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6 January 2016

Attorney General Eric T. Schneiderman Via FedEx Airbill
Office of the Attorney General

The Capitol

Albany, NY 12224-0341

800-771-7755

Subject: “Climate Denialism” Laws with Mandatory Prison Terms

Reference 1: Your Interview with Judy Woodruff on PBS News Hour — 10 November 2015

Reference 2: Conference of Parties (COP-21) United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
(UNFCCC), Paris, France, November 30 thru December 11 2015

Dear AG Schneiderman:

During Reference 1 you discuss concerns regarding climate change in the Artic, and the alleged role that
Exxon-Mobil has played in those concerns.

Reference 1 is available here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DDIb2uEirTO wherein you state:

"We're very interested in seeing what science Exxon
has been using for its own purposes because they are
tremendously active in off-shore oil drilling in the Artic
for example where global warming is happening at a
much more rapid rate then in more temperate zones.
Were they using the best science, and the most
competent models for their own purposes? But then
telling the public, regulators and shareholders that no
competent models existed; things like that.

We're interested in what they were using internally, and
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[FlelV Q) ATTORNEY GENERAL, NEW YORK

In that context | share the following excerpt from a relatively recent Washington Post news article:

“The Arctic Ocean is warming up, icebergs are growing scarcer and in some places the seals are
finding the water too hot, according to a report to the Commerce Department yesterday from
Consul Ifft, at Bergen, Norway.

Reports from fishermen, seal hunters and explorers, he declared, all point to a radical change in
climate conditions and hitherto unheard-of temperatures in the Arctic zone. Exploration expeditions
report that scarcely any ice has been met with as far north as 81 degrees 29 minutes. Soundings to a
depth of 3,100 meters showed the gulf stream still very warm.

Great masses of ice have been replaced by moraines of earth and stones, the report continued, while
at many points well known glaciers have entirely disappeared. Very few seals and no white fish are
found in the eastern Arctic, while vast shoals of herring and smelts, which have never before ventured
so far north, are being encountered in the old seal fishing grounds.”

Next is an original source scan for this news report. It is unlikely that this and many similar documents
are what you intended for discovery under the subpoena served upon Exxon-Mobil:


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DDIb2uEirT0
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Attorney General Eric T. Schneiderman

Novemser, 1922. MONTHLY WEATHER REVIEW.

THE CHANGING ARCTIC.

By Georee Nicoras IFrr.
Ll n—lsrdat.tchgj' Octaber mﬁ% gh{nt:-m mﬁlr%mﬂ?rﬁni submitied

The Arctic seems to be warming up. Reports from
fishermen, seal hunters, and explorers who sail the seas
about Spitzbergen and the eastern Arctic, all point to
a radical change in climatic conditions, and hitherto un-
heard-of high temperatures in that part of the earth’s
Emfm'm rwegi C

n August, 1922, the No ian Department of Com-
merce sent an expedition to Spitzbe gaand Bear Island
u.nd.ler the leadership of Dr. Adolf Hoel, lecturer on
geology at the University of Christiania. Its purpose
was to survey and chart the lands adjacent to the
Norwegian mines on _those islands, take soundings of the
adjacent waters, and make other oceanographic investi-
gations.

Dr. Hoel, who has just returned, reports the location
of hitherto unknown coal deposits on the eastern shores
of Advent Bay—deposits OF vast extent and superior
?uahty.ﬁ_'l‘h.is is regarded as of first importance, as so

ar most of the coal mined by the Norwegian companies
on those islands has not been of the best quality.

# R. L. Holmes: Quart. Journ, Royal Matsorol. Soc., January, 1905.

The oceanographic observations have, however, been
even more interesting. Ice conditions were exceptional.
In fact, so little ice never before been noted. The
expedition all but established & record, sailing as far
north as §1° 29’ in ice-free water. This is the farthest
north ever reached with modern oceanographic apparatus.

The character of the waters of the great polar basin
has heretofore been practically unknown. Dr. Hoel re-
ports that he made a section of the Gulf Stream at 81°
north latitude and took soundings to a depth of 3,100
meters, These show the Gulf Stream very warm, and it
could be traced as a surface current till beyond the 81st
parallel. The warmth of the waters makes it probable
that the favorable ice conditions will continue for some
time,

Liater a section was taken of the Gulf Siream off Bear
Island and off the Isfjord, as well as a section of the cold
current that comes down along the west coast of Spite-
hell'gen off the south cape. :

n connection with Dr. Hoel's report, it is of interest
to note the unusually warm summer in Arctic Norway
and the observations of Capt. Martin Ingebrigtsen, who
has ssiled the eastern Arctic for 54 years past. He says
that he first noted warmer conditions in 1918, that sinee
that time 1t has steadily gotten warmer, and that to-day
the Arctic of that re%'on 1s not recognizable as the same

ion of 1868 to 1917.

Many old landmarks are so changed as to be unre
nizable. Where formerly great masses of ice were fo
there are now often moraines, accumulations of earth an.&
stones. At many points where glaciers formerl.g' extended
erTiﬁltO the sea they have entirely dcmappen.fe .

e change in temperature, ss aptain Ingebrigtsen
has also brought about great change in the flora and
fauna of the Aretic. This summer he sought for white
fish in Spitzbergen waters. Formerly great shoals of
them were found there. This year he saw none, although
he visited all the old fishing grounds.

There were few seal in Eitzbergen waters this year,
the catch being far under the average. This, however,
did not surprise the captain. He pointed out that
formerly the waters about Sgitrzhargen d an even sum-
mer temperature of about 3° Celsius; this year recorded
temperatures up to 15°, and last winter ocean did
not freeze over even on the north coast of Spitzbergen.

With the disappearance of white fish and seal has come
other life in these waters. This year herring in great
shoals were found along the west coast of Spitzbergen,
all the way from the fry to the veritable great herring.
Shoals of emelt were also met with.

Page 2 of 26

This report (Attachment 1) was the basis of The Washington Post article of November 2, 1922.
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For a recent report on the effects of climate change on the Artic, most specifically on what PBS labels as
the “plight of the polar bear,” please view: AL GORE VERSUS THE POLAR BEAR. You can search that
title at YouTube or visit: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BOjLOgH-ZHc

were not that far from the coast, and it |
was possible for them to swim... They are |
still alive and having fun.” !

As perspective, one that relates to the ongoing economic demise of my home state, the historical
companies of Standard Oil Company of New York (Mobil) and Standard Oil of New Jersey (Exxon) were
long-ago chased out of their home states by the actions of people such as you. ExxonMobil, your
defendant, just announced that its new 385-acre campus will be completed this year (2015) and fully
staffed, providing over 10,000 jobs for the citizens of . . . Houston, Texas:

With these developments in mind, the following discussion justifies the suspicion of what motivates your

actions against Exxon-Mobil: an unstated effort to enact “Climate Denialism” laws (with mandatory prison
terms). First, we identify the associates-you-keep, and their lack of a genuine “contribution” to protecting
the environment, and then we review details of Reference 1 and how those details justify our suspicions.



