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INTRODUCTION 

By choosing tendentious and corrupt temperature measures (such as placing official thermometers near 
air conditioner outlets), ignoring unbiased temperature measures (such as satellites), processing data 
opaquely on their computers (science should be open and transparent, but the climate establishment 
even evades FOIs), the recently released State of the Climate in 20091

The situation is more nuanced: 

 report claims that the world has 
been getting ever hotter, even during the last decade. 

1.  The world has not been warming for the last decade. This is proven by our best data sources: 
satellites (for air temperatures) and the Argo network (for ocean temperatures). As leading 
senior warmist Dr. Phil Jones, Director of the Climate 
Research Unit at the University of East Anglia in the 
UK, said recently in an interview on the BBC2

2. The world has been warming since the depths of the 
little ice age in about 1750. There is a pattern of 
warming and cooling periods of about 30 years apiece 
around a constant underlying warming. The last 
warming period was 1975 to 2001, and if the pattern 
persists there will be mild cooling until at least 2025. 

: “from 
1995 to the present there has been no statistically-
significant global warming”. 

But human emissions of carbon dioxide have nearly all occurred since WWII, were insignificant 
before 1850, and are now accelerating—so they cannot be the main cause of global warming.  

 
The State of the Climate report overwhelms its reader with detail that is difficult for a layperson to 
decode. Basically its message is authoritarian: we are the experts, it is very complicated, you can’t 
understand it, so just accept what we say.  

Nonsense. Everyone is familiar with temperature,  and the main issues here are easily understood by 
laypeople. The reality is that the temperature picture is not favorable to their climate theory, so they 
hide behind complexity and authority instead of simply telling you what is going on.  

                                                           
1  By National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA): www.ncdc.noaa.gov/bams-state-of-the-

climate/2009.php. 
2  BBC interview February 2010: news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm. 
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This document is a brief scientific commentary on the 2009 State 
of the Climate report by Dr. David Evans.  

Dr David Evans worked for the Australian Greenhouse Office 
(now the Department of Climate Change) from 1999 to 2005, 
modelling Australia’s carbon in plants, debris, mulch, soils, and 
forestry and agricultural products. Evans is a mathematician and 
engineer, with six university degrees including a PhD from 
Stanford University in electrical engineering. The evidence 
supporting the idea that CO2 emissions were the main cause of 
global warming reversed itself from 1998 to 2006, causing Evans 
to move from being a warmist to a skeptic.  

SATELLITES SHOW THAT GLOBAL AIR TEMPERATURES 

HAVE NOT RISEN IN THE LAST DECADE 

Global air temperatures at the earth’s surface are best measured by satellites, because they measure 
the temperature 24/7 over broad swathes of land and ocean, across the whole world except the poles, 
and they do not suffer from distortions due to thermometer siting problems or “adjustments”. While 
satellites had some calibration  problems early on, those problems have long since been fully fixed to 
everyone's satisfaction. Satellites are mankind’s most reliable, extensive, and unbiased method for 
measuring surface temperatures. 

Warmists quote land-based thermometer data instead of satellite data; there are major problems with 
land-based data—more on that shortly. 

There are two satellite temperature records, graphed here in their entirety (back to 1979), and graphed 
in a similar format for easy comparison: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1:  From Remote Sensing Systems (RSS) in California. www.junkscience.com/MSU_Temps/RSSglobe.html.  
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Figure 2:  From the University of Alabama in Huntsville (UAH), using the NASA Aqua satellite. 
www.junkscience.com/MSU_Temps/UAHMSUglobe.html.  

The main features of both global satellite temperature records are: 

• An unusually large El Nino spike in 1998. During an El Nino surface temperatures are high for 
about a year then come back to their previous level. 

• A large El Nino spike in 2010, that peaked in January to March and is now (July 2010) on the way 
back down.  

• A generally rising trend until about 1998 or maybe 2001. 

• A slightly cooling trend from about 2002. 

The El Nino spikes complicate the picture, obviously. Notice that the large 2010 El Nino is slightly cooler 
than the large 1998 El Nino, which has never been surpassed. So it is correct to say that “global (surface) 
temperatures have been level to declining since 1998”. Even simpler to say there has been “no warming 
since 1998”. 

