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Chapter I – Global Warming As Scientific Hypothesis

The theory of the greenhouse effect appeared in 1990s. It includes an assumption that sharp growth of industry increases the emission of greenhouse gases, especially carbon dioxide, to the atmosphere and that in turn influences a global temperature increase on the Earth. The theory is about terrifying consequences of global temperature increase, starting with ice melting and finishing with flooding of many, areas of the globe.

The greenhouse effect theory is based largely on futuristic computer models that shape future volume of greenhouse gas emission and these will predict analogically grow the temperatures on Earth.

Despite gigantic amounts spent on proving greenhouse effect theory, scientific consensus has not been reached so far. There are as many supporters of the theory as there are opponents who question mainly its scientific workshop, source data incompleteness and intentionality of computer modeling in accordance with views of research authors.

Because of this, the theory about climate changes is nothing more than scientific hypothesis, not proven and questionable. Therefore it is incorrect to put it in one place with scientific knowledge which is i.e. theory of relativity or uncertainty principle.

Chapter II - From Fascination of Hypothesis To Scientific Neutrality

Among scientists dealing with climate investigation, we are dealing with moving away from proving the thesis of the greenhouse effect in favor of scientific skepticism, for which there is data obtained from measurement and verification of assumptions.

The US Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works constantly monitors the attitude of researchers towards this hypothesis. Currently more than 700 prominent researchers in the field of Earth Sciences, such as Nobel laureate in physics Professor Ivar Giaever, reject the thesis about 
anthropological origin of periodic warming of the Earth.

According to the scientists mentioned in the report, the current trend of temperature change is reversed and we can expect cooling of the climate. Russian scientists reject on the other hand, any relation of carbon dioxide emissions to climate change. Out of 51.000 surveyed Canadian scientists there are up to 68 percent of them who reject the hypothesis of global warming; moreover, as much as 90 percent of Japanese symposium of Association of Geological Sciences does not recognize the IPCC reports (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change).

In order to see how high the level of skepticism among scientists is, it is worthwhile to simply highlight the following.

“Current measurements do not give grounds to take into account the disastrous global warming” – Dr. Jarl R. Ahlbeck says, chemist, author of more than 200 scientific papers and a former Greenpeace member.

“I am convinced that the current alarm about carbon dioxide is a mistake. (…) The fear of global warming caused by human is unfounded and not based on reliable research methods.”– winning physicist, Professor Will 
Hopper from Princeton University.
By contrast, over 31.000 U.S. researchers have signed a petition to the U.S. government not to be engaged in any activity initiated by the Kyoto Protocol. They feel the theory of the greenhouse effect caused by the hand of man is not justified by science.

Chapter III - Natural Climate Change
Global warming is associated with an increased combustion of fossil fuels, keeping the economy of deforestation. The concentration of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere was 275 parts per million  (ppm) before 1800, and currently exceeds 355 ppm.
 Despite an increase in the concentration of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, the only trend that can be drawn from the scientific measurement is constant climate variability.

According to the U.S. National Climatic Data Center (NCDC), the average temperature in January 2008 was lower than the average for that month in the twentieth century and was the biggest historical temperature drop. At the same time the surface of snow in the Northern Hemisphere had been the largest for 42 years. The ice cover in Eurasia increases and so does the extent of sea ice in the Arctic.
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Thesis about global warming and melting glaciers because of the increase in temperature does not correspond with facts. It is quite hard to find the link between human activity and global warming. Carbon dioxide is by no means the most important greenhouse gas. The most important component of the greenhouse effect is water vapor, representing 99 percent of all gases. Carbon dioxide resulting from human activities represents only 0.15 percent overall balance of greenhouse gases
.
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The most important factor that determines the changes in temperature on Earth is the sun's activity, not human activity.

