revealed 
intimidation against academics and journal editors who 
voiced doubts about the forthcoming Armageddon. 

“Kevin and I will keep them out somehow – even if we have to redefine 
what the peer review literature is.”

“…If you think that Saiers is in the greenhouse skeptics camp, then, if we 
can find some documentary evidence of this, we could go through 
official AGU channels and get him ousted.”

“…don’t pass it along.”
“…hide the decline.”
“…can’t account for the lack of warming.”
“Leave it to you to delete as appropriate.”
“I will be hiding behind them.”
“…delete any emails you may have had.”



Dr. Judith Curry, National Press Club, September 2014:

“If I were a non-tenured scientist, I would fear for my 
job! But I am a senior scientist with retirement in 
sight, so I can afford to do what I want, say what I 
think.”



Geologists at the University of Cincinnati just 
wrapped up a three-year investigation of hydraulic 
fracturing and its impact on local water supplies.

The result?  There’s no evidence that fracking 
contaminates drinking water. Researchers hoped to 
keep these findings secret.

Why would a public research university boasting a 
top-100 geology program deliberately hide its work? 
Because, as lead researcher Amy Townsend-Small 
explained, “our funders, the groups that had given 
us funding in the past, were a little disappointed in 
our results. They feel that fracking is scary and so 
they were hoping our data could point to a reason 
to ban it.”



A review of the available research bears out these 
claims. Consider the Ground Water Protection 
Council’s recent study on gas exploration in Ohio, from 
1983 until 2007, and in Texas, from 1993 until 2008.

According to that report, neither officials in Texas nor 
those in Ohio “identified a single groundwater 
contamination incident…at any of these horizontal 
shale gas wells” during those periods.

Since 1947 over one million wells have been 
hydraulically fractured.

Only one case of demonstrated induced seismicity 
from hydraulic fracturing for shale gas has been 
documented worldwide (Blackpool, England – 2011).



New NASA Study Undercuts EPA, Finds Fracking Not to 
Blame for Increased Methane Emissions

Posted by: Katie Brown, PhD
Washington DC
March 11, 2016

Just one day after the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
announced it will regulate methane emissions from existing 
sources of oil and natural gas in order to “combat climate 
change,” scientists at the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) have released a new study finding 
that oil and natural gas producers are not to blame for a 
global increase in methane emissions. In fact, according to 
the researchers, the increased emissions are instead coming 
from wetlands and agriculture.



Over-reliance on models, misapplication of 
statistical methods, and lack of repeatability are the 
hallmarks of the new pseudoscience that is replacing 
the traditional practice of science, real science. 

Science, September  1, 2015

Modeling is not true science; modeling is just 
playing with hypotheses, so there is actually very 
little climate science being done. Moreover, given 
that the models all assume AGW, it is no wonder 
that many climate scientists endorse AGW. It is 
built into their work.





California SB 1161: Makes Questioning “Climate Change” a 
Sue-able (Criminal?) Offense.

Section 2(b) of the bill declares it the California legislature’s 
policy to promote “redress for unfair competition practices 
committed by entities that have deceived, confused, or 
misled the public on the risks of climate change or financially 
supported activities that have deceived, confused, or misled 

the public on those risks”



Promoted as making it easier to sue fossil fuel 
companies over their involvements in public 
debate, the bill would lift the four-year statute of 
limitations of the state’s already extremely liberal 
Unfair Competition Law, otherwise known as s. 
17200— and retrospectively, so as to revive decades’ 
worth of time-lapsed claims “with respect to 
scientific evidence regarding the existence, extent, 
or current or future impacts of anthropogenic-
induced climate change.”



The top law enforcement officers in 16 states have 
formed a coalition to investigate and prosecute 
companies that don’t agree with them on climate 
change. In other words, those not practicing orthodoxy 
will be punished.

“We cannot continue to allow the fossil fuel industry or 
any industry to treat our atmosphere like an open sewer 
or mislead the public about the impact they have on the 
health of our people and the health of our planet,” Gore 
said in a news conference held in Manhattan.

Standing next to Gore was New York Attorney General 
Eric Schneiderman, who promised that the group of 
state attorneys general will hunt down the global 
warming heretics and punish them.



