Maybe Mark Twain predicted “Climategate.” By Michael S. Coffman, Ph.D.

v now, every literate person in the western world knows
that thousands of highly compromising emails and
documents, some shocking, were hacked or leaked in
late November from the British Climatic Research Unit Uni-
versity of East Anglia (CRU). The CRU is one of the world’s
leading research centers on climate change as well as the
repository of all surface-temperature data worldwide. It
played a key role in the IPCC's fourth Assessment Report in

2007. The IPCC assessment provided the scientific basis of
policy negotiations at the Copenhagen Climate Conference
last December and the current cap-and-trade legislation in
the L5, Senate, The general picture of the series of emails is
one of collusion, exaggeration of warming data, manipulation
of data, conspiracy, possible illegal destruction of data and
embarrassing information, and organized resistance to any-
one who defies them.

Skeptics of man-caused global warming
have long suspected that top-level alarmuist
scientists were cooking the books o provide
the "proof” that man was causing global
warming. The only way that the integrity of
the data could be verified is to use the raw
data and duplicate the summarization
provess. That data ane howsed only i Britain's
Climate Research Unit. For vears, dozens of
requests by well-qualified scientists 1o obtain
copies of the data have been refused by the
CRLU because of alleged confidentiality agree-
ments. The only data the CRU gave the scien-

(MOAA) and Mabonal Air and Space Adman-
istration (NASA); and Japan’s Meteorological
Agency (IMA). There is good agreement
betwsen these data sources, Alarmists and
mair srearm miedia have repeatedly assured us
that even if the CRU data have boen corrupt-
cl. the ather three data sources have not, and
therefore can be used as substitutes, Since
they show the same dramatic risc in tempera-
ture stapting m the 1970, what happened o
the CRU data iz irredevant. Therein lies the
first major deception. Roger Pidke, one of the

dation w one of the foundations of scence,
(hher scientists, sspecally sheptical scientists,
must be able to duplicate results using the
same data, That the man-caused, global-
warming, hvpothesis was acoepted without thas
validation is highly unusnal, to put it midhy:

Iin 2000, the Brivish Parliament passed a
freedom of misrmation act that 1ok effect in
2005. This caused all k nds of panic within
the CRU group as evidenced in this Feh. 2,
005 el from Phil Jones, the head of CRU,
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tific world were summarized, harmonized for
continuity and cheaned of outlier data (data
outside normal error limats). The revelations
of these emaiks and documents written by sci-
entists associated with alarmism over global
wiarming gave prood that skeptical scientists
weere ustified m their suspicons,

Lhata to prove that major ghobal warming
has occured over the last half of the 20th cen-
tury came from four sources; the Brtish CHL
(including the Hadley Center); the USs
Mational Oceanic and Atmospheric Agency

A s EANCGE MAGATIME = SPRING J0I0

beading climatologists in the United States,
provides strong evidence that almaost all the
NOAA, MASA, and WA data sets are derived

from the same CRU summarzned data set, [T

the semmarteed CELY data are cormupted, all
data sourges ane cormupted in exactly the same
sty This also excplains why there & such tight
agreement between the four sounces, and why
skeptical scientists repeatedly requested only
the CRU raw data and ol the others,

Far vears, the CRU stonewalled any
requicst by skeptics to obtain the CRU raw data
i vabdate iis summarteed data sct. This vali-

and Michael Mann, principle author of the
totally discredited hocker-stick cunas

“lust sent loads of station data to Scott.
Make sure he documests evervihing better
this time! And don't keawe stuff lying around
on fip sites—you never know who is trawling
them. The two MMs [Saphen Mcintyne and
Rows MeKitnck, who proved Michadd Mann's
hockey-stick curve was bogus] have been after
the CHLU station data fior years. If they ever
hear there is a Freedom of Information Act
now in the LK., | think I'll delete the file
rather than send to anyone. Does your similar
act in the U.S. force you to respond to



The Original IPCC Hockey Stick Graph
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enquirics within 20 days? Ours does! The
UK. works on precedents, so the first request
awill fest i W also have o data protection act,
which 1 will hide behind. Tom Wigley has sent
e & worried email when he heard about it—
thought people could ask him for his model
code. He has retired officially from UEA so he
can hide behind that”

Phil fomes” emad 1o Michael Mann cleary
shows a pattern of deliberate stonewalling. If
Jones did deliberately delete the raw data, his
wonaled be a crimanal act, The CRLTS fears were
realized in subsequent years when Stephen
Mclntyre and others repeatedly tried to use
the Freedom of Information Act to obitain the
raw data. Finally, in 2009, Jones notified
McIntyre that the raw data were somehow
“accidently deleted.” When that created a
firestorm of controversy, Jones changed the

story, claiming the deletion of the raw data
with essary because they "needed the com-
puter space.” Again, after a controversial
mowe, fenes said that they found it wasn't all
deleted. The CRU, he said, would shortly
release the data that sill existed. As of this
writing. confusion still reigns. All these
machinations suggest that Phil Jones may
have deleted that part of the raw data thar
blows their man-caused theory apart, just as
hie said b would in his 2005 email to Michael
Mann.