The only trend that can be drawn from the historical temperature data is the presence of alternating cold and warm periods. 
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According to Dennis Avery from the Hudson Institute, such cycles have occurred before the coming of Christ and during the Middle Ages. In the eighteenth century the so-called “Little Ice Age” ended. The flourishing of the Roman Empire and Middle Ages were the periods of greatest warming, although no one heard then about developed agriculture or industry. Similar figures are quoted by Dr. Roy Spencer.

We can reach similar conclusions by analyzing NDCD data for the past 200 years. In the statement of land and ocean temperature deviations the occurrence of alternating warmer and colder periods is clear. The differences do not usually exceed one degree Celsius.
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Chapter IV Policy Response to Climate Change

The format of the climate change has been undertaken together by governments of the European Union which is the precursor to the fight against global warming, along with the largest energy companies, with the applause of environmentalists and specially created for this purpose various "coalitions for climate". These organizations have gigantic budgets spent on public relations. Huge financial resources are allocated to the acquisition of the greatest public support. Message from the coalition appeals to peoples emotions, for example, "we are the last generation that can prevent global warming".

Climate policy is based on non-scientific justification that primarily carbon dioxide produced by human industrial activities is responsible for climate change. Today, the message of individual responsibility for climate is pushed. Feeling that an individual activity can save the world, allows each activist to play the role of a hero who saves the world from disaster prepared by "polluters" that emit too much CO2.

A prime example of "PR successes" may be the activities of former U.S. Vice President Al Gore. Popularized by his movie "An Inconvenient Truth" focusing on the problem of global warming, he received two Academy Awards and then received the Nobel Peace Prize.

The problem is that the film contained a lot of bias and serious mistakes. British High Court prohibited the distribution of the film in schools without clear amendment of nine serious scientific mistakes.
 The court mentioned, inter alia, the following film falsities:

- A false argument that the level of the oceans will rise soon by 20 feet as a result of melting ice of West Antarctica and Greenland;

- A false statement that the disappearance of snow on Mount Kilimanjaro is the result of global warming - the court found that there is no scientific evidence in this case; 
- A false statement that polar bears move increasing distances, up to 60 miles to find ice float;

The court found that British middle-school students can not be mislead. Thus we clearly see that there is no credible scientific basis for the policy response to climate change. We see the policy based on gigantic money spent on advertising, public relations, film production and organization of the various summits and conferences.

Chapter V - Making an Ideology out of Climate Policy

It is worth noting that the whole campaign to fight climate change could not be performed without ideological consistency of politicians, environmentalists and representatives of corporations. At the European level politics has been dominated by the Socialists. Environmentalists also are part of the leftist parties and cooperate in the international arena.

Making ideology around climate change is crucial to put pressure on public opinion. Unequal access to financial resources for the supporters and opponents of the thesis about the greenhouse effect causes the situation that almost exclusively supporters are heard. The dominance of supporters has led to a situation that the greenhouse effect is treated like a dogma. There is no discussion with opponents of the hypothesis, but their views are ignored, they are stultified or treated with offensive epithets, where the term "climate killer" (which should suggest a direct responsibility for the deaths of people in poor countries) is not unusual.

In its extreme form the global warming theory supporters postulate the introduction of global birth control, abortion and the use of artificial contraception, according to the following principle “the less people, the less global warming”.

Global warming also entered permanently into the language of political correctness. There are attempts to criminalize denial of the existence of global warming. This can be demonstrated by the statement in a British court on Tim Nicholson from Oxforshire. Nicholson was dismissed from work, but he believed that it happened due to the fact that he was an advocate of the greenhouse effect hypothesis. The court stated that it is discriminatory, because in fact the belief in anthropogenic greenhouse effect is more like a philosophical view, and should be protected by regulations on religious and philosophical beliefs.

There are economic implications of limiting carbon emissions.

Implementation of the policy response to climate change is undertaken without credible economic analysis. Economic effects are treated as secondary. There is no need to talk about costs, because they are essentially irrelevant, since we await the inevitable ecological disaster - environmentalists argue.

However, we can distinguish a number of risks, which can occur due to irresponsible indulgence in popular patterns of thought, promoted for political purposes and propaganda. They following are key examples:
· It may be that the costs incurred by mankind will be gigantic, and the environmental effects of changes practically unnoticeable.

