09 April 2008
The UN IPCC and the magic of numbers, wool and eyes

The Kyoto Protocol is based on only two things: global temperature changes and atmospheric CO2
concentration changes, yet these two basics never appear in the media.

This is the one challenge that the media cannot hide from by using the usual claim of “2500 scientists
of the IPCC and their consensus opinion” .......

Kyoto has been around for just over a decade and we have precise data about the global
temperature from satellites, and precise data on COz2 from Mauna Loa, for the entire decade of Kyoto.

Perhaps the simple challenge to the media is to publish the actual temperature data and CO2 data for
the Kyoto decade.

Joseph D’Aleo published a graph of CO2 and global temperature on ICECAP and if this was
published in the mainstream media instead of just comments about global warming stopping in 1998
we would come a long way in countering the AGW hold on the media. It is critical to get the actual
graph in the media because as we saw with the BBC words alone just don’t work.

Perhaps if we challenged the media to show the actual measurements that global warming is based
on we could get something like the following published in the mainstream media complete with the
actual graph and commentary:
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No one in their right mind would state that there & any correlation between the
CO:2 curve and either of the temperature curves, yet ils correlation is the entire
basis for the Kyoto Protocol on Climate Change.

% ! %! 1 2"
% "0 %%" 3 "

I %" ! 7 ! % #
A " 1! 2 11 ot " !

The CO2 curve for the last decade also provides another challenge. In 2001 the rate of global CO2
emissions took a sharp jump and has been increasing at that rate since. This increase in rate does
not result in a demonstrable change in concentration taking place at that time indicating that it is
primarily nature that is responsible for the increase in atmospheric CO2 and not human emissions.

| found this on Anthony Watt’s site that is more evidence that the increase or in this case decrease in
CO2 concentration is not caused by humans.
http://wattsupwiththat.wordpress.com/2008/04/06/co2-monthly-mean-at-mauna-loa-leveling-off/

This is the sort of stuff that needs to be in the media with the data itself and not just the skeptics
contradicting the AGW alarmists.

If the journalists are going to ask the tough questions, it is high time they showed the actual data and
asked the supporters of Kyoto to justify their continued support in light of the obvious conflict with the
physical measurements.

Norm Kalmanovitch
Geophysicist
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The Canadian Government is planning to spend $2 billion to sequester and bury 5 Megatons of CO2
to meet our Kyoto commitments. Canada currently emits about 750 Megatons of COz2, up from our
1990 level of 586 Megatons. Each Canadian breathes out at least 180 kg of CO2 per year so
collectively the 35 million of us breathe out 6.3 Megatons of CO2 each year and the government has
been convinced to spend $2 billion to bury and sequester only 5 of the 6.3 Megatons of COz2 that we
breathe out, which will have no effect on reducing the 750 Megatons to our commitment level of 6%
below 586 Megatons.

Far more important is the fact that the Kyoto Protocol has done nothing to reduce emissions which
continue to rise and are currently about 31 Gigatons per year up from the 21.23 Gigatons that were
emitted in 1990.

This is 46% above the 1990 target if you divide by 21.23 or 31.5% if you divide by 31, but the IPCC
claims that they are only 25% behind their targets because of carbon credits.

How does money changing hands replace physical redu ctions that they claim are necessary
to save the world?
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