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BOjLOgH-ZHc
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The Climate Change Imbroglio: An Open Denunciation of Integrity

The archaic definition of the word imbroglio is “a confused heap.” It is an accurate descriptor of your
performance during Reference 1, your proponent Judy Woodruff, and a majority of the news media
regarding science (especially climate science), and so-called scientists themselves.

As further perspective, let us recall a statement that, to many, characterizes the behavior of vested
interests. It was made by Stanford University Professor Stephen Schneider . . . not merely tangentially
involved in this imbroglio, but the so-called “Father of Anthropogenic Global Warming (AGW)” :

“On the one hand, as scientists we are
ethically bound to the scientific method.
On the other hand, we are not just
scientists but human beings as well.

UNITED
NAT'DN i To do that we need to get some broad
e based support, to capture the public’s

. imagination. That, of course, means
getting loads of media coverage. So we
have to offer up scary scenarios, make
simplified, dramatic statements, and
make little mention of any doubts we
might have.

A AA-T

i1V

COPENHAGEN

Each of us has to decide what the
right balance is between being
effective and being honest.”

In your interview with PBS you stated:

“Certainly, all of the (State of New York’s) claims would lie in some form of fraud.”

Relating to the Schneider ethics proposal and your fraud
innuendos, image the following: After parole violation
testimony you prove that Jonathan Pollard lied; not
merely a misstatement, lied. But when confronted with
perjury Pollard dismisses you, declaring:

“ | was trying to ‘decide the right balance between
being effective and being honest.”

How quickly would Pollard be re-fitted for prisoner’s garb?
In a ‘New York second’ ?

In this imbroglio, misinformation and misdirection have become implicit, institutionalized, even openly
accepted within, what Ms. Woodruff declares is, “what we know about climate change.”

I have been testing “what we know about climate science” for several decades, not with reporters, but
with scientists who ALLEGE to have relevant training and knowledge. Despite having published many
articles, | continue to be amazed at, and repulsed by, the inveracity and parasitism of AGW proponents.
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Climate Change Imbroglio: Big Academia, ClimateGate and a Simple Question

You note that | copied my alma mater, Cornell University. In late 2009, while preparing an article, my
suspicions about what was known to Big Academia was exposed, on a global scale, by ClimateGate.

| interviewed “climate change” experts at Cornell in December 2009, but | focused some of my inquires
on their integrity. | asked an assistant director about ClimateGate, but he claimed to have “never heard
the term.” When | mentioned that an internet search of the term yields over 3.7 million in 0.13 seconds
and in numerous languages, this assistant director rudely ended our conversation.

The climate change imbroglio includes a leit motif, a promotion that is never qualified; it is claimed to be
intrinsic to, what Woodruff claims is, “what we know about climate change.” The ClimateGaters and
many others all declare, with force, that atmospheric carbon dioxide is positively correlated to global
temperatures and, most forcefully, that CO2 attributable to human activity is the PRIMARY cause of (in
the original marketing vernacular) global warming; now labeled climate change. AGW proponents, Big
Academia, ClimateGaters, and the media never “mention any doubts (they) may have” . . . all pronounce
this correlation as a proven scientific and statistical fact . . . while never quantifying that statistic.

As you know, as an attorney general, when evidence supports an argument its discovery is never an
issue of heated courtroom or motions debate . . . THAT evidence arrives by the truck load. As you also
know we frequently arrive at the truth by asking the simple question, with the most important arrival
ascertaining the integrity of the persons being questioned.

Because it coincided with the whistleblower release of 60
megs of ClimateGate emails | excluded from my article a
simple question that | posed to former Director Frank
DeSalvo at the Cornell University Center for Sustainability:

“What is the correlation value, the R-squared value, between
atmospheric carbon dioxide in PPM and global temperatures;
and please specify the time period for the value you offer? ”

After decades of asking, not one AGW pundit has answered my simple R*2 question. Alternatively, the
central portent of your PBS interview, and your lawsuit against Exxon-Mobil, implicitly declares that R"2
approaches 100%. So what is the problem?

TRNN.CDM

Although none have answered my R*2 question with
integrity, AGW proponent Professor Alan Robock of
Rutgers University, former researcher for the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
declared:

v

value is high but correlation does not mean cause and ﬁgﬁlsl; g‘ii’;,,,““"“"" Professor, mugmm

effect.”

“ That (R"2 question) is too simplistic. The correlation

Let’s recap. According to the Professor Schneider “we need to offer up scary scenarios (and) make

simplified, dramatic statements.” However, when a taxpayer asks simplified questions regarding the
ongoing scary and dramatic statements, such as those made by you about the Artic, that taxpayer is
derided as . . . “too simplistic” !?
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Climate Change Imbroglio: Big Academia , ClimateGate and a Simple Question —con'’t

The next section will review the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and their
assessment reports (AR). In AR-1, AR-2, AR-3, AR-4 and their most recent AR-5, the IPCC seems to
have no problem hyping an answer to the simple R*2 question. In fact, AR-5 states:

"It is extremely likely that more than half of the observed increase in global average surface temperature
from 1951 to 2010 was caused by the anthropogenic increase in greenhouse gas concentrations . . .”

The ‘extremely likely’ phrase is defined by the IPCC as >95%.

So, when it serves their media and fund-raising purposes, calculation of an R-squared value is not “too
simplistic.” The AGW proponents and their fraternity/sorority organizations at the United Nations,
specifically the IPCC, seem to have no problem “offer(ing) up scary scenarios and mak(ing) simplified,
dramatic statements.”

As discussed above, ongoing AGW pronouncements and now your lawsuit against Exxon-Mobil proclaim
a direct and PRIMARY correlation between increases in atmospheric CO2 due to human activity and
global warming. But when the question comes from a taxpayer it is “too simplistic,” and we are told that
“correlation does not mean cause and effect.” The latter is absolutely true! But that is never what the
ClimateGaters spew into the media, or government hand-out hearings.

Recent short-term CO2-to-global-temperatures correlations, involving grammar school arithmetic (that
even our “multicultural” education system can teach) include the following apparent values:

e |f we specify the period 1922 (when Arctic ice was melting per Page 2 above) to 1940, the R"2
value is positive and small.

e From 1940 to 1970, despite ongoing increases in CO2, global temperatures dropped, and the
correlation was therefore large and negative. (Does it surprise you that describing this period
Professor Stephen “Being Effective” Schneider published papers which claimed that human
activity was responsible for “global cooling”?!).

From 1970 until approximately 2000 the R”2 returns to slightly positive.
Since 2000 the R”2 returned to negative. (Regarding this recent climate fact, does it surprise
you that a prominent ClimateGater fretted in his 2008 email, “Where’'s the warming?!” )

On the other hand, the R"2 value is not “too
simplistic” for various weather reporting
organizations.