Investor's Business Daily
Editorials 

Attorneys General Create Axis For Global 

Warming Shakedown 
A coalition of state attorneys general wants to leave 

businesses that don't agree with its global warming 

views as cracked and dry as a drought-weary lake 

bed. (AP) 3/31/2016





In news that should shock and anger Americans, U.S. 
Attorney General Loretta Lynch told the Senate Judiciary 
Committee on Wednesday that not only has she 
discussed internally the possibility of pursuing civil 
actions against so-called “climate change deniers,” but 
she has “referred it to the FBI to consider whether or not 
it meets the criteria for which we could take action.” --
Hans von Spakovsky, The Daily Signal, 10 March 2016



Last summer, taking his lead from the Inquisition, 
Democratic senator Sheldon Whitehouse proposed that 
anti-racketeering laws be used to shut down the 
“climate denial network” and the work of scientists who 
have “consistently published papers downplaying the 
role of carbon emissions in climate change.”



Interior Secretary Sally Jewel, 2014:

“I hope there are no climate change deniers in the 
Department of Interior.”



None of this should be a surprise: 

In 2007 and 2008, candidate Obama declared his intention to 
destroy fossil fuel energy in America and around the world, 
calling for “emissions targets” that would make it illegal to 
use more than 20 percent of today’s levels. (Epstein, 2014, The 
Moral Case for Fossil Fuels).

“At the dawn of the twenty-first century, the country that 
faced down the tyranny of fascism and communism is now 
called to challenge the tyranny of oil… For the sake of our 
security, our economy, our jobs and our planet, the age of oil 
must end in our time.”

Barack Obama, “Remarks to the Detroit Economic Club,”
May 7, 2007, speech, Detroit, MI, The American 
Presidency Project



In November (2015), massive manipulation and 
falsification of the surface temperature record by 
NASA and NOAA were exposed in a detailed analysis 
by German scientist Friedrich-Karl Ewert titled "NASA 
GISS Temperature Records Altered - Why?" 

In January (2016) some 300 scientists signed a letter to 
Congressman Smith supporting his investigation into 
NOAA. 





Figure 4: Temperature station data for Brenham Texas. The upper graph was downloaded from the NASA 
GISS data base in late 2012. The lower graph was downloaded from the same site in mid 2008.  Two degrees 
of cooling have been added to the 2012 curve for several years between 1900 and 1940 and again for several 
years between 1955 and 1985. As a result, the Brenham Station now shows an overall warming trend, 
whereas in 2008 the data showed a generally cooling trend.



Senator Inhofe has also called for investigation of the 
scientific improprieties revealed in the CRU emails:

“The notion that these scientists tried to declare the science 
settled for personal reasons is disgraceful. …They were 
purposefully misrepresenting the facts. They tried to make 
America believe, and it worked, for a time. …We’ve had 
warming, then cooling, then warming, then cooling again. I’m 
delighted that people are discovering that the science has been 
cooked for a long period of time.

“There are tremendous economic ramifications to what these 
guys are trying to do…The IPCC for years has been costing the 
government so much money, and now, wasted time in trying to 
pass faulty legislation based on bad data.”

Robert Costa, “Inhofe: CRU Scandal 
Bigger than ACORN Flap,” National 
Review online, November 24, 2009



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF

CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiff,

v.

B.P. P.L.C., et al.,

Defendants.

Case No. C 17-06011 WHA

Case No. C 17-06012 WHA

Hearing Date: March 21, 2018 at 8:00 a.m.

ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION OF

WILLIAM HAPPER, STEVEN E. KOONIN,

AND RICHARD S. LINDZEN FOR LEAVE

TO SUBMIT PRESENTATION IN

RESPONSE TO THE COURT’S

TUTORIAL QUESTIONS

The Honorable William H. Alsup



“Our overview of climate science is framed through four statements:

1. The climate is always changing; changes like those of the past half-
century are common in the geologic record, driven by powerful natural 
phenomena
2. Human influences on the climate are a small (1%) perturbation to 
natural energy flows
3. It is not possible to tell how much of the modest recent warming can be
ascribed to human influences
4. There have been no detrimental changes observed in the most salient
climate variables and today’s projections of future changes are highly
Uncertain

We offer supporting evidence for each of these statements drawn almost 
exclusively from the Climate
Science Special Report (CSSR) issued by the US government in November, 2017 
or from the Fifth
Assessment Report (AR5) issued in 2013-14 by the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change or
from the refereed primary literature.”



IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
APRIL 24, 2018
Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. WARREN, Ms. HARRIS, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mrs.
FEINSTEIN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. 
SANDERS) introduced
the following bill; which was read twice and referred to 
the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation

A BILL To authorize the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration to establish a Climate 
Change Education Program, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 2 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 3 This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Climate Change Education Act’’. 5 SEC. 2. 
FINDINGS. 6 Congress makes the following findings: 7 
(1) The evidence for human-induced climate change is 
overwhelming and undeniable.



So, what’s driving these passions and behaviors?