A leading warmist, Dr. Phil Jones, Director of the Climate Research Unit (CRU) at the University of East 
Anglia (UEA) in the UK, in a recent interview on the BBC, agreed that “from 1995 to the present there 
has been no statistically-significant global warming”3

WHY WARMISTS PREFER LAND-BASED THERMOMETERS 

 (that is, over the last 15 years). Jones also pointed 
out that it has been cooling since 2002, but that this trend was too short to be statistically significant. 

What’s the story with the land-based thermometers, and why do warmists persist in quoting them? Part 
of the answer is that satellite-based temperatures only go back to 1979, but the main part is pure spin – 
the land-based thermometers show more warming, and that’s not by accident. 

                                                           
3  BBC interview February 2010: news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm.  

http://www.junkscience.com/MSU_Temps/UAHMSUglobe.html�
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm�
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Land-based thermometers are frequently compromised by the urban heat island effect—the micro-
climate around a land-based thermometer can change due to urban encroachment, such as nearby 
asphalt, concrete, buildings, air conditioners, cars, electrical appliances, or changes in vegetation.  

Global warming is measured in tenths of a degree per century, so any little artificial nudge to the 
thermometer is important. 

 

Figure 3:  The land-based thermometer at Marysville California, used to gather official temperature data.  
The thermometer is in the “MMTS Shelter”; it gets extra warming from car engines in the parking bays,  

air conditioners, asphalt, wind breaks, and even a cell transmitter. www.surfacestations.org.  

Anthony Watts, a 25-year broadcast meteorology veteran, recruited 650 volunteers to inspect and 
document the 1,221 land-based thermometers overseen by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) in the US. Of the 860 thermometers inspected by early 2009, 89% fail to meet 
NOAA’s siting requirements that they be more than 30 meters from an artificial heating or 
radiating/reflecting heat source.4

Why don’t NOAA move their thermometers or put new ones in proper locations (level, open clearings 
over ground that is typical of the region)? Why do they persist in measuring the official temperature 
record from thermometers near air conditioner outlets?  

  

Tough measures are being proposed to curb emissions, so measuring temperatures is crucial to the 
economy. Yet NOAA are doing a conspicuously poor job—if they are trying accurate measure 
temperature in the US. The annual budget for NOAA is over $4 billion5

Let’s turn to the global land-based data. It comes from 1,079 land-based thermometers (134 of them in 
the US from the NOAA network above), more than half of which are at airports—typically near tarmac, 
and often in the exhaust of planes.

, so money is hardly the issue. 

6

                                                           
4  

 Could they perhaps be measuring the growth in air traffic more than 
temperature? 

wattsupwiththat.files.wordpress.com/2009/05/surfacestationsreport_spring09.pdf. 
5  www.corporateservices.noaa.gov/nbo/FY09_Rollout_Materials/NOAA_One_Pager_FINAL.pdf. 
6  wattsupwiththat.com/2009/07/15/giss-worlds-airports-continue-to-run-warmer-than-row. 
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Figure 4:  Ciampino Airport in Rome, Italy7

 

. The two thermometers (in the Stevenson screens) 
 get affected by planes, the tarmac, and the truck parking lot. 

Another problem with land-based thermometer data are the welter of adjustments made to the raw 
data, the vast majority of which increase the appearance of recent warming. For example, at Darwin in 
Australia, part of the global official land thermometer network, the adjustments turn a century of mild 
cooling into a century of strong warming: 

                                                           
7  wattsupwiththat.com/2009/03/28/how-not-to-measure-temperature-part-86-when-in-rome-dont-do-as-the-

romans-do. 
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Figure 5:  The raw (blue) temperature data at Darwin airport had adjustments (black) added to make the official 
temperature record (red). Official reasons for the adjustments are not given, but include issues like moving the 

thermometer site and missing records. wattsupwiththat.com/2009/12/08/the-smoking-gun-at-darwin-zero. 

 

Because it comes from sites with individual histories and problems, land-based thermometer data is 
endlessly “adjustable”. The adjustments and the 
reasons for them are not made public, and there 
is no body or organization to check or audit the 
adjustments. The problems discussed here are 
just those  in the US and Australia: reported 
problems elsewhere appear worse, especially in 
Siberia and China. 