Strength of Correlation to Warming
Courtesy: Meteorologist Joe D'Aleo

At left is the nationally broadcast estimates
of R-squared values for various time periods
and various alleged inputs to global

coz 1895-2007 temperatures.
Sun 1900-2004 _ . :
During the time that | was being rebuffed by
Oceans 1900-2007 Cornell University, Rutgers University,
NASA, NOAA, various ClimateGaters,
CcOo2 1998-2007 ! various AGW proponents, and the like, |

spoke with retired meteorologist Mr. Craig
3 James who had also calculated conjoint
AccuWeather.com’ values for similar time periods.

In James’ opinion the solar-ocean conjoint calculated for similar periods was in the 88+% range!
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Climate Change Imbroglio: Big Academia , ClimateGate and a Simple Question — con't

Regarding ClimateGate . . . contrary to the other responses | received from my alma mater, and
elsewhere, please note that Professor DeSalvo states with integrity:

“There’s no doubt people know about it (ClimateGate), and are chagrined by it.”

Yes, but are these people chagrined because of the abject inveracity that ClimateGate exposed, or are
they chagrined because they got caught? Let's see. ..

DeSalvo was disgusted with the fact that several emails of these “climate scientists” openly advocated
physical violence against those whose scientific inquiry resulted in different conclusions than their own.
Does it surprise you that not one, among the many recipients of that latter emails, voiced strong protest,
or at least “chagrin” regarding their email-receipt-association with criminal threats? Not one !

In your interview with PBS you stated, “You're not allowed to commit fraud.” What about open threats of
physical violence; is that allowed Mr. Attorney General?

It is no surprise that not one attorney general or government official pressed charges against those
ClimateGate “scientists” that documented their criminal intent. All of you ‘looked the other way.’
Alternatively, if you find a similar intent indicated, in the slightest, in the documents you receive from
Exxon-Mobil, is it also your intention to also just ‘look the other way’ ?

One more point on ClimateGate, since this too is indicative: What if the whistleblower release of the East
Anglia HADCRUT emails had ‘gone the other way'? What if the 60 megs had confirmed your underlying
theme against Exxon-Mobil, that indeed ours “is a planet on the edge” ? What if these scientists were all
emailing the opposite (of what was actually exposed)? Does anyone believe that the false accusation,
that release of the ClimateGate emails was only a matter of “hacking,” would have been promoted by
the media? By Big Academia? By you? In this alternative evidence scenario, would you have buried
the hacking allegation, while praising the HADCRUT *“scientists™?
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Climate Change Imbroglio: The Middle Ages, Hockey Sticks, and the IPCC

In a paper written for the science journal Ecology, Cornell Professor Charles Greene ranted:
“The rate of warming we are seeing is unprecedented in human history."

That statement is known to be rubbish. But the basis or, more accurately, the history of the fabricated
“scientific” justifications for these outbursts, already well documented, is insidious.

It is well-known that rapid climate change, and a global warming, took place during a period that was one
of the most pleasant in human experience: The Middle Ages (800 to 1300 AD). So-called climate
scientists label this period with an acronym, MWP for Medieval Warm Period. So, the recent trend in
warming is anything but “unprecedented,” and neither it or the MWP was caused by CO2. Competent
and honest research confirms that many prior warmings, such as during the Roman Empire, have been
censored or stifled from so-called “peer reviewed journals.”

Again, it is the fabricated justifications that form the basis of the insidious rant above. One such
notorious item, one they want us to forget about, is called the ‘hockey stick graph.’” In my widely copied
email, which was addressed to Greene of November 8, 2008, | ask:

“Are you referring to the 'hockey stick' issue when you make that (“unprecedented”) claim? . ..
Please address the 'hockey stick' question above.”

As anticipated, Greene directed his response only to me, not to the open recipients. And he hid from the
‘hockey stick’ issue entirely. Instead, in a condescending response, Greene declared:

“My comments are based on the IPCC 4th assessment report . . ."

| say ‘hid’ because thee central theme of the pseudo-alarmist rant contained in the 4th Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) assessment report (AR4) is based on the fraudulent notion that the
warming of the Middle Ages never occurred. | say ‘pseudo-alarmist’ because true scientists, when not
burdened with the urgency and rigors of fundraising, and when speaking “off the record,” are not in a
state of alarm about recent short-term temperature data.

| am reviewing this because people in your position and media outlets such as PBS, frequently rely on
governmental reports as their primary evidence. Regarding various, but discredited IPCC Assessment
Reports, you may not be aware of the numerous routines that are buried in those reports, which are
alleged to be peer-reviewed science, and alleged to be written by scientists. The details of the roundly
discredited sputum called the ‘hockey stick’ go beyond the scope of this letter:
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However, the covert purpose of that 1998 graph created by Professor Michael Mann, now at
Pennsylvania State University, needs to be re-emphasized. (shown with Bill Nye, Cornell AGW
proponent, and narrator of the discredited, grammar-school-ish Al Gore “Climate 101" video).
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Climate Change Imbroglio: The Middle Ages, Hockey Sticks, and the IPCC — con't

Specifically, in their attempt to prove that human sources of CO2 were driving a “ rate of warming ...
unprecedented in human history,” they had to eliminate the temperature record of the Middle Ages. To
state that this was a conspiracy is generous. Indeed, it amounts to criminal fraud on a global scale . . .
but not one Attorney General demonstrated concern.

Ironically, the Mann ‘hockey stick’ is not the first attempt to re-write natural history (in the effort to fund

and justify the AGW agenda). The initial attack on the temperature record of the Middle Ages came from
Professor Keith Briffa:

Climate change over the past 1000 years as shown by the IPCC

1990 IPCC report 2001 IPCC report
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The Hockey Stick Chart

And who is Briffa, and where did he work at the time of his initial assault on the MWP? Does it surprise
you that he was a fellow at East Anglia University, and was employed at their Climate Research Unit, the
focus of the ClimateGate criminals? Briffa was a Lead Author of the IPCC AR-4 the very same farce
that Cornell Professor Charles “unprecedented” Greene relied on according to his emails?

Schneider, Greene, Mann, Nye, Briffa, et al., have declared, far and wide, that the twentieth century

temperature data represents the warmest global climate in over a thousand years. That declaration is
not merely a mistake, it's a bold-faced fraud.

When | reviewed this background with DeSalvo, specifically the ClimateGaters at East Anglia University
and the intimacy of their Climate Research Unit with the authorship of the IPCC Assessment Reports, he
dismissed their role by saying, “Well, they're certainly part of it.” Nonsense. The ClimateGaters are
deeply imbedded in the IPCC; they were central ... and remain representative.

I continue below with a discussion on the IPCC, and its parent organization the United Nations. But first
we must review a topic that grammar school level children can comprehend with no difficulty . . . provided
that those young students are presented with rudimentary tools and facts.
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Climate Change Imbroglio: The Fraud of “fossil fuels”

On November 12, Cornell President Elizabeth Garrett spoke about “sustainability.” The core of what she
alleges constitutes sustainability is “improving current climate trends.” Her nonsense included marketing
vernacular for plans to turn New York into a “living laboratory.” Garrett also parroted the agenda which
reduces “carbon emissions” by reducing the use of a “fossil fuels.” Other than checkout-counter rag
gibberish, there is no such thing as a “carbon emission,” and there is no such thing as a “fossil fuel.”

