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“THE ARCTIC OCEAN IS warming up, icebergs are growing scarcer, and in some places seals are finding waters too hot ...”  “...Reports from fishermen, seal hunters and explorers...all point to a radical change in climactic conditions and hitherto unheard- of temperatures in the Arctic zone...”  

So what’s the big deal with this excerpt from an Associated Press article that seems to be so common these days?  Not a thing except that this article appeared in a Washington Post edition dated November 2, 1922.  Ninety years ago the same “sky is falling” prophesy was being touted.  Those who subscribe to the global warming theory may well say that the warming trend actually began in the mid- eighteen hundreds and the above report was a continuation of the trend up to the present.  Except in the interim there was a period in the 1970s when Time Magazine ran stories that claimed the Earth was entering another “Ice Age”!

I positively enjoyed reading this book.  It is educational but entertaining as well, spiced with wry wit throughout.  I found that it is an honest representation of the facts surrounding the issues of climate change and alleged human caused global warming, based on unscientific hyperbole.

I feel my background qualifies me to make that assessment, considering my active involvement in the world of a science over a 49-year career. During that career I have conducted and overseen bench research, animal research, and a large number of clinical research projects.  My career has ranged from the private practice of medicine to the academic world as a full professor at major universities to the military as senior medical officer in the Department of Defense vaccine agency. As a university scholar and researcher, I have developed a firm understanding and appreciation of the scientific method, and have also seen my fair share of sham theories. 

In this book, Fishman not only delivers a solid and fully documented narrative, but takes pains to adhere to an indisputable scientific method as he describes the various aspects of climate.  I recognize that climate change has been a contentious issue for many years and have followed arguments on the pros and cons very closely. I think that some who are convinced that the Earth is warming and that something must be done to stop it are doing it with the best of intentions; however, I find the majority of these arguments to be fallacious and lacking a scientific basis.  Establishing laws that would punish industries and in turn damage the economy because of a political agenda is simply wrong. 

I had the pleasure of getting to know Phil Fishman through a very good friend of mine who is a retired an Air Force colonel.  When I heard about Phil’s book I was delighted to play a role, since I admire his tenacity and perseverance in sifting through the enormous amount of information and misinformation available on a subject that has garnered as much mystical controversy as climate has in the past several years. 

Phil is a scientist.  His science education started with a degree in chemistry.  Following graduation he was commissioned a second lieutenant in the U.S. Army Chemical Corps where he first served as a platoon leader of a chemical supply unit and later as the executive officer of a technical intelligence unit.  After being honorably discharged from the Army he worked in various facets of the chemical industry for over 40 years. Upon retirement he went back to school to obtain certification and began teaching science to schoolchildren. Due to his science background and knowledge of the scientific method, he became intrigued by the growing debate concerning global warming.  After researching and reviewing the available data and facts on the matter, his intrigue turned to concern as he realized that there was a considerable amount of intentional misinformation being disseminated in order to create an apparent mystique.  Further, when anyone challenged the doctrine they were being denigrated.  He embarked in an effort to become further educated in the subject, compiling facts and researching the science for more than five years.  This book is the culmination of his research and findings. 

Part I of the book, titled “inconvenient science” takes you through an educational process as Fishman discusses various aspects of climatology, beginning with a chapter on “the scientific method” and why it is vital to be able to differentiate actual knowledge from belief. 

The second chapter explains the rationale of the theory of human caused global warming.  This view is dubbed the “The Theory,” and its followers are referred to as “theorists”.  The third chapter, which is of  critical importance discusses the methodology used in measuring the Earth’s temperature and the accuracy of the temperature recordings; and chapter six discusses the methodology used in determining global temperatures from ages past when measuring instruments had not yet been invented .  One fact that is quite interesting to me, and is widely unknown, is that the temperatures of the Earth were warmer in medieval times than they are today.  Theorists have tried to hide that fact since it refutes the main premise of the theory, i.e., that higher temperatures today are a result of higher carbon dioxide levels in the atmosphere.  Over the ages, both prior to the appearance of Man and since, the Earth has gone from a steaming heated tropical environment to ice ages, and then back.  Humans certainly cannot be blamed for affecting climate before they were here; and their role in influencing climate after their arrival appears minimal at most.  