So what are the effects of all these thermometer 
shenanigans? One of the two main surface-thermometer-based global temperature records is the GISS 
record:  

The adjustments and the reasons 
for them are not made public, and 

there is no body or organization 
to check or audit the adjustments. 
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Figure 6:  From the Goddard Institute for Space Studies (GISS) at NASA, run by Jim Hansen, the “father of  
global warming”. From land-based thermometers and a few ocean thermometers, but no satellite  

data (despite the “Space” in GISS).  www.junkscience.com/MSU_Temps/GISSglobal.html.  

 

This is the global temperature data the warmists like to use. Notice the differences with the satellite 
data: 

• The warmest year appears to be 2006, 
not 1998. 

• The warming trend appears to continue 
through 2010. 

 
Given all the problems with the land-based 
thermometers, how do we know it has actually 
warmed at all in the last 60 years? The US has the widest and highest quality land-based thermometer 
network in the world; here is the land-based temperature record for the US from GISS: 

Given all the problems with the 
land-based thermometers, how do 

we know it has actually warmed 
at all in the last 60 years? 
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Figure 7:  US temperatures as currently reported by GISS, based on NOAA’s land-based thermometers.  
data.giss. nasa.gov/gistemp/graphs. (The pre-2000 version by GISS is radically different, showing the  

1930s as warmer than the 1990s; see Fig 1a at www.giss.nasa.gov/research/briefs/hansen_07.) 

Looks like warming in the US over the last century, right? But here are the adjustments made to the raw 
data by NOAA in order to get that temperature record: 

 

Figure 8:  The adjustments made to the raw US land-thermometer data by NOAA, in degrees Fahrenheit.  
These adjustments were added to the raw data, boosting the temperatures reported by GISS from 1960, 

 especially in the 1990s.  As reported by NOAA itself: cdiac.ornl.gov/epubs/ndp/ushcn/ndp019.html. 

The adjustments to the raw data in 1934 were minimal, but by 2000 the raw data was “corrected” 
upward by about 0.3°C. Yet the smoothed US temperature reported by GISS was only 0.2°C higher in 
2000 than in it was in 1934. So the smoothed raw temperature was 0.1°C higher in 1934 than it was in 
2000! Without the “adjustments”, the GISS picture of rising temperatures in the USA over the century 
largely vanishes. For the rest of the world—who knows? 

http://data.giss.nasa.gov/gistemp/graphs�
http://www.giss.nasa.gov/research/briefs/hansen_07�
http://cdiac.ornl.gov/epubs/ndp/ushcn/ndp019.html�
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In science, data should be verifiable and open. The satellite data is taken from two independent sources, 
and they agree. But the land-based temperature is corrupted by the urban heat island effect and other 
problems, and the all-important adjustments are kept from public scrutiny. The land-based record now 
disagrees significantly with the satellite record, and the political implications of the two records are 
quite different. 

NO RECENT OCEAN WARMING EITHER 

Most of the heat in the climate system (water, air, ice, and snow) is stored in the oceans, so the ocean 
temperature is a better indicator of climate change than the air temperature. But measuring ocean 
temperature globally is harder than it sounds. The Argo network finally overcomes many of the 

problems, but only became operational in mid-2003. 

Before Argo, starting in the early 1960s, ocean 
temperatures were measured with 
bathythermographs (XBTs). They are expendable 
probes fired into the water by a gun, that transmit 

data back along a thin wire. They were nearly all launched from ships along the main commercial 
shipping lanes, so geographical coverage of the world’s oceans was poor—for example the huge 
southern oceans were not monitored. XBTs do not go as deep as Argo floats, and their data is much less 
accurate.8  

 

Figure 9:  The Argo network has floats measuring temperature in all of the oceans. 
www.argo.ucsd.edu/About_Argo.html. 

The Argo network consists of over 3,000 small, drifting oceanic robot probes, floating around all of the 
world's oceans. Argo floats duck dive down to 1,000 meters or more, record temperatures, then come 
up and radio back the results. 

                                                           
8  Met Office www.metoffice.gov.uk/weather/marine/observations/gathering_data/argo.html, Argo 

www.argo.ucsd.edu/Novel_argo.html, GizMag www.gizmag.com/argo-program-ocean-data/8446. 