There are two major groups that benefit from, and will continue to promote the term “fossil fuels”: Big Oll
and Big Green; neither truly cares about sustainability in the altruistic sense. But this terminology detail
is not trivial, having implications from incompetent domestic public policy, to exploration & extraction
techniques, to warmongering chessboard foreign policy. Perhaps you and Garrett can claim innocence
by virtue of your ignorance; not diatribe, you are both lawyers, not scientists.

Members of Big Oil and Big Green have no such excuse, and are insidious in their promotion of “fossil
fuels.” Big Oil promotes that term with scarcity & pricing as their motivation: Finite biological detritus
implies limited deposits. Big Green is motivated by their notion that ancient biospheric CO2 absorption
(through aspiration) resulted in the subsequent “re-releasing of carbon dioxide by human burning.”

But of all the members of Big Green,
my alma mater should be the most
ashamed to continue regurgitating
“fossil fuels.”

| was personal friends with the late
Cornell Professor Thomas Gold for
over a decade. | spent hours with
him, his dogs, and his wife Carvel. |
had dinner at their house, at Ithaca
New York restaurants, and in the
Gold’s backyard at Pleasant Grove
Lane. | spent untold hours in Gold's
/. upstairs study room.

One of the most important contributions that Gold made to science, one that is well-known at Cornell,
was his promotion of the Abiogenic Theory of Oil. At no time did Gold propose that this theory (that
Planet Earth’'s enormous quantities of oil, methane and coal had origins in hon-biological processes) was
his own. To the contrary, his book ‘Power from the Earth,’ confirms the credit Gold gives to the original
Soviet scientists who developed and gave pragmatism to these geological concepts.

N0 ol @y [l | followed up on my conferences with Dr. Gold by publishing articles that further
the process he began; that is, to make the original Soviet concept on geological
’]‘he sourcing of carbon and hydrocarbon substances understandable to the
layperson. One such article is based on ‘The Deep Hot Biosphere.’
Deep HOt | offer greater detail of this section in Attachments 1, 2 &3 where | included my
Blosphe]‘e article ‘The Origins of Oil.” Again, the member of Big Academia that should be
most ashamed, for regurgitating the term “fossil fuels,” is Cornell University.

A renowned

| will conclude this cover letter section by stating flatly that the term “fossil fuels”
has no connection to physical reality, especially in the context that you and the
media . . . and Big Oil and Big Green use-it exploit it.

in the universe
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The IPCC Fertilized in the League of Nations, Born in the United Nations

It is important to know the “seed” from which the IPCC has germinated; having such knowledge and
perspective assists with not merely an explanation of its behavior, but anticipation of that behavior. In
other words, it is important to analyze the “public record” of whence the IPCC cometh, in order to project
the existing and probable trajectories for the future.

The tenor of the IPCC is a predecessor “intergovernmental panel” called the League of Nations. It was
formed in January 1920 at the “conclusion” of World War I. Associated with the League are the following
accomplishments, all of which occurred without protest from League member states; a sampling:

The so-called “peace” Treaties of Versailles and Saint-Germain

The Dawes and Young “Reparations” Plans

Sykes-Picot Agreement

Murder of German diplomat Ernst vom Rath in Paris by Herschel Grynszpan

The “liquidation” (i.e. betrayal) of Eastern Europe by USSR by the brutality of its “Red Army” after the

four conditions of Vyacheslav Molotov were rejected out-of-hand

Massacre at Slonsk

City of London naval blockade resulting in the starvation/disease of one million Germans after WW |

Murdering of thousands of ethnic Germans in Sudetenland by Czechoslovakian authorities, the true

precursor to the Munich Peace Conference

Transfer Agreement or Haavara of August 25, 1933

Class agitation originally incited by Theodor Herzl as part of his “Final Solution” (original use of phrase)

“Bloody Sunday” in the City of Bromberg

Fire-bombing war crimes against the civilian, non-military city of Dresden, Germany

The Morgenthau Plan

The deployment of two atomic bombs on Japanese civilians T T UNIST

Massacre of over 5000 by the NKVD in the forest of Katyn, Poland M A N IF ErST‘

The Holodomor or "hunger-extermination” of 7.5 million Ukrainians by

Bolshevik losif Vissarionovich Dzhugashvili LARt SRR s

Declaration of war on March 24, 1933 which orchestrated World War 1l

Berlin Wall

The Nuremberg Tribunal

Awarding of the Nobel Peace Prize to the International Committee of the Red

Cross (ICRC) for its review of WWII German internment facilities and 1600-

page ICRC report regarding life in those facilities

U. Endorsement of, and the funding of the most dangerous nation in history
(inspired by Karl Marx book ‘The Communist Manifesto”): Union of Soviet
Socialists Republics (USSR) and its stated priority of world domination

V. London announcement on October 6, 1940 of a “New World Order” (NWO).

moow>
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Such is the birthright of the UN and its IPCC offspring.

The NWO was first coined on October 6, 1940 in London.
The term ‘United Nations’ was coined in 1942 by Theodore
Roosevelt, shown with Premier Dzhugashvili. The so-called
“assets” of the League were transferred into the newly
formed UN in 1946.

But Item U implies that the NWO trajectory of the UN rarely
involves uniting. Indeed, its primary intended role has

i always been global governance which was the openly
stated and central theme of the Bolshevik Revolution.

This is not to say that the underlying concept of a world united in peace is faulty per se, or that criticism
of its ongoing failures is diatribe, or the grist for ‘conspiracy theories.” The misuse of the UN, including
the aegis of a blatantly flawed and fraudulent IPCC agenda, is germane and a matter of public record.

Having briefly looked at the associates-you-keep, let us continue that review but in the context of your
public record as exemplified by quotations from you during Reference 1.
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Climate Bolshevism versus the Tyranny of the Scientific Method

It is no surprise that you too would stoop to the routine of labeling those who disagree with your agenda.
During your interview with Woodruff, who accepted your labeling in stride, you babbled the vernacular:

“denier”
“climate change deniers”
“climate denial organizations”

It was clear while you spewed these labels, that such was shameless, and unrehearsed. It exposed your
true person, and your predilection for innuendo and defamation, not truth or due process. The above
characterizes your “contribution” to the public record climate science. But you are not alone.

To realize how far people will go, we need to review the context, the genesis and the long-term intention
of this particular labelling routine. We review recent “legal” developments which are consistent with the
trajectory discussed above (regarding the NWO, the United Nations and its IPCC horde).

