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Part XV – GLOBAL COOLING.  Climate change is such a complicated issue due to its variability – the consequences are bad in one area of the world while good in another part of the world.  Not a lot of issues facing the world can lay claim to such an impact.  
Efforts to deal with it are underway with an example being the cap and trade bill ongoing in Congress.  Just as home maintenance is less expensive when undertaken as wear sets in, with prevention of serious damage as the goal, in lieu of letting it go to someday.  


That’s about the most simplistic way of describing the issue of carbon dioxide – it’s been let go, put off, ignored, etc. until the cost of dealing with it after decades of unbridled pollution of the environment will be astronomical to all people on this earth.  


As a reminder to readers, Climate Change Reconsidered was written and published by the Nongovernmental Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC), a group brought together by coauthors Dr. S. Fred Singer and Dr. Craig Idso, to present the other side of global warming and the faulty science presented by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC).  The IPCC’s findings are the basis for the cap and trade bill now being debated in Congress.  


Ignored by the IPCC is the positive side of a warmer and CO2-enriched world.  The IPCC claims “CO2 induced increases in air temperature will cause unprecedented plant and animal extinctions, both on land and in the world’s oceans.”  


The NIPCC found little “real world evidence in support of such claims and an abundance of counter evidence that suggests ecosystem biodiversity will increase in a warmer and CO2-enriched world.”

Today’s edition presents Chapter 8, Species Extinction from Climate Change Reconsidered.  The NIPCC’s key findings on species extinction include these:  

· The IPCC’s claims are not supported by scientific research, just very high confidence.  Unsupported by scientific research are the claims that “climate-driven extinctions and range retractions are already widespread,” and “projected impacts on biodiversity are significant and of key relevance, since global losses in biodiversity are irreversible.”

· Climate change has been occurring for hundreds of climate cycles with the world’s species proving remarkable resilience to climate change.  The NIPCC:  “Most wild species are at least one million years old . . . they have all been through hundreds of climate cycles involving temperature changes on par with or greater than those experienced in the twentieth century.”

· The NIPCC points out that certain causes of extinctions are not connected with global temperatures or atmospheric CO2 concentrations.  The NIPCC names four causes of extinctions:  “Huge asteroids striking the earth, human hunting, human agriculture and the introduction of alien species (such as lamprey eels in the Great Lakes and pigs in Hawaii).”  

· The United Nations’ Environmental Program (UNEP) collects real-world data on the rate of extinctions.  In other words, data collected by a division of the United Nations shows “the rate of extinctions at the end of the twentieth century was the lowest since the sixteenth century despite 150 years of rising world temperatures, growing populations and industrialization.”  The NIPCC interprets this information to mean “many, and probably most, of the world’s species benefited from rising temperatures in the twentieth century.”  Point of Information:  The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) was founded and organized by the United Nations.   
· According to the NIPCC, “as long as the atmosphere’s CO2 concentration rises in tandem with its temperature, most plants will not need to migrate toward cooler conditions, as their physiology will change in ways that make them better adapted to warmer conditions.”  

· Land animals tend to follow earth’s plants, and as temperatures warm, their ranges expand and they migrate “poleward and upward, to areas where cold temperatures prevented them from going in the past.”  (Point-of-information:  We have the pine beetle problem as proof of this theory.)  

· Coral reefs were another species relied on by the NIPCC to counter the unsupported dire predictions of the IPCC.  During times when temperatures were 10 to 25 degrees Centigrade higher than at present, and CO2 concentrations were two to seven times higher than currently, marine entities such as coral reefs adapted, substantive evidence they can “adapt to dramatically changing global environment.”  

· The NIPCC relied again on real-world observations to determine that elevated CO2 and elevated temperatures are having a positive effect on most corals, more than compensating for “small changes in the well-buffered ocean chemistry (pH) that could slightly reduce coral calcification rates.”

· Images of polar bears are used in almost every sound bite on global warming.  Left out of forecasts by the IPCC is the biggest influence on polar bear populations – hunting by humans, NOT temperatures.  The NIPCC reiterates its position that “the IPCC forecasts of dwindling polar bear populations assume trends in sea ice and temperature that are counterfactual, rely on unvalidated computer climate models that are known to be unreliable and violate most of the principles of forecasting.”  
When accepting the results of studies, how many of us ordinary citizens are guilty of not “looking past what we are reading?”

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