Chapter four deals with “greenhouse gases” and discusses why that designation is a misnomer that conveys an erroneous view.  Fishman further points out that carbon dioxide is probably one of the least important contributors to warming and that water vapor, surprisingly, has a tremendously stronger effect. Amazingly the major role played by the sun and solar activity affecting the Earth’s climate is almost completely ignored by the theorists.

I was entertained, as well as enlightened, with Phil Fishman’s observations on several of the corollaries of the “theory”.  One of its most dramatic, yet shamelessly flawed, symbols has been the plight of the polar bear. Theorists would have us believe this great and powerful animal is being decimated at the hands of human-caused warming.  In fact, however, the most recent surveys indicate that not only have polar bears survived some temporary (and historically trending) recession of the Arctic sea ice, but also their numbers have more recently been shown to have significantly increased. 

Part II shows that while many statistics are utilized to support the theorists’ views, statistics can be, and have been, skillfully manipulated to tell a misleading story. This section points out how these manipulated statistics have been used to mislead and are neither a scientific, nor truthful basis for their arguments.

Part III includes information on economics related to the climate change arguments.  “Alternative energy sources” are investigated and are exposed as not providing the panacea that theorists would wish for.  One example of a really absurd economic alternative energy source is the use of ethanol as a replacement for gasoline burning engines.  

Not only does the production of suitable ethanol (low water content) require more energy than is derived from the burning of ethanol, but it has resulted in the deleterious, and carbon increasing, effect of razing millions of acres of rain forest in order to farm and fertilize cornfields. 

Part IV deals with “inconvenient facts” and shows how facts themselves may be ignored, or manipulated, or covered-up, for the purpose of deceiving the public. One fact that theorists like to ignore, but can’t, is the lack of warming since 1998.  The concomitant reduction in solar activity over this time period still seems to escape recognition by the theorists and the lack of warming is dismissed, however, as a short term aberration.  Phil wryly asks how long an aberration must persist until it is no longer an aberration. 

The concluding section discusses “inconvenient uncertainties”, including the uncertainties of measurement, limits of our knowledge, and the difficulties in predicting the future. 

Phil doesn’t brow beat people into one way of thinking versus another. He presents the arguments for and against and then asks the readers to come to their own conclusion, now having information available to them about both sides of the issue. While we most certainly all want the best possible environment for ourselves, our children and grandchildren, the methods of getting where we need to be should be made from a scientific basis and not a political or mercenary agenda.  People need to inform themselves on such an important issue to take the power away from those who would misuse science for their own ends.

Colonel Ronald D. Harris, M.D., USAF, FACR, FSU

La Jolla, CA
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“So profound is our ignorance, and so high our presumption, that we marvel when we hear of the extinction of an organic being <or other calamities>; and as we do not see the cause, we invoke cataclysms to desolate the world, or invent laws on the duration of the forms of life!”  Charles Darwin – On the Origin of Species
My apologies to the Father of Modern Biology and his descendants for my insert into his quotation.  I obviously cannot be certain that he would agree with the thought, but I have reason to believe that he would.
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“It ain’t what you don’t know that gets you into trouble.  It’s what you know for sure that just ain’t so.” 

The above quotation from Mark Twain was used by Nobel Laureate and ex- Vice President Al Gore at the beginning of his treatise on global warming, titled, An Inconvenient Truth.  That Gore would have used this particular quotation, strikes me as ironic, considering that he and those who accept the theory as Gospel are so sure.  He could not see that the admonition was directed at him as well as anyone absolutely certain of anything.   Apparently, Mr. Gore’s arrogance blinded him to the irony.  He “knows it for sure” and after all the matter is “settled”. 