R
¥

5: That trajectory involves an 87-year-old German lady, Ms. Ursula
 a Haverbeck. Most will argue that her plight (currently serving a 10-
. L month prison term for disagreeing with the Nuremberg Tribunals,
: %{ and its claims about Shoah Theology) has nothing to do with
- climate science. Most argue that the court-ordered banning of the
free thought group Collegium Humanum, has no relevance to the
instant discussions about the relationship between CO2 and global

temperatures. WRONG !

| agree that any theology has no standing in the conduct of the
scientific method, and that interjecting theology, which has a long
torrid history of stifling science, will be counterproductive to true
environmental concerns. | agree that only the desperate charlatan
would interject theology into climate science. We must not tolerate
such buffoonery.

But a stampede has done so, with encouragement, impunity, and
now media participation by the New York State Attorney General.

These putrid tactics are not new, nor is such behavior restricted to a particular
theology. In 1600 the Dominican friar Giordano Bruno was burned by the
Inquisition for heresy. We do not know which specific “heresy” Bruno refused to
recant; the Vatican has conveniently lost the records. What we do know, is that
he was imprisoned by charlatans who chose money, power and theological
agenda over truth, justice and science.

d

as its input was in the 16™ century when Bruno described the physical heavens

As we see below, Vatican interjections on climate science are as intrusive today q‘ 1'] i
il
in ways not coincident with what was “known.” Bruno’s admonishing precept: Y

“Truth does not change because it is, or is not believed by a majority of the people.”

Such basic precepts also had no effect on the plight of Ms. Haverbeck. Given your tacit endorsement of
what follows, and suspected upcoming efforts to attain similarly premised legal wherewithal, you too will
resort to theological interjections and implicit subversion of the scientific method. Rather than submitting
to, what | call, the Tyranny of the Scientific Method, your ilk will stoop to “democracy,” and the opinion of
“a majority of the people,” including the notion that vested interests such as ClimateGaters comprise a
viable “consensus.” Were these matters not so serious, your position would be laughable. We next
document how the vernacular you deployed is purposely similar to that inflicted upon Ms. Haverbeck.
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Climate Bolshevism versus the Tyranny of the Scientific Method — con’t

Before we review climate bolshevism, let us emphasize the focus of this debate: Does carbon dioxide
from any source, especially the human sources, drive climate change, specifically “global warming”?

On Page 3 video above we offer the “contribution” of Al Gore to the allegation of a “planet on the edge.”
What other buffoonery has he contributed, and potentially initiated? And is he alone?

"Clouds of a different sort signal an environmental holocaust without precedent. Once
again, world leaders waffle, hoping the danger will dissipate. Yet today the evidence is
as clear as the sounds of glass shattering in Berlin."

Gore is not alone interjecting Shoah Theology into climate bolshevism. This tactic
confirms that the scientific method is the last activity that the horde below wants “a
majority of the people” to comprehend.

Relating to the page 3 video, and the fraud that polar bears suffer during warming
cycles of Planet Earth, is author of ‘How Global Warming is Destroying One of the
World's Largest Wilderness Areas,’” Mr. Chad Kister:

"Others working to derail this critical piece of legislation will be seen as the
Adolf Hitlers of our day, contributing to a holocaust vastly eclipsing the
horrors of World War 11."

One of the most despicable of climate bolshevism is Ellen Goodman of the
Boston Globe:

“I would like to say we're at a point where global warming is impossible to
deny. Let's just say that global warming deniers are now on a par with
Holocaust deniers, though one denies the past and the other denies the
present and future.”

In his December 2009 article the banker David Federer uses the term “holocaust”
SIXTEEN times. An example of his climate bolshevism:

“ Currently, about 300 thousand people die every year from the effects of
climate change, with another 325 million seriously affected, primarily
because of reduced access to fresh and safe drinking water. At its core,
global warming denial is like Holocaust denial, an assault on common
decency.”

Rebuttal of any notion that the undersigned interjected the Nuremberg
Tribunal into climate bolshevism comes from Mr. David Roberts:

" It's about the climate-change denial industry. We should have war
crimes trials for these bastards - some sort of climate Nuremberg. "
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Climate Bolshevism versus the Tyranny of the Scientific Method — con’t

Relating to the tactic of muzzling the news media, such as PBS, we have a person
claiming to be a physicist, Mr. Joe Romm of Climate Progress:

"Would PBS go so far as to give air time to an even more extreme kind of
disinformer, a Holocaust denier?"

Relating to the roundly discredited Al Gore film, ‘An Inconvenient Truth,” most
especially its glossing-over of the correlation detail between atmospheric CO2 and
historical global temperatures (see #7, Page 19 above), we have Mr. Jon Niccum:

" An Inconvenient Truth is so convincing that it makes opposers of the
argument as credible as Holocaust deniers. "

Promoting the farcical Big Bang theory, a Big Academia cosmology that is crumbling
day-by-day, we have the astronomer Phil Platt:

" A lot of them complain because they say the word denial puts them in the
same bin as holocaust deniers. That's too bad. But the thing is, they do have
something in common: a denial of evidence and of scientific consensus. "

A group that goes by the title ‘National Physical Science Consortium’ is led
by James Powell. His duplicity is typical. His complaints about those that
resist climate bolshevism include:

" Those who abjure global warming are not skeptics; they are
deniers. To call them skeptics is to debase language as much as to
call the Ku Klux Klan ‘prejudiced, Holocaust deniers ‘biased,’ or
Flat-Earthers ‘mistaken.’ ”

And where did Powell write those grotesque, slanderous, duplicitous words? On
Page 4 of his Columbia University book, “The Inquisition of Climate Science”!

So, out of one side of his mouth Powell slanders those who disagree with his

opinion on AGW based climate change, using the Shoah theology as his basis,

= but then he lays claim to credibility by ostensibly declaring that disagreement is
The. .~ the equivalent of the Inquisition, another theology based charade!?

' _.“ﬂ“isnio“ Powell is not alone in his duplicity. None has declared ‘global warming’ has not
of Climate occurred; there is disagreement over the AGW premise regarding CO2.

Science None of this has any connection to Rome or Jerusalem. But this buffoonery
dJames Lawrence Powell typifies the climate bolshevism of vested interests within Big Academia.
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The above list is a sampling; there are hundreds of additional examples, all equally repulsive and
representative. But the most despicable is from former NASA official and climate profiteer Dr. James
Hansen. In news articles, science papers, and during sworn testimony Hansen has made the following
grotesque statement:

“ If we cannot stop the building of more
coal-fired power plants, those coal trains
will be death trains — no less gruesome
than if they were boxcars headed to
crematoria . ..”

Later, true to his person, Hansen attempted to
backpedal from the obvious mental association he
intended for the global community. | contacted a

friend of Hansen who confirmed, without hesitation or Dr. James Hansen
SpeCifiC SOIiCitation on the pOint: NASA CODDARD INSTITUTE FOR SPACE STUDIES

“ Jim tends to talk like that because he’s, he’s really passionate about this being a real crisis,
and people are standing in the way of dealing with this for political means. He’s upset about
that. He’s used the term ‘coal trains.” He’s likened them to trains bringing Jews to
concentration camps; trains of death. He tends to be very extreme in his imagery. ”

Relating to the R*2 discussion on Pages 5/6 above, to my ‘simple question,” and to Reference 2, it
appears that when its time for media hype and showboating, Hansen-types have no problem ostensibly
answering the question. At COP21 in Paris, Hansen just ranted that the answer is 100%:

" It's absolutely 100% certain that we've got a very dangerous situation and for us to say we
are not going to use all the tools that we have to try to solve is crazy "

But we must re-emphasize confirmation about Hansen’s intended imagery because | anticipate that you
too may attempt to backpedal from the obvious ‘mental association’ that you intended during your use of
the three terms documented on Page 12 above and Page 17 below.