For scientists and those who depend on
their work, this situation is extremely serious.
Rivw data are never deleted in science because
it would prevent research results from ever
being verified and duplicated using the origi-
nal data. This s at the core of the scentific
miethod. Thus, the entire “Climategate™ affair

tends to discredit every research study that
used the CRU-summarized data, It may
mean that there is no longer any original
empirical scientific data that even suggests
that man 15 responsble for the 20th century
warmning. Even the computer modeds used to
prove man-caused global warming are made
inwiadicd becaise they all use CRLT dita in their
midels.

Jomes may be facing crininal charges if it
is shown he did delete the daa. Amazingly,
rather than resigning to rotect the CRU
from being dragged through a political and
legal nightmare, Jones has refused guilt in
doing anything wrong and bas prochimed his
innocence by yet another email. He was final-
Iy forced to step down in early December,
pending an imestigation,

A rigorous investigation will only begin
with the mone than 50 emails dating badk to
the 199406 that chearly show 3 continuss pat-
tern of collusion, conspiracy, and vicious
attacks on prominent skeptical scientists. Any
science that disagrees with their man-caused
dopma was automatically declared a8 “crap”
and “junk science” This is laughable. It was
this same CRL group, bed by Michad Mann,
which published the infamous “hockey-stick™
paper. The hockey-stick curve became the
centerpicce of the 2000 1PCC report. The
paper and s respective corve derved from
tree-ring studies were later acposed as fraudu-
lent because inappropriate statistics were used
in the study, After years of stonewalling, the
hockey-stick authors wene forced to release
the raw data they used to construct the
curve—aid, just s their emails implied, key
data were deliberately omitted, When the
missing data were induded in the curve com-
putation, the late-20th cemury termperature
spike disappeared.

The CRU group even attacked peer-
reviewed science publications that dared o
publish a skeptic’s article, In another series of
emails, they discussed the need to get rid of an
editor they didn’t like fsom Geophysical
Resrrch Letters, one of the premier publishers
of scientific papers on global warming. They
eventually succeeded. In yet another emsail, an
editor asked for suggestions as o which
reviewers o send a skeptic’s paper to im order
tov get it rejected. Jones responded with a list of
reviewers, siying "l of them koo the sons of
things 1o say.without any prompting,”

In one case, Michael Menn and Phil Jones
threatened actually to discredin Clinate
Research, which had published several of the
skeptics’ papers. In another, Jones told
Michael Mann that he was going o make
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‘World (ilshal Temperaturs Departures [atassis

insist that warming

will resume wath a
vengeance. But how
can it when Tren-
berth also admits
that "we are not
close to balancing
the energy
budget...and
whether clouds are
changing 1o make
the planet brighter”
This 15 not science. It
is possibly the grem-
st poditical fraud in

the history of the
world, supported by

T Diara Sevs Brnavts Crovanicare: There are four dato sets o global tempera-
e, Bl CRLG the LUS. NOAA (MNatiomal Oceumic and A

Ageney) maud NASA [Mardooun! Adr sad Spoce Adriimistetion ; amd fupan’s IMA
(v Mleteorologice Agency). Dirtn are ire the peablic dorare.

sure none of the skeptics” peer-reviewed
papers were used in the 2007 [PCC Assess-
ment Report {AR-4). True to his word, the
articles were nod used and Jones requested
that all emails concerning this effort be delet-
ed from the computer of evervone who was
vl [n yet another email, Jones adminted
using Michael Mann's hockey-stick approach
of using CRU temperature data after 1960 “1o
hide the decline” of global emperature
shown by tree-ring data.

