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Part II – Global Cooling.  Important legislation on climate change/global warming passed in Washington this week by the House and now goes to the Senate.  The close vote – 219 to 212 – in all likelihood signals an equally contentious battle in the Senate.  

A compromise was reached where most pollution permits will be given away rather than sold, which was what energy companies had lobbied for.  The House version of the bill provides for about 15% of the permits to be auctioned off with the proceeds earmarked to defray higher energy costs for lower-income individuals and families.  

 
The second most controversial point in the bill involved the agricultural sector whereby farmers are exempted from emission requirements.  


Under the bill passed last week, energy costs will increase due to the sources of fuel, but in theory at least, the amount of greenhouse gases emitted into the atmosphere will go down.   


As mentioned last week, scientists such as Charles Darwin do change their minds as new data become available.  This series on global cooling will bring you that and also how the public press has failed its responsibility.  


Here are some of the “bits” of information available in previous years and long ago that were pretty much ignored by the public press – information that was being released at the same time the idea of global warming became the favorite topic of the public press.  Remember, Journalism 101 is about presenting both sides of an issue, in an unbiased manner, for consideration by the public, which certainly has not been the case in global warming/global cooling.


Freedom of the press is one of those “things” that has taken on a different meaning simply because of the phenomenal number of people who classify themselves as journalists.  Need the reader be reminded, the greater the number of people telling a story, the greater the variation on the facts ultimately presented, and of course, the increased likelihood for distortion to suit the presenter’s position on the issue.  Lost is the premise of unbiased presentation for consideration by the reader/listener.

At a panel organized by the R____’s, (yes Republicans) in 2007, William Gray, Emeritus Professor of Atmospheric Science at Colorado State University appeared (he joined CSU in 1961).  He is best known for two reasons:  his forecasts of Atlantic hurricane activity and for pioneering the “concept of ‘seasonal’ hurricane forecasting – predicting months in advance the severity of the coming hurricane season; and, the reason he was invited to appear on the panel, he is a long-time skeptic of global warming on the scale it is being hyped by the media.  Gray made these points:  

“Warming – I don’t question that.  And humans might have caused a very slight amount of this warming.  Very slight.  But this warming trend is not going to keep on going.  My belief is that three, four years from now, the globe will start to cool again, as it did from the middle ‘40s to the middle ‘70s.”  (Those temperatures will be included in a future edition.)


“This scare will run its course.  In 15-20 years, we’ll look back and see what a hoax this was.”  (Both comments are from an interview with the Denver Post.)  The reader might also recall the doom and catastrophes predicted with the dawn of 2000.    


Gray also panned Al Gore’s much hyped documentary, An Inconvenient Truth, by questioning how he (Gore) could possibly know more than he (Gray) did having worked more than 50 years at forecasting.  In this writer’s opinion, Gore is a prime example of the “expert” who lacks the ability to recognize reality.

Dr. William Connolley, a somewhat self-appointed historian of the global cooling theory also tries to portray global cooling from a perspective that new data and research does not necessarily debunk the idea or prove that global warming exists, just the nearly three decades of cooling have merely been disrupted or slowed.  More on that in a future edition.


Interpretation of statistics and the human being interpreting them also skew and account for the end result too much of the time.  As an example, to a geologist, the term “soon” means a very different length of time than it does to us ordinary people.  Geologists are “accustomed to dealing with very long time scales, and use ‘soon’ to refer to periods of thousands of years.”  

In the late ‘60s, Paul R. Ehrlich, author of The Population Bomb, appeared on numerous talk shows and did news interviews to publicize his book.  He also  spoke about the greenhouse effect, and explained how the greatly increasing levels of carbon dioxide were being countered by low-level clouds generated by contrails, dust and other contaminants such as from aerosols, and then said, “At the moment we cannot predict what the overall climatic results will be of our using the atmosphere as a garbage dump.”  

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