So, to assist readers that may not be esoterically initiated in your area of word-smithing, we review and
connect your PBS vernacular to a quote from Professor Robert Manne:

" Denialism, a concept that was first widely used, as far as | know,
for those who claimed that the Holocaust was a fraud, is the
concept | believe we should use."

It is clear that, during your internationally televised November 10, 2015
interview with PBS, you intended to associate and defame the
employees and affiliates of defendant, Exxon-Mobil, with the slanders,
stigmatisms, and the concept of “Holocaust Denialism.”

Before we conclude this section, by returning to the plight of Ms. Ursula
Haverbeck, we must elaborate on what | referred to as “similarly premised legal wherewithal” (Page 12)
and how these matters are connected to what | suspect is an additional but unstated motivation behind
your lawsuit against Exxon-Mobil. This will require two more examples of climate bolshevism.
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Of the bigotry suffered, none is more Satanic than those who hate human
beings. City of London aficionado Mark Lynas, author of the book, ‘The God
Species: How the planet can survive the age of humans,’ rants:

' MARK LYNAS&

author of the controversial new book

 THE GOD'SPECIES -

" 1 wonder what sentences judges might
hand down at future international criminal
tribunals on those who will be partially but
directly responsible for millions of deaths
from starvation, famine and disease in
pommremes | decades ahead. | put this in a similar moral
category to Holocaust denial.”

Lynas is one of many that climate bolsheviks that associate Shoah

Theology to the AGW accusations surrounding carbon dioxide, and on that basis advocate for criminal
prosecution of those who merely question of out-rightly disagree with the latter premise. But let us
connect your person to a similarly premised legal wherewithal that you potentially seek:

*%" : %= Margo Kingston is another climate bolshevik motivated to incarcerate :

/" David Irving is under arrest in Austria for Holocaust denial. Perhaps
- there is a case for making climate change denial an offence - itis a
crime against humanity after all. ”

# On page 12 above | promised to review recent legal developments, and how
{ these relate to your (unstated) intention to increase your legal wherewithal with
respect to, what you labeled as, “climate deniers.”

These so-called “sovereign nations” make any form of disagreement,
stated in public, with any aspect of the Shoah Theology punishable with
mandatory prison sentences: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia &
Herzegovina, Czech Republic, France, Germany, Hungary, Israel,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Poland,
Portugal, Romania, Spain and Switzerland. Shame on all of these.

Laws enacted in these countries include the farce of incarcerating the
lawyers representing alleged offenders of “spreading hate” laws. The
most egregious of these legal developments includes Attorney Sylvia : -
Stolz of Germany, who has already served a 3% year prison term. She is now serving a 20-month term
from a February 2015 “conviction” for a speech of 2012 in Switzerland wherein she did not deny anything
related to the Shoah; she merely discussed her opinions about court procedures, banned evidence,
banned legal defenses, and free speech!

On Page 14 above Mr. Powell feigned his concern about the Inquisition,
but failed to mention that such recently occurred against Bishop Richard
Williamson. The good Bishop was excommunicated under the ludicrous
charge of having “precipitated a crisis in (the) Benedict XVI papacy” by
denying selected details of Shoah dogma. "Reminds one of the 1953
House Un-American Activities Committee testimony of Dr. Bella Dodd,
and how all of this resonates with the open subversion of due process
that was openly intrinsic to the Nuremberg Tribunal.
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Climate Bolshevism, “Holocaust Denialism” and the Intent to Enact “ Climate Denialism” Laws

Let us remind the reader how this section began. In your PBS interview you repeatedly and purposely
used the following highly tainted vernacular, which Woodruff swallowed without hesitation:

“denier”
“climate change deniers”
“climate denial organizations”

There was nothing subtle about your use of that vernacular. You used it for the purposes of slandering
and stigmatizing defendant Exxon-Mobil. Your purpose was to defame the defendant, and anyone who
disagrees with your agenda, with the promoted vernacular associated with “Holocaust Denialism.” You
did so in no uncertain terms; in the spirit promoted by, as just one example, Professor Manne (page 14).
It was unrehearsed and indicative of your true character . . .

But what have been the official responses to the climate
bolsheviks, who routinely use the “denier” vernacular, from
organizations like the Anti-Defamation League (ADL)?

Not a peep! In January 2014 former ADL Chairman Abe
Foxman wrote ‘Inappropriate Comparisons Trivialize the
Holocaust.” So...in such, or in his speeches, or in any
| forum, did Foxman, or the ADL, or any organization of its
ilk, rail against the trivializing of the Shoah when such
- ‘ relates to the notion that CO2 drives climate?

Do we really need to answer that question?

It is no secret that selected individuals seek to legislate “Holocaust Denier” laws in the United States,
regardless of their blatant unconstitutionality, which would be fashioned upon those that already exist in
the countries listed above (page 16).

In the spirit spewed by Lynas and Kingston, as just two examples of climate bolsheviks (page 15), it is

not a (legal) stretch, given what was exposed on PBS, to presume that your real but unstated intention is
to precede to having the Legislature in Albany cow-tow to your demand that “Climate Change Denialism”
laws be fashioned upon the “Holocaust Denial” laws, with a specific focus on making alleged violation of
such subject to mandatory prison terms.

Whether litigating against historian David Irving, or the opinion of 87-year-
old Ms. Ursula Haverbeck, people such as you are now maneuvering to
likewise institutionalize the criminality of opinions that disagree with your
ignorant notion that CO2 drives global climate. Rather than submit to the
Tyranny of the Scientific Method, you intend to enact laws fashioned upon
“Holocaust Denial” laws; not protecting our Constitutional liberty, but
submitting the citizen to further tyranny under climate bolshevism.

Likewise, your “Climate Denialism” laws would include mandatory prison
terms, such as the 10-month-term inflicted upon the lady pictured at right.
Mr. Attorney General, you and the bolshevik stampede documented above
has not fooled anyone . . . but Yakov Yurovsky would be proud!

Just to make the record clear, no person of my ilk has ever made a connection, legal or otherwise,
between climate science and any theology. Such is not the case with the buffoons of climate
bolshevism who openly and repeatedly “trivialize the Holocaust” when it suits their agenda.

As promised on Page 3, the above is a brief review the associates-you-keep.
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Conference of Parties (COP-21) in Paris, GlacierGate, and the $125,000,000,000,000.00 Voila !