In an October 2009 email by Kevin Tren-
berth, the CRU group even admits 1o itself
that, “the fact is that we can't account for the
lack of warming at the moment and it is a
tranvesty that we can't” This same email abso
sigpeds pulting pressure on the BEC not 1o
print stories that even hint that this man-
caused global warming is not setiled science.
Yet, the samie group of sceniists conbinues o

an extremely politi-
cal IPCC caiming it
is a schentific imstitu-
tion and led by
extremely biased sci-
entists with a take-no-prisoners mentality. It
s reachily apparent their own armogance has
blinded them 1o any condusion that disagrees
with theirs. It is the perfect example of the
expression popularized by Mark Twain:
“Thee are three kinds of bex lies, damned
lies, and statistics™

The cap-and-trade legislation (H.R. 2454)
in the LL5, House of Bepresentatives was
based entirely on the results from all the
research done using CRU data. This even
includes the computer cimate modeds, The
same is true for the pending Senate cap-and-
trade bill, 5. 1733, Years of negotiating for the
Copenhagen agreement was also based on
this chita. The entire house of cands support-
ing man-caused global warming is collapsing.
Yet, this did not stop the scaremongering
comiig out of the December Copenhagen

Climate Conference. Other than some

peripheral skirmish-

&5, the political apen-
da stands as if these

revelations never
oceirred,

It 15 critical that
we all demand that
our senators do not
pass 5. 1733, nor rat-
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ify anything coming
ol of Copenhagen
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Pass along the link

(especially the page
having the YouTube

videns) 10 your email [ist. The United Stases
wwill bosee its Free-market system and freedoms
that have made America the wealthiest and
mast powerful nation on earth if either the
cap-and-trade lepislato or a global-warm-
ing treaty is signed nto law, @
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Clemiaregerte revends o the CRU orewe irid 1o
oovrvinee urbanites their iskond had no effect.

mmiﬂmu have always negged skeptical sci-
ntists as 10 whether much of the alleged
warming of the late 20th century was due to a
phenomenon called the Urban Heat-lsland
Effect. With the revelaticn of data corruption
at East Anglia’s Climate Research Unit, the
question has once again been raised, Suspi-
cions by skeptical scientists go back w the
very first days of the glooal-warming contro-
versy in the late 1980s. It was commonly
understood within the scentific commumity
for the past 50 years that as cities grew and
expanded, the city’s surface temperature
wirlthd increase, As grasdands and forests are
replaced by asphalt roofs and streets, more of
the sun's energy is absorbed and released in
wrban areas. This is called the Urban Heat-
[sland Effect (LHIE) and it cam raise temper-
atures by 6 to 8 degrees Celsius. The heat-
island effect is highly localized and has
nething o do with the ambient temiperature
of the region.

Four global surface-temperature databas-
e exist: af the Bntish Chmate Research Cen-
ter (CRUY, inchuding the Hadley Center; the
L.5s Mational Oceanic and Atmospheric
Agency (INCAA ) and National Air and Space
Administration (NASA) and Japan’s Meteo-
rological Agency. All show very steep global
femperatine incresses in the last half of the
20th century, which allepedly proves that man
is causing global warm ng. Skeptics suspect
that all four temperature data sources likely
contain significant corruption from the heat-
island effect. Yet, most of this data has not had
the heat-island effect removed, because a
series of questionable research studies alleged-
Iy showed the heat-islard effect was not sig-
nificant. This led the IPCC to chaim in its 2007



report, “Thus, the global land-warming trend
discussed B very unlikely 1o be inBuenced sg-
nificantly by increasing urbanization.” It was
in this repart that the IPCC also daimed with
a M-percent certainty that man is causing
global warming,

Discounting the UHIE so totally has never
passed the smell test of skeptical scientists.
Although some attempts have been made to
remiowe this source of error from the global
temperature recosd, most of it has been in the
MOAA and MNASA data ez, When the cor-
rected NOAA and NASA ULS. surface-tem-
perature data are used, it does not show the
same late-20th century record-breaking
ImCredse in temperatures, as found in the
global temperatures. In complete contrast to
the global temperature data, the corrected
1.5, data show the 1930s and "405 o be
warmer than the 1980s to 2000s. It is very
unlikely the LLS, data could
be so strikingly different
than the global data, espe-
cially since the U5, data is
admittedly much more
accurate than the global-
temperatune records.