Measuring ocean temperature 
globally is harder than it sounds. 
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Figure 10:  An Argo float descends to cruising depth, drifts for a few days, ascends while recording temperatures, 
then transmits data to satellites. www.argo.ucsd.edu/smo.html. 

The Argo data shows that the oceans have been in a slight cooling trend since at late-2004: 

 

Figure 11:  The ocean heat content from mid 2003 to early 2008, as measured by the Argo network, for 0 – 700 
meters. The unit of the vertical axis is 1022 Joules (about 0.01°C). This shows the recalibrated data, after the data 

from certain instruments with a cool bias were removed (initial Argo results showing strong cooling). Seasonal 
fluctuations are because the oceans are mainly in the southern hemisphere. Source: www.ncasi.org/publications/ 

Detail.aspx?id=3152 (Figure 1a), plus private correspondence with the author on the depth and the smoothing. 
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Josh Willis of NASA’s Jet Propulsion Laboratory, in charge of the Argo data, said in March 2008 on NPR9

The ocean data that the warmists are relying on to establish their warming trends is all pre-Argo; it all 
comes from the old, less accurate XBTs. Now that we are measuring ocean temperatures properly, the 
warming trend has disappeared. And by coincidence, it disappeared just when we started measuring it 
properly! There is a large ocean temperature rise reported  in the two years before Argo became 
available—might there have been a calibration problem between the old data and the Argo data? Could 
the old ocean temperature data have been subject to “corrections”, like the GISS air temperature data? 

: 
“There has been a very slight cooling, but not anything really significant”. 

The Argo data originally showed a strong cooling trend. Josh Willis was surprised at the results10: “every 
body was telling me I was wrong”, because it didn’t agree with the climate models or satellite 
observations of net radiation flux. (By the way, 
Willis, who has written a paper with the father of 
alarmism James Hansen, had an “eye-opening” 
brush with Rush Limbaugh over the original 
data.11

There is a problem with data in the politicized 
world of climate science: alarmists have all the 
authority positions in climate science and own 
(manage) all the datasets. Datasets that contradict 
the warmist theory have a habit of being 
recalibrated or otherwise adjusted for technical 
reasons, and the changes to the datasets always 
make them more supportive of the theory of man-
made global warming. It has happened several 
times now—but by chance alone you would expect 
technical adjustments to make the data less 
supportive of any given position about half the 
time. Don’t be surprised if the Argo data for the 
last few years is “revised” at some stage to show warming instead of slight cooling. 

)  Willis decided to recalibrate the Argo data 
by omitting readings from some floats that seemed 
to be giving readings that were too cold. The Argo 
results shown above are for the new, current data, 
after those recalibrations were made.  

Finally, the Argo data is extraordinarily difficult to find on the Internet: there is no official or unofficial 
website showing the latest global ocean temperature. (There is some raw Argo data on the Internet, but 
the computations to move from there to the global temperature are complex. Basically the only way to 
get the data is to ask Josh Willis (above). The graphs above come from Craig Loehle, who got the data 
from Willis, analyzed it, and put the results in a peer reviewed paper available on the Internet.) Given 

                                                           
9  www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=88520025. 
10  earthobservatory.nasa.gov/Features/OceanCooling/page2.php. 
11  www.usclivar.org/Newsletter/V6N2.pdf. 
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the importance of the ocean temperatures, don’t 
you think this is extraordinary? If the Argo data 
showed a warming trend, don’t you suppose it 
would be publicized endlessly?  

 

THE LAST THOUSAND YEARS  

Michael Mann’s hockey stick graph is the most prominent and persuasive graph in the global warming 
debate, and it appeared six times in the IPCC’s Third Assessment Report in 200112: 

 

Figure 12:  Michael Mann’s hockey stick, from 1998. For the northern hemisphere. Reconstruction from  
tree rings in blue, thermometer record in red.  cdiac.ornl.gov/epubs/ndp/ushcn/ndp019.html. 