These days, what kind of people win Nobel Prizes? Are they accused sex perverts? Accused rapists?
Are they forced to resign in disgrace from posts that are globally visible? Are they active in climate
bolshevism and its use of the defamatory “denier” vernacular? Do these Nobel laureates do so in their
official capacity as heads of the UN IPCC? Is documentation that confirms the above activity (and much
more) available to attorneys general? Do we really need to answer these questions??

On page 3 above | mntioned the ‘associates you keep.” There is at least one more from the climate
bolshevik horde, former head of the UN IPCC Dr. Rajendra K. Pachauri. Referring to climate scientist
Bjorn Lomborg of the Copenhagen Consensus Center, a group that participated in the COP-21
conference, the former head of the IPCC Dr. Pachauri babbled :

"What is the difference between Lomborg’s
view of humanity and Hitler's? ...If you were
to accept Lomborg’s way of thinking, then
maybe what Hitler did was the right thing."

Your associates are “trivializing the holocaust”
when it suits their agendas. Similar to your
interview with PBS, and your lawsuit against
Exxon-Mobil, Dr. Pachauri openly defames
Lomborg with stigmatizing slanders associated
with details of the Shoah dogma . . . without one
word of admonishment from you or Abe Foxman.

Dr. Pachauri, founder of GlacierGate, would prefer that the human community remain ignorant of the
COP-21 findings of Dr. Lomborg in his report ‘Impact of Current Climate Proposals.” But | am confident
that the Attorney General’s office in Albany, New York will openly share its details with the New York
taxpayer. Especially since this report is DIRECTLY related to your lawsuit against Exxon-Mobil and your
PBS interview allegations about “renewables” and their costs:

“ Subsidizing inefficient renewables is expensive and doesn’t work. The IEA estimates that we
get 0.4% of our energy from wind and solar PV right now, and even in optimistic scenarios the
fraction will only rise to 2.2% by 2040. Over the next 25 years, we’'ll spend about $2.5 trillion in
subsidies and reduce global warming temperatures by less than 0.02°C. "

The only people laughing harder than Federal Reserve Chairman Janet Yellen, are the ghosts of
December 23, 1913. The latter assumed and promoted that global warfare was the quickest way to
enrich their private selves, through massive public sector debt. But now, in the modern era, along comes
the climate bolsheviks who, by comparison, make the ghosts of 1913 look like a bunch of overturned
tables at the Temple of the Moneychangers. Bernard Baruch would be proud.

Extending the math of Dr. Lomborg contained in his peer-reviewed paper, in order to “save the world”
from a measly 1°C increase (and assuming a 50x linearity) would equal government subsidies of a mere
$125,000,000,000,000.00. That's a One-Hundred-Twenty-Five-TRILLION dollar increase of debt owed
to the private banking system of the world.

In other words, we did not need World War |, World War Il, the inveracity of the Nuremberg Tribunal, the
“spreading of democracy,” or any of the traditional parasitic Grand Chessboard methods. All we need is
a convincing global scare, endorsed by scientists to whom we give Nobel Prizes, make any
disagreement punishable with mandatory prison terms, have a gala in Paris . . . and VOILA!

Even a Cornell University MBA can figure this one out . . . Jacob Schiff would be proud !
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Concluding Facts

SIXTEEN ¥
TRILLION

You have noted that NO presidential candidate, notably Donald Trump, has trifled with the Temple.
However, after serving you dinner Trump made the following statements about your character:

" This guy (Eric Schneiderman) is bad news. He's disliked by practically everybody. I'm
just shocked he continues to hold office. He is a total lowlife, a sleazebag who hates
Governor Andrew Cuomo and would love to be governor someday. "

We could ask you, ‘How it feels to be slandered? How does it feel to be stigmatized? How does it feel to
be defamed with vernacular that befits the descriptor, gutter talk? With vernacular that has zero
connection to the issue at hand?

The vernacular used by climate bolsheviks, and parroted by you on Reference 1 such as “climate
denier,” also merits that ‘gutter talk’ descriptor. It is vernacular unbefitting the office of attorney general,
especially for my home state of New York.

It is my understanding that JCOPE dismissed Mr. Trump’s requested ethics investigation on you relating
to your lawsuit against Trump University. But the mendacity of closed-door panels which operate under
the same tenor as the one-sided whitewashing at East Anglia University and its disposal of ClimateGate,
have no genuine ethical standing (The nonsense from Sir Robert Muir-Russell was equally inane).

Before | leave the associates-you-keep discussion, and make formal requests to conclude this short
letter, | am compelled to review the most putrid example of climate bolshevism to-date. It correlates
perfectly to the Page 14 discussion wherein | warn you against any attempts to backpedal, and an
implicit failure of such backpedaling due to your connection to the Professor Manne quote.

Your defamatory intent on PBS, by use of the vernacular listed in Pages 11 & 16, is indisputable and a
matter of public record. But the following is representative of recent attempts at backpedaling, implicitly
steeped in deflection and diversion, by a “climate writer” named Ms. Jean Chemnick.
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In a classic attempt to backpedal her brethren out of their open practice of
“trivializing the Holocaust,” the Jean Chemnick article, ‘There's no denying
this label packs a political punch,’ spews the following :

“Many who use ‘denier’ say they don't mean to equate those who
dispute climate change with those who don't believe in the
Holocaust. Climate ‘deniers’ push that narrative as a diversionary
tactic, they say, and as a way to tar mainstream scientists.”

Ohhhhhh, so it's those darn Shoah Theology oriented “climate deniers” that initiated and equated the
defaming ‘holocaust denier = climate denier’ vernacular?! Utter honsense to the point of libel.

In truth it is the reverse; it is people like Professor Manne, the climate bolsheviks, and New York AG
Schneiderman that initiated and equated ‘holocaust denier’ with those who disagree about AGW.

Chemnick is trying to convince someone that it's the scientists defamed as “climate deniers” that
originally inserted the Shoah “narrative” into climate science. Embracing the likes of Schneider and
Pollard, Chemnick’s article is not a mistake, it's a bold-faced lie. She is about as clever as a big yellow
stinking garbage truck at 5-in-the-morning, rumbling through the streets of Brooklyn with no muffler.

In the context of the associates-you-keep, and Donald Trump statement about you, Chemnick is also the
type of associate you have hosted at the taxpayer-funded New York Office of the Attorney General.

Unlike a plaintiff's firm your budget is nearly unlimited (through the never-balanced budget, for which the
Albany Legislature is notorious) for pursuing your personal “climate denier” agenda. Instead you should
concentrate your efforts on genuine issues that concern the New York taxpayer, those you swore an oath
to serve. Indeed, | cannot document your notion that the voter is clamoring for a “global warming”
lawsuit against an oil company. Do you have any such evidence?