Even more alarming,
when the U.S. data from
urban weather stations are
compared to mural data, the

weas redued by half.
There it other evi-

dence the global tem-
perature data are hadly
contaminated with
urban  heat-island
effect. Ome study sup-
porting the manira
that global tempera-
ture data are not con-
taminated wiks
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scathing peer-reviewed
paper published in
Energy amd Environ-
ment. Eeenen even
accused the work as
fraudulent. While Phil
Jonies, head of the CRU, mocked Eeenen's
wark, the intermal emails tha
were either released by a
whistleblower or hacked in
November 2009 clearly
showed that Dr. Timothy
Wigley (arguably the beader of
the CRLT attack pack) admit-
ted that Eeenen's conclusions
were valid. “Seems to me that
Keenan has a valid point...
sommeone must hive known a1

urban data sull show much ek T sould sl the timie that they were incor-
more warming than the cernsimly be a skepric of globel rect.” Yet, Phil Jones contin-
rural data after 1950, when  warming Hehadanwncanmy — yed 1o discount  this
U, urbanization kicked info  er e e ot iae ' compelling evidence that the

high gear. This strongly sug-

gests that the heat-isdand effect is still corrupt-
ing U.5. data. This conclusion is also
supported by LS. satellite temperature data,
which show no increase in temperatures
when compared o urban surface rempera-
tures recorded for the same ancas.

Anather peer-reviewed global study in
2005 compand popadation growth, sconom-
ic development, coal consumption and other
socio-economic indicators with the tempera-
ture trends for the respective areas. [T there
were no urban heat-island effect, thene should
be no difference between high-growth and
berw-gromvth ansas around the world, Insiead,
they found a large and significantly corndated
relationship between population growth {ie.,
land use) and temperature as measured by
surface stations in the area. Like the L5,
urban versus rural aneas, there was no cormela-
tion when surface sasellite temperatunes were
used for the same arcas. When the surface sta-
tion data were comrected for the heat-island
effect, they found that warming since 1989

UHIE is real and is corrupt-
ing the CRLT temiperatune data,

Umaan ve gumar LS, Teamrmaremes: When ULS deamperstune sfoir s spln
Pretwern artsen ard neml dotalseies, the urfsen remperarure dara sl dhowa
likeely savvasg Pocard-ishond effect wiiens comaparedd fo pural i, Souroe

A.du'p.rrd'_ﬁum Suyl.l.m Melunyre, ﬁﬂp’fuw.rﬁmnnmﬂr.mﬁ?g: 1&50 by
seitieg the startimg poimt of eadh anomaly do zer.

The release of CRU encails dearly shows
that most of its work and input into the [PCC
process should be serioushe questioned, With
MNASA's data also being chalenged under the
Freedom of Information Act, there is suffi-
cient cause not to ratify any Copenhagen
agreement, or pass ary cap-and-tracde legiska-

ticn. |

D, Michael Cofferan i presdent of Emaron-
memial Perspecttves Inc. and CECQ of Sover-
erginly Tnteriational, & morperofit edircmiiorm
orgmrizattor, Fe bs led g sudrmillion-dollie
reseitroh effort in plobal wareaing and kas
authored several books. He fs prodieced fwo
DVIN, "Gilobal Warrtivig, Esviergring Seivie
arad Unelerstanding™ lemergngscience.us) and
“Cilobal Warming or Global Governanee?™
{warnting DV corr ).

Obama's EPA Threat

befiore keaving for Copenhagen in December
of 208 by announcing thousands of pages of
new regalations bo curb CO and other green-
house gas emissions, Written by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) over the past
P ek, the new regulations are fr mone
damaging than either the Howse (H.R. 2454)
or Seruie (5, 1733) cap-and-trade bills. The
new reggalations would thresten every kel of
human activity, from homeowners' garden
1ok to industrial factories. Obama has long
threatened to unlesh these draconimn regula-
tions if Congress did not pass the cap-and-
trade legislation he wanted by the start of the
Copenbogen mecting, This i3 a blatan effon
i0 provide cover for congressional Dermocrats.
All Conggress would have to do to stop this is

pass a one-lme bill declaring that the Clean
Air Act cannot be wsed to repulate greenhouse
gises. For more mformation on these reguls-
tions, read *Twilight Zone to Lunacy™ in the
Spring J008 issue [ WaAL FiTger I covH L

The EPA has moved ahesd with the regu-
lations in spite of 2 suppressed internal EPA
report in the spring of 2009 saying the science
did not support man-caused global warming,
Also, the EPA i ignoring the release of thou-
sands of emails from the British Climate
Research Uit {see main artiches). If the Free-
dom of Informatson Act bnvsuit 1o release
suppressed NASA data and emaiks on global
and US. iemperatures also shows deliberate
temperature manipulation, & expected, it
oy force o reconssderation of this attemphed
endgame. —MC
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