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Part I:  Global Cooling.  No, that is not a misprint or the writer failing to proofread carefully.  Global warming and its existence or non-existence is probably one of the most debated ideas in recent history.  To most readers, the term “global cooling” sounds almost like a misnomer, but that is not the case.  

To those reading “Seeing the Round Corners” for the first time, the mission of this former newspaper column, now on-line column, is NOT to tell you what to think, but to present information that will get the reader “thinking” on their own, to get involved and not to be so trusting of just anything published by their government and the media, to be a little bit skeptical of all.


The national media, both print and on air, share the responsibility of the near blatant bias perpetuated in presentation of climate change referred to as global warming and nothing on global cooling.  It is a basic principle of Journalism 101 to present both sides of an issue, in an unbiased manner, for consideration by the public.  


So, the first online edition of Seeing the Round Corners is the beginning of a multi-part series to present the reader with the other side of the issue of climate change – global cooling, but a little foundation is most appropriate for this type of issue.  


Near the end of his life, Charles Darwin wrote about his evolutionary theory in a letter to a friend:  “In my opinion, the greater error which I have committed has been not allowing sufficient weight to the direct action of the environments, i.e., foods, climate, etc., independently of natural selection. . . When I wrote the Origin, and for some years afterwards, I could find little good evidence of the direct action of the environment; now there is a large body of evidence.”  


Then there’s the genetics researcher who reminds all who will listen of the notion that in science, sometimes an idea is repeated so frequently by the media for such a long period of time that people forget or never question if there is credible scientific proof.  Correlation does not necessarily mean causation.  


One has only to recall the hype leading up to the dawn of the year 2000 – the world did not end and computers continued to compute with a little “tweaking” to deal with that forgotten milestone inventors failed to accommodate during the research and development days, that 1999 would be come 2000.  

Fixed opinions perpetrated by journalists, atlas makers and politicians are nothing new for these United States.  On an early map of the West, drawn in 1822, the words “Great Dessert” were lettered on an area stretching from the Texas panhandle across western Kansas and eastern Colorado.  The idea that a vast and unbroken dessert area covered the land between the 98th meridian and the Rocky Mountains lasted for more than two decades.  


In 2008, the International Climate Science Coalition was formed by a group of leading climate scientists with the intent and purpose of bringing “into focus the unnecessary hysteria regarding severe climate change.”  The group signed the Manhattan Declaration on Climate Change which contains this statement:  


“Attempts by government to legislate costly regulations on industry and individual citizens to encourage CO2 reduction will slow development while having no appreciable impact on the future trajectory of global climate change.  Such policies will markedly diminish future prosperity and so reduce the ability of societies to adapt to inevitable climate change, thereby increasing not decreasing human suffering.”  

Now we have Congress debating a carbon cap and trade system that would raise hundred of millions of dollars each year based on the premise that it will reduce global warming.  Think about that long and hard!  


The United Nation’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) provides data, statistics, expert advice, etc. for consideration by Congress and President Obama in drafting the legislation to enact a carbon cap and trade program.


While debate progressed in Congress, a press conference was held on June 2, 2009, to release a report by a group of nongovernmental scientists and scholars.  Formed to provide rebuttal of the United Nation’s IPCC findings on climate change, the Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC) released its 880-page book wherein it challenges “the scientific basis of concerns that global warming is neither man-made or would have harmful effects.”

Authors of Climate Change Reconsidered, Dr. S. Fred Singer and Dr. Craig Idso, are joined by 35 contributors who provide an “authoritative and detailed rebuttal” of the IPCC findings provided to Congress and President Obama.  The report cites thousands of research papers and books ignored by the IPCC, but the NIPCC also considered information that became available after the IPCC cutoff date of May 2006.  More on that book in future columns.

The emphasis on the NIPCC being made up of nongovernmental scientists and scholars is due in part no doubt, and in response to the uproar caused when former President George Bush required approval of scientific reports prior to release by the government.  


Next week’s edition will begin the journey to uncover the other side of climate change – global cooling.  


The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com. 
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