Adhering to the ethical standard proposed by Stephen Schneider (page 4 above) is insidious, and may
have led, in the collective sense, to your misinformation versus what constitutes true environmental
stewardship. The practices of efficient use, non-abusive acquisition of resources, and the issue of
minimizing human contribution to pollution are certainly part of true stewardship. In this context, since
CO2 is neither a pollutant nor a contributor to “climate change,” spending TRILLIONS chasing the CO2
issue, as you ostensibly propose, is absurd if not criminal. Some basic facts/corrections:

1. Unlike the sputum from Ms. Chemnick, no sane human being has ever claimed that climate does
not change. That you used the term “climate denier” is confirmation in-itself that your use is defamatory.

2. There is no such thing as a “carbon emission,” and therefore there is no such thing as a “carbon
footprint.” Carbon, per grammar school chemistry is a solid element. It is part of gaseous compounds
such as the molecules of carbon monoxide, which is poisonous, as well as carbon dioxide which is not.

3. Carbon is one of, what evolutionary biologists call, The Primordial Dozen, which have been
identified as the original constituents of the transition from non-biological reactions to those wherein life
arose. The other eleven are H, N, O, Na, Mg, P, S, Cl, K, Ca, and Fe. The rest of the story goes beyond
the scope of this letter, but people whose motivation is diversion and whose predilection is to defame
others are usually too consumed by those motivations to learn basic facts; like the blessing carbon offers
our unigue world, and the fact that it existed long before life and therefore, in both elemental and most
molecular forms, did not originate from decaying detritus.
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4, At the current “official” atmospheric concentration of 380
parts-per-million, green plant life, which aspirates CO2, is near
asphyxiation. The rant from James “death trains” Hansen that
500 ppm is a “tipping point” from which biological oblivion is
inevitable is not a mistake, it's deliberate scaremongering. Itis
well-known that chlorophyll dependent systems flourished during {/,
periods of 1500 — 2000 ppm.

5. As a practical example that you, Sir Paul McCartney and
marijuana legalizers will appreciate, the sale of ‘Carbon Dioxide
Generators” is at an all-time high as growers seek to cash-in on
robust pot crops, which result from 2000 ppm CO2 environments.

0. Dr. Sherwood ldso shows the effect of elevated CO2 levels on Pine tree growth. Biomass
increases of over 200% are typical.

7. On Page 6 we detailed
R”2 values for recent, short
periods. Historically, the long-
term, the duration that matters, it
is well-known that historically
CO2 does NOT lead global
temperature increases, but
FOLLOWS it. The R"2 value is
high and negative. The
temperature response lag over
the long-term, as demonstrated
by innumerable data formats, is
approximately 800 years.

Reguests

The following preliminary requests are made of you and your office:

1. You are not to use the derogatory and defamatory terms “denier,” “climate denier,” and/or
“climate denier organizations” in future media interviews, legal proceedings or filings, or in any way
related to your capacity as Attorney General. Use of those terms, and similarly comprised terms, are
undignified and besmirch the AG Office and your person. : e

2. You are not to attempt to enact or even promote “Holocaust
Denial” laws similar to those that have been enacted in the countries
listed on page 15, which include mandatory prison terms. In the
United States the Constitution specifically prohibits/separates the
collusion of “church and state,” here, “Holocaust Denial” Laws would
collude Shoah Theology with laws of the State, and any attempt to
enact such laws is treacherous to the point of being treasonous.

3. You are not to attempt to enact or even promote “Climate
Change Denial” laws, fashioned after the “Holocaust Denial” laws
(discussed in Request 2 and Pages 14-16 above), nor are you to
attempt to enact such laws to include mandatory prison terms.
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4, You are to denounce, at least in your the day-to-day operating level, the ethical standards that
seem to permeate the behavior of many climate scientists, especially the ClimateGaters, as codified by
former Stanford University Professor Stephen Schneider and discussed on page 4, especially since that
ethical standard may have also contributed, in some tangential way, to Item 5 next.

5. You are to openly denounce the practice of “trivializing the Holocaust,” per the admonition of former
Anti-Defamation League (ADL) National Director Abe Foxman, especially as such practice has already been
WIDELY deployed by so-called climate scientists, media personalities, news reporters, bloggers, musicians,
and politicians such as yourself; particularly when such practices, although blatant in their trivializing, are
also blatant in their accommodation of the various agendas of climate bolshevism:

"Some people don't believe in climate warning - like those who don't
believe there was a Holocaust."

Sir Paul McCartney

"It (climate change denial) reminds me in some ways of the debate
taking place in this country and around the world in the late 1930s —
. there were people - who said 'don't worry! Hitler's not real! It'll
disappear!"

Democratic Party Presidential Nomination Candidate Bernard Sanders

6. You are to continue with your lawsuit against Exxon-Mobil, especially as such activity succeeds in
making available all scientific studies documents. | am especially interested in all Exxon-Mobil
documents, either generated directly or through contracted agents, that discuss findings of atmospheric
carbon dioxide levels during the most recent planetary Ice Age, aka the Younger-Dryas Period:

a. | am particularly interested in all historical documents, as transferred from Standard Oil Company of
New York and Standard Oil of New Jersey into the Exxon-Mobil organization, that in any way detalil
the causes for the conditions detailed in the 1922 Artic report contained on page 2 above.

b. I am interested in all documents at Exxon-Mobil that in any way detail the fact that the term “fossil fuels”
is at-best a misnomer (mistake), or at-worst a ‘scarcity of biological detritus = limited quantities’ fraud
which justifies in-part their PR/marketing rhetoric which supports their price gouging schemes.

c. Seek all Exxon-Mobil documents that document validity of the farce called “carbon sequestration,” most
especially all related documents that confirm that reduction of atmospheric CO2 in this manner will
DEFINTELY reduce global temperatures, in other words studies of the converse to AGW.

d. Pursuant to 6b, since the “fossil fuels” fraud is central to the AGW fraud, through the conduit of (the
inherently false promotion) “re-releasing” as detailed in Attachments 1,2, & 3, you are to make all
discovered documents public.
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7. You are to drop your Exxon-Mobil lawsuit upon documented proof that no fraud, relating to your
“climate denier” allegations exist, however you are to make all discovered documents public, and

a. Pursuant to 6b above, you are to seek redress in an amended or all-new action, for the New York
taxpayers who have been defrauded by the indoctrinations and propaganda deployed by the defendant,
as well as various members of Big Academia, under the aegis of your Reference 1 declarations:

“Certainly, all of the (State of New York’s) claims would lie in some form of fraud.”
“You’re not allowed to commit fraud.”

8. Reviewing your Page 1 quote from Reference 1:

“ Were they (Exxon-Mobil) using the best science, and the most competent models for their
own purposes? But then telling the public, regulators and shareholders that no competent
models existed; things like that. ”

Please identify the source and availability of all “competent (climate prediction) models” that you claim
exist. You are to identify them as being described by, but not limited to, the models that have been
published by the IPCC in any of their report updates: AR-1, AR-2, AR-3, AR-4 and AR-5 (See page 6).

9. Cornell University Professor Frank DeSalvo also truthfully stated (page 5 above):

" Water vapor itself is a 'greenhouse gas.' In fact it's the most