
Natural forcings (solar 

and solar related 

(oceans, clouds, etc.) 

are essentially ignored 

by the IPCC modellers 

The CMIP5 protocol 

was limited to Total 

Solar Irradiance (TSI, 

a small solar 

component). CMIP6 

protocol has added in

High Energy particles

and cosmic rays but

the modellers are still

ignoring these

available forcings.

Climate Change 

Analogy

Climate Change PuzzleOPS-34
This puzzle scenario is very 

representative of the “Climate 

Change” (CC) discussion. The 

Catastrophic Anthropogenic Global 

Warming (CAGW) alarmist crowd 

has focussed on CO2 and built their 

story/narrative (appropriately a 

unicorn in this analogy) around that 

small radiative forcing (essentially 

ignoring the natural forcings (solar, 

clouds, oceans, etc.), refer to OPS-22).
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1. Greenland Ice Melt accelerated over the 

last couple of decades. But this melt is not 

unprecedented (look back at the 1920 and 

30s, Holocene Optimum) and if the melt 

continues, there will still be 28.4 of the 

current 28.5 million Gigatons around 2100.

2. Current hurricane 

levels are not unusual or 

unprecedented (OPS-32).

3. Current Global Forest 

Fires are not unusual or 

unprecedented (OPS-33).

4. Current Drought

scenarios are not 

unusual or 

unprecedented 

(OPS-31).

More detail? climatechangeandmusic.com

5. Etc., etc., etc. No paper can prove 

the CAGW narrative. The scientific

method requires empirical data.

And there is no empirical CO2/temperature data set showing CO2 driving the climate on any statistically significant historical time scale!!

Examples

This theory (the

IPCC model’s backbone) is 

an unsubstantiated theory.

The CAGW alarmist 

position on “Climate 

Change”.

is not shining and the 

wind is not blowing?

Will we require magical Unicorn

farts and Pixie Dust when the sun

There is a much bigger picture that 

the  CAGW alarmist crowd  

knowingly refuses to acknowledge!

The Climate 

Change Puzzle is 

far from being 

solved (settled) 

but focussing on 

one small 

component (CO2) 

will not provide a 

realistic answer.
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Refer To 

OPS-26

OPS-27

CSS-1

CSS-2

Ignoring the 

GSM we just 

entered is 

stupid and 

dangerous!

Volcanoes, aerosols, etc. also play “unsettled” roles. 

It’s Complicated!!! (refer to Open Letter Addendum, OPS-8)

They focus on 

the unicorn 

and ignore 

the CC 

framework.

These Unicorns may 

better represent 

CO2 influence!!!
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Time to wake up, think for yourself!


