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July 13, 2009
PART IV – GLOBAL COOLING.  Following the foundation presented in the previous editions, this week’s edition on global cooling will get down to some “nitty gritty” information.  


Consider this as you read the remainder of today’s column.  ETHANOL.  Remember the headline “Ethanol a must for our health, welfare,” written by none other than the executive director of the Colorado Corn Growers Association.  From other experts, “Ethanol will reduce America’s dependence on foreign oil.”  “Ethanol will reduce America’s dependence on fossil fuels.”  

The director of economic policy studies at the American Enterprise Institute provides a somewhat different assessment of ethanol:  “No matter how expensive fossil fuels become, ethanol will never be economical because it takes so much fossil fuel to produce . . . the billions in subsidies to this point have left us with a process that is still a disgrace and an absurd waste of energy and taxpayers’ money.”  
And that other point, endlessly hyped since the beginning, “ethanol reduces pollution” – researchers from the University of California and Cornell University showed corn production “uses more herbicides and insecticides than any other crop produced in the U. S.”  It has also long been recognized that corn crops use more water than any other crop grown in this country.  Ethanol promoters also sidestep this fact which is probably the most damming:  “Cars emit more air pollution when they run on gasoline containing ethanol than they do when running on gasoline alone.”  (Source:  American Enterprise Institute.)  

Perhaps the most blatant fraud perpetuated on the world in the ethanol debacle is the switch to coal for fueling the ethanol manufacturing process.  Yes, COAL!  That story is for another time.
Heard much lately, or ever for that matter, about sugar-based ethanol?  Probably not, because the United States imposes a tariff (54-cents-per-gallon at one time) to prevent Americans from importing sugar ethanol from Brazil.  The irony of this is that it amounts to taxing America’s poor friends, but the already mega wealthy oil producers (not our friends by any means) are not taxed (no tariff on imported oil).  
The blame for this inequitable policy does have some basis – Brazil’s sugar cane farms, as well as coffee and orange plantations and cattle grazing are located in an area carved out of the drier areas of the Atlantic rain forest.  Only seven percent of that rain forest remains.  

As with any issue not provable beyond a reasonable doubt in the here and now, the facts on global cooling are as numerous as the supposed facts on global warming.  Most, if not all, researchers rely on computer modeling for their predictions about the future.  The “pushers” of global warming are on the side of those with the most to gain; i.e., those with the vested interests, and until recently, the most vocal.  


This writer finds it really tough to not label global warming as “snake oil for sale.”  The reader may recall from the history of the wild, wild West, traveling salesmen made the rounds selling elixirs purported to be the cure for anything ailing a person, when the truth be known, it was usually nothing more than colored water with a little alcohol added.

Now to the beginning of that “nitty, gritty” information on the other side of climate change that the main-line media and print press choose to ignore – global cooling.  The reader, make that all readers, must look past what they’re seeing, or in this case, hearing.  


Dr. Jay Lehr, science director of the Heartland Institute, provides this information:  “No computer model ever used to compute climate change has been able to calculate our recent past Earth temperature, though all measured data inputs were known and available.”  


Dr. Willie Soon of the Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics made these calculations to show just how lacking computer hardware capability is to handle realistic climate model projections.  Dr. Soon’s calculations show that “to run a 40-year projection using all the relevant variables across all spatial scales would require 10 to the power 34 years of supercomputer time.  This is 10 to the power of 24 times longer than the estimated age of the universe.”  


Not much information is published about solar activity/sun spots, but researchers using historical records have been able to correlate “almost perfectly” temperature fluctuations with solar activity during a 300-year recovery from the Little Ice Age (ended around 1700 AD), which followed a Medieval Warm Period.  The importance of this time-line?  “This correlation long predates human use of significant amounts of fossil fuels such as coal, oil and natural gas.”  


The reader may remember reading about the slip-up some years back by NASA about the coldest temperatures in recent years.  (NASA satellites measure Earth atmosphere temperatures.)  Researchers skeptical of temperatures provided by NASA determined by photographs of the locations of most of the 1,221 U.S. temperature stations that “90 percent are located near human sources of heat (exhaust fans, air conditioning units, hot rooftops, asphalt parking lots and so forth).”  Other temperatures provided by NASA satellites “found 2008 to be the coldest year since 2000 and the 14th coldest of the past 30 years.”  The conclusion of researchers:  “The U.S. land-based temperature record is unreliable.”  

The op-ed for this edition:  What we as ordinary American citizens must adopt as a “driving” philosophy is to look past what we are seeing and question the motives of those so adamantly pushing an agenda.  The reason why is that 99.9% of the time, the “pusher” has a vested interest in the agenda being pushed, as the Corner Growers Association does.  Plain and simple.  


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