It is however quite wrong, and it did not appear at all in the IPCC’s Fourth Assessment Report (the next, 
in 2007).13

In 2006 the US Congress requested a committee chaired by prominent statistician Edward Wegman to 
look into Mann’s hockey stick graph. From the findings:

  

14

                                                           
12  

 

www.grida.no/publications/other/ipcc_tar/?src=/climate/ipcc_tar. 
13  www.wmo.int/pages/partners/ipcc/index_en.html. 
14  www.probeinternational.org/old_drupal/UrbanNewSite/WegmanReport%5B3%5D.pdf, pages 4 -5. 
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“ In general, we found [Mann’s methods] to be somewhat obscure and incomplete and the 
criticisms [by their main critics] to be valid and compelling. … It is important to note the isolation 
of the paleoclimate community; even though they rely heavily on statistical methods they do not 
seem to be interacting with the statistical community. Additionally, we judge that the sharing of 
research materials, data and results was haphazardly and grudgingly done. In this case we judge 
that there was too much reliance on peer review, which was not necessarily independent. 
Moreover, the work has been sufficiently politicized that this community can hardly reassess 
their public positions without losing credibility. Overall, our committee believes that Mann’s 
assessments that the decade of the 1990s was the hottest decade of the millennium and that 
1998 was the hottest year of the millennium cannot be supported by his analysis.” 

   
The first problem was that although Mann used a large number of tree-ring series, his statistical method 
ignored anything that was not hockey-stick shaped. The second problem was that the most influential 
tree ring data in his graph are from bristle-cone pines, which are known to have had a growth spurt in 
the twentieth century for reasons unconnected to climate.15

(There are also other, minor hockey sticks, similar graphs produced by warmist scientists. The next most 
prominent was by Briffa, who refused to divulge his tree ring data for 10 years. When finally revealed, 
his data showed that his hockey stick was based just on a small number of trees in the Yamal peninsula 
of northern Russia, and relied almost entirely on one freak tree for the blade of the hockey stick—
perhaps that special tree found a source of manure and had a growth spurt?

 Even using tree rings is problematic, 
because tree growth depends heavily on water and manure/minerals, as well as on temperature.  

16

We first mentioned the hockey stick and explained why it is wrong because belief in such a temperature 
picture is still quite widespread, due to its very widespread distribution a decade ago.  

) 

So what does the last thousand years of global temperatures really look like? Using all the available 
global temperature proxies except for tree rings (namely sediments, boreholes, pollen, oxygen-18, 
stalagmites, magnesium to calcium ratios, algae, cave formation, etc.) over a wide geographical range: 

                                                           
15  Good two-page account:  www.spiked-online.com/index.php/debates/copenhagen_article/9056. 
16  joannenova.com.au/2009/09/breaking-news-cherry-picking-of-historic-proportions, 

joannenova.com.au/2009/12/fraudulent-hockey-sticks-and-hidden-data. 
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Figure 13:  The best current picture of mean global temperatures. Based on 18 non-tree-ring proxies to 1935, and 
11 after 1935 (dotted line). www.ncasi.org/publications/Detail.aspx?id=3025, www.drroyspencer.com/global-

warming-background-articles/2000-years-of-global-temperatures. 

Notice that the world has been warming since about 1750, and we are almost back to the global 
temperature of early medieval times.  

THE THEORY OF MAN-MADE GLOBAL WARMING 

FAILS DUE TO TIMING  

The theory of man-made global warming attributes global warming mainly to human emissions of 
carbon dioxide. Simply comparing the timing of our emissions to rises and falls in temperature show that 
the theory has almost no explanatory power: 
 

 
 

Figure 14:  Emissions of carbon by humans (the mass numbers are for the carbon in the emitted  
carbon dioxide).  cdiac.ornl.gov/trends/emis/tre_glob.html. 

 

The theory does not explain 
the rate of warming either. 
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The vast bulk of human emissions occurred after 1945, during post-WWII industrialization. Half of all 
human emissions have occurred since the mid 1970s. 

• Temperatures have been rising since 1750 (Figure 13), but human emissions were negligible 
before 1850. So the theory  does not explain global warming. 

• Human emissions have been rocketing up ever faster since 1998, but it has not warmed since 
1998 (Figures 1 and 2, and leading warmist Dr Phil Jones—“from 1995 to the present there has 
been no statistically-significant global warming”17

• The rate of global warming in 1860-1880, 1910-1940 and 1975-1998 were “similar and not 

). So the theory does not explain global cooling 
episodes. 

statistically significantly different from each other” 
(Dr Phil Jones again18

Leading warmist scientist Kevin Trenberth said in one of 
the ClimateGate emails,

), yet human emissions were 
vastly different in those periods. So the theory 
does not explain the rate of warming either. 