Since I dispute the statement that the matter is settled, I guess I would fall into the category of “denier”, but the term has such a nasty connotation, I prefer the word, dissenter.  Moreover, maybe we should reserve the term for the real deniers, who just may happen to be those who are using the term against us dissenters.  I don’t want to fall into Mark Twain’s trap of knowing it for sure; so you may consider me someone who is fairly certain that the theory of anthropogenic (human caused) global warming, hereinafter referred to as The Theory, is bogus.  You, the readers, will be the jury, so let us look at the evidence together before anyone jumps to conclusions.

A really inconvenient truth is that The Theory may be the largest and most brilliantly concocted hoax foisted on the world in all of history.  There have been many hoaxes over the ages (centuries), but they have been (fairly) localized.  The internet and global media, however, have totally altered the situation and now make it easy to spread the word, factual or not.  The UN and governments around the world have bought into The Theory and are attempting to enact laws to combat the perceived catastrophe that is inevitable if we do not take drastic measures.  

Adolph Hitler was a master of propaganda at persuading the masses.  In his book, Mein Kampf, Hitler revealed his technique: 

“By means of shrewd lies, unremittingly repeated, it is possible to make people believe that heaven is hell—and hell heaven. The greater the lie, the more readily it will be believed.”

What are the ingredients of a successful hoax?

1.  As preposterous as it may be, it must be believable.

2.  In order to be believable, there must be some observable and easily established facts.

3.  It must be supported by otherwise credible and respectable individuals. And 

4.  It must create a hysteria.

Let me be clear.  This hoax is very different from the stereotype in that it did not start out as a hoax.  It began with some very striking data, which when coupled with some known scientific facts and a historic fact, made for a plausible first hypothesis.  Presumably, most of The Theory adherents, hereinafter referred to as theorists, truly believe (or more accurately, believe they know) that The Theory is a fact.  The politicians, including Al Gore and lay people ignorant of the scientific method can be excused for their devotion.  The scientists who have been at the center of the controversy, pushing The Theory, know better and should be ashamed of themselves for “cherry picking” favorable data, covering up contradictory data, and trying to intimidate and silence honest critics.

There is no governing board for scientists as there are for lawyers and doctors, which would disbar a lawyer or revoke a doctor’s license for this kind of malfeasance, and for good reason.  Scientists are encouraged to think “out of the box”.  This is where the great scientific discoveries have come from.  When a crackpot comes along with some weird off- the-wall hypothesis, peer review will normally quickly resolve the issue.  In this case, there was just enough science initially to make The Theory appear feasible.  From there, after governments took an interest; it took on a life of its own.  A second irony is the charge by the theorists that the only scientists who reject even any part of The Theory have been “bought” by the oil companies and others who profit from the burning of fossil fuels.  The fact is that the big money by far is the government money, supporting “research” into global warming. 

Do the documented misinformation, cover-up, and refusal to listen to the many reputable scientists, who challenge various assertions of The Theory in themselves, disprove The Theory?  Of course not, but they certainly create a credibility gap when the theorists proclaim that the science is settled and there is no need for further discussion or inquiry.

Before we begin however, I would like to set the record straight on what has created a lot of confusion (which I believe from some quarters, was intentional).  We dissenters do not dispute the fact that carbon dioxide is a greenhouse gas, or that direct readings taken from 1952 show a distinct upward trend.  Most of us also agree that average global temperatures had been in a slight uptrend from perhaps the mid 1800’s and more certainly from 1970 to about 1998.  A smaller number may even agree that the increasing carbon dioxide levels are probably responsible for the slight uptrend of temperatures since the beginning of the industrial revolution.  Where we depart adamantly from The Theory is the premise that temperatures have reached levels unseen for thousands or tens of thousands years and are in an accelerating uptrend, leading us to a global catastrophe if drastic measures to abate CO2 emissions are not immediately undertaken.  

If you ask me if I believe the earth is warming, I would ask you to clarify the question.  If you mean “warming at this instant and continuing to warm into the immediate future”, I would have to honestly say that I have no more insight into that than I would in trying to predict the direction of the stock market at any given
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