But the bottom line is the political science, not the 
climate science, as Obama White House Science 
Advisor John Holdren has previously revealed. He 
has stated, “A massive campaign must be launched 
to…de-develop the United States…bringing our 
economic system (especially patterns of 
consumption) into line with the realities of ecology 
and the global resource situation….We must design a 
stable, low consumption economy in which there is a 
much more equitable distribution of wealth.”

Peter Ferrara in Forbes, May 18, 2014



The alarmists keep telling us their concern about 
global warming is all about man's stewardship of the 
environment



But we know that's not true



At a news conference last week (2015) in Brussels, 
Christiana Figueres, executive secretary of U.N.'s 
Framework Convention on Climate Change, admitted 
that the goal of environmental activists is not to save the 
world from ecological calamity but to destroy capitalism.



"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 at least 150 
years, since the Industrial Revolution. …This is probably 
the most difficult task we have ever given ourselves, which 
is to intentionally transform the economic development 
model for the first time in human history." 

--Investor's Business Daily, 10 February 2015



Maurice Strong, Chairman, First international meeting 
on global warming, Rio de Janeiro, 1992:

“Isn’t the only hope for the planet that the industrialized 
civilizations collapse? Isn’t it our responsibility to bring 
that about?”

“Our concept of ballot-box democracy may need to be 
modified to produce a strong central government 
capable of making difficult decisions.”



Strobe Talbert, Deputy Secretary of State under Clinton:

“Nationhood as we know it will be obsolete – all states 
will recognize a single global authority… National 
Sovereignty wasn’t such a good idea.”



Vice President Biden and Defense Secretary Hagel, 2014

“We are moving towards a new world order.”



Ottmar Odenhofer, UN-IPCC lead author, 4th IPCC 
Report, in an interview Nov. 18, 2010:

“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.”



Richard Benedict, then Deputy Assistant of State, head 
of the policy divisions of the US State Department:

“A global warming treaty must be implemented 
even if there is no scientific evidence to back the 
(enhanced) greenhouse effect.”

S. Fred Singer and Dennis T. Avery,
Unstoppable Global Warming, 2007, p.210.



Dana Rohrabacher, U.S. Representative, California:

“Global warming is a fraud being used as a tool to create 
a Global Government.”



Jacques Cousteau explicitly proclaims the need to 
depopulate the earth :

November 1991 UNESCO Courier

“The damage people cause to the planet is a function 
of demographics - it is equal to the degree of 
development. [The single country] America burdens 
the earth much more than twenty Bangladeshes.... 
This is a terrible thing to say. In order to stabilize 
world population, we must eliminate 350,000 people 
per day. It is a horrible thing to say, but it's just as bad 
not to say it.”

https://www.votervoice.net/BroadcastLinks/mvBTcXHqSu1SLNfw8J6sMA


 “Human happiness, and certainly human fecundity, are not 
as important as a wild and healthy planet. …(Some claim) 
that people are part of nature but it isn’t true. …we became 
a cancer. We have become a plague upon ourselves and 
upon the Earth. It is cosmically unlikely that the developed 
world will choose to end its orgy of fossil-energy 
consumption, and the Third World its suicidal 
consumption of landscape. Until such time as Homo 
sapiens should decide to rejoin nature, some of us can only 
hope for the right virus to come along.”

David M. Graber, research biologist, National Park Service in the Los 
Angeles Times, Oct. 22, 1989



But there are other ways to achieve those ends – a “pristine” 
planet and smaller population.

Simply eliminate the world’s access to 
inexpensive energy –

declare war on fossil fuels 
and eliminate them.

Problem solved, capitalism destroyed 
in the developed world, and 

“wealth” transferred to the Third World
where fossil fuel use is not curtailed.



So, enter the EPA and its activities:

- Control CO2 “pollution” via the Clean Air Act –>

- Control commercial aircraft emissions

- Cause 244 coal plants to close

- Push all major coal producers to backrupcy

- Declare that all residential energy will be renewable 
by 2030 (requiring 500 million solar panels at a cost 
of $1 trillion)



Dr. Patrick Moore in “Confessions of a Greenpeace 
Dropout”:

“There is no definitive scientific proof, through real-
world observations, that CO2 is responsible for 
warming of the globe.”

“It doesn't matter how beautiful your theory is, it 
doesn't matter how smart you are. If it doesn't agree 
with experiment, it's wrong.” Richard Feynman





“…cooling has always resulted in major social upheavals, 
whereas warming has sometimes led to a blossoming of 
culture. If we can learn anything from the history of 
culture, it is that, even if humans were ‘children of the 
Ice Age’, civilization was a product of climatic warming.”

Behringer, 2010, A Cultural History of Climate





“The future is hard to foresee. Serious scientists 
should refrain from slipping into the role of 
Nostradamus. Computer simulations cannot be 
better than the premises that guided the input of 
data: they show what is expected to happen, not 
the actual future. The history of the sciences is 
also a history of false theories and wrong 
predictions.”

Behringer, 2010, A Cultural History of Climate





http://stevengoddard.files.wordpress.com/2013/05/screenhunter_384-may-20-21-58.jpg
http://stevengoddard.files.wordpress.com/2013/05/screenhunter_375-may-20-18-51.jpg
http://stevengoddard.files.wordpress.com/2013/05/screenhunter_376-may-20-18-53.jpg






“In climate research and modeling, we should recognize 
that we are dealing with a coupled non-linear chaotic 
system, and therefore that long-term prediction of 
future climate states is not possible.”

IPCC Climate Change 2000, 
Chapter 8, “Model Evaluation”, 
p.774

“Anyone who claims to know what climate changes will 
occur in a year, a decade, or even longer ahead is either a 
fraud or a fool.”

Larry Bell, Climate of Corruption, 
2011, p.215.



 Inappropriate standards

o Inadequate

o Unevenly applied

o Prejudicial

 Science

o Ignores data

o Presents modeling as “hard science”

 Suppression of alternatives

 Self-censorship

 Misrepresentation of data

o Alteration of data



“Corrupt science that supports these travesties has many 
complicit agents. It is perpetrated by sponsors who fail 
to provide competent oversight; by ideologically, 
politically, and financially driven authorities who twist 
and exploit conclusions; and by lockstep, headline-
hungry media organizations that emphasize 
sensationalism over substance. And we can’t forget those 
among us who, through complacency and denial in the 
face of obvious deception, willingly forfeit demands for 
accountability. When we abrogate that responsibility, 
perhaps we become culpable too.”

Larry Bell, Climate of Corruption, 2011, p.236.





Climate change is the biggest scam in 
the history of the world – a $1.5 trillion-a-
year conspiracy against the taxpayer, 
every cent, penny and centime of which 
ends in the pockets of the wrong kind of 
people, none of which goes towards a 
cause remotely worth funding, all of it a 
complete and utter waste.



Extra slides



 “The Great Global Warming Blunder” by Roy W. Spencer, 2010

 “Climate of Corruption” by Larry Bell, 2011

 “A Disgrace to the Profession, Vol. 1” by Mark Steyn, 2015

 “The Moral Case for Fossil Fuels” by Alex Epstein, 2014

 “Unstoppable Global Warming – Every 1,500 Years” 

by S. Fred Singer and Dennis T. Avery, 2007

 “Fire, Ice, and Paradise” by H. Leighton Steward, 2009

 “Climate Change Facts” Alan Moran ed., 2015

 “Times of Feast, Times of Famine” by Emmanuel Le Roy     
Ladurie,1971



 “The Great Global Warming Swindle”
https://video.search.yahoo.com/search/video;_ylt=AwrBT_t4
JddXHQoA9qFXNyoA;_ylu=X3oDMTEyMm43aWFsBGNvbG
8DYmYxBHBvcwMxBHZ0aWQDQjE5MTBfMQRzZWMDc2
M-?p=The+Great+Global+Warming&fr=mcafee
 Professor Ian Plimmer
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iEPW_P7GVB8
 Patrick Moore
https://www.prageru.com/courses/environmental-
science/what-they-havent-told-you-about-climate-
change#.Vc4sj_lViko
 Stefan Molyneux
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yTTaXqVEGkU



In 2013 The Los Angeles Times said it would “no longer publish letters from 
climate change deniers”, in which category it included sceptics. 

In 2014 the BBC upheld a complaint against itself for allowing Lord Lawson 
to discuss climate change at all, commenting bizarrely that his views “are not 
supported by the evidence from computer modelling”.

The editor of this newspaper received a private letter last week from Lord 
Krebs and 12 other members of the House of Lords expressing unhappiness 
with two articles by its environment correspondent. Conceding that The 
Times’s reporting of the Paris climate conference had been balanced and 
comprehensive, it denounced the two articles about studies by mainstream 
academics in the scientific literature, which provided less than alarming 
assessments of climate change.





Dr. Patrick J. Michaels and Dr. Richard S. Lindzen, 
writing in June (2015) at the blog "Watts Up With That", 
commented on the National Oceanic & Atmospheric 
Administration's (NOAA) use of unreliable water 
temperature records to create a spurious new record to 
support alarmist claims: "As has been acknowledged by 
numerous scientists, the engine intake data are clearly 
contaminated by heat conduction from the structure, 
and as such, never intended for scientific use." 