19

“The fact is that we can’t account for the lack of 
warming at the moment, and it is a travesty that 
we can’t. The CERES data published in the August 
BAMS 09 supplement on 2008 shows there should 
be even more warming: but the data are surely 
wrong. Our observing system is inadequate.” 

 

 
While human emissions of carbon dioxide theoretically 
must have some effect on global temperature, it is 
obviously a smaller effect than whatever other forces are warming and cooling the climate. 

WARMING FOR THE LAST TWO CENTURIES IS A RECOVERY FROM THE LITTLE ICE AGE   

The global temperature has been rising at a steady trend rate of 0.5°C per century since the depths of 
the little ice age in the 1700s (when the Thames River would freeze over every winter; the last time it 
froze over was 1804).  

                                                           
17  BBC interview: news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm (as per footnote 3). 
18  BBC interview: news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm (again). 
19  www.wired.com/threatlevel/2009/11/climate-hack.  Trenberth is saying this in a context where he believes 

global warming is still occurring, but is bemoaning that no one can measure it! 

While human emissions 
of carbon dioxide 

theoretically must have 
some effect on global 

temperature, it is 
obviously a smaller effect 

than whatever other 
forces are warming and 

cooling the climate. 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm�
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm�
http://www.wired.com/threatlevel/2009/11/climate-hack�
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On top of the trend are oscillations that last about thirty years in each direction: 

1860 – 1882    Warming 

1882 – 1910    Cooling 

1910 – 1944    Warming 

1944 – 1975    Cooling 

1975 – 2001    Warming 

 

 

Figure 15:  The instrumental global temperature record goes back to about 1880. It can be thought of as a steady 
linear trend with oscillations. Insight and graph from Dr Syun Akasofu. In 2009 we are where the green arrow 

points.  people.iarc.uaf.edu/~sakasofu/pdf/two_natural_components_recent_climate_change.pdf.    

The pattern suggests that the world has entered a period of slight cooling until about 2025 – 2030. 
There was a cooling scare in the early 1970s at the end of 
the last cooling phase. The current global warming alarm is 
based on the last warming oscillation, from 1975 to 2001. 
The IPCC predictions simply extrapolated the last warming 
as if it would last forever, a textbook case of alarmism. 
However the last warming period ended after the usual 
thirty years or so, and the global temperature is now 
definitely tracking below the IPCC predictions.  

The oscillations are thought to be associated with an ocean phenomenon called the “Pacific Decadal 
Oscillation”. 

The pattern suggests that 
the world has entered a 
period of slight cooling 

until about 2025 – 2030. 

http://people.iarc.uaf.edu/~sakasofu/pdf/two_natural_components_recent_climate_change.pdf�
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CONCLUSION 

Global temperatures as measured by our best and least biased means, satellites and the Argo network, 
have been flat to slightly down over the last decade. Consequently, the bandwagon built around the 
theory of man-made global warming is stalling. The 
2009 State of the Climate report is an attempt by 
climate authorities to browbeat the public and 
politicians. 

While people outside the climate establishment may 
not understand climate science, they do understand 
cheating. As the world becomes familiar with 
photographs of official thermometers near air 
conditioning outlets and in the backwash of jet airplanes, let alone the many tricks played by the climate 
science establishment, the public are becoming increasingly angry.  

The 2009 State of the Climate report is just another authoritarian attempt to hoodwink the public. If the 
report was really trying to explain what was going on it would have been simple, direct, easy to 
understand, it would have included satellite temperatures and Argo results—and it would have 
admitted, as leading warmist Dr. Phil Jones, Director of the Climate Research Unit at the University of 
East Anglia in the UK, did recently20

 

: “from 1995 to the present there has been no statistically-
significant global warming”. 

                                                           
20  BBC interview February 2010: news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm. 

The IPCC predictions simply 
extrapolated the last warming 

as if it would last forever, a 
textbook case of alarmism. 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8511670.stm�
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