· The dogma of "decarbonization" of energy, thus eliminating the emission of carbon dioxide will cause a sharp increase in energy prices, which can cause long-lasting recession in developed countries and increase of poverty and hunger in poor countries.

· Irresponsible introduction of new technologies can cause environmental and humanitarian damage. The technology of capturing pumping CO2 to the Earth's interior is unpredictable, while mass production of biofuels has already led to rising food prices and increasing the percentage of starving and dying from malnutrition.

· Policy response to climate change entails long-term threat to the overall prosperity and the growth of developing countries and the threat to economic, political and personal freedom.

· Climate policy seeks to increase the fiscal policy of the country through a variety of carbon taxes, the creation of additional aid funds, and the emissions trading system. The effect of a need for global coordination of the activities may be a demand to create a global government.

Climate policy can also be part of a competitive struggle between governments and supported by companies, mainly from the energy sector. For example, the biggest advocate of the carbon tax is France, whose power is based largely on the emission-free nuclear energy. France will bear very small costs of climate policy, however countries based on the traditional coal energy, such as Poland and the United States, will bear the greatest costs. On the other hand, one of the biggest champions of the fight against climate change is Brazil, which receives annually from the international community $21 billion to rescue the Amazon forest, despite the fact that this country is one of the fastest growing economies in the world, and the forests are devastated for profit by the local businesses.

Undoubtedly the biggest support of policy towards changes will be citizens. Both those from rich countries and those from poor countries. The former will pay more for energy and competitiveness of their businesses will significantly decrease, because the resources devoted to the development will have to be spent to fight carbon dioxide. While the latter will pay more for food, the international community will close them again for a few decades in the ecological museum. Their situation will not improve, as for the past few years, international organizations have failed to solve the problem of hunger, disease and poverty using similar methods.

Chapter VI - Risks Related to the COP15 UN Climate Change Conference in Copenhagen.

The climate summit in Copenhagen could result in a further threat to the citizens and their future. One of the most dangerous includes increased taxation under the pretext of combating climate change. According to the assumptions, the appointment of additional aid fund for poor countries to adapt to climate change will cost in the years 2010-2020, up to 500 trillion Euro.
 Although no one knows yet what is hidden in this - in fact it is just another camouflaged form of humanitarian aid. This means that every taxpayer in the EU countries will pay an additional 1000 euros for the fight against climate change.

Another danger associated with the UN Conference on Climate Change in Copenhagen is a project called “the Copenhagen Treaty”, which obliges signatories to the draconian restrictions on economic development at the expense of the total elimination of industrial production of carbon dioxide. It is worth mentioning that the Treaty does not provide, e.g. development of nuclear energy, as compensation for the loss of energy capacity, which makes the document unambiguously harmful and utopian.
 

Finally the last, and greatest threat, involves the attempt to reconstitute a quasi-global government, which would act as the international body responsible for the global allocation of greenhouse gas emissions. Copenhagen Protocol would be enforced, replacing the Kyoto Protocol. If the document was signed by most of the countries in the world, the intergovernmental organization responsible for the allocation of CO2 emissions would have to be created. Currently this is dealt in Europe by the European Commission. The signatories would transfer to such an institution part of the mandate related to the decision-making process about the quantity of greenhouse gas emissions limits in the period. It would mean that the international institution would gain the power to decide the amount of energy production and industry in the country. In the strategic sense, it would be the key decision-making power for the economy of the country and individual companies. It would be essentially a regulatory authority. It is also worth to notify how such an international institution would be created. It would be established under the lofty goal to combat climate catastrophe - surely gaining public support. It would be a support entirely hypothetical based. There would be no democratic processes allowing citizens to influence the elected power. Moreover, there would be no element of public control over the next - global level of bureaucracy. In this way the bureaucratic demand for "participatory sovereignty" would be realized - taken over by the international institutions, functions and powers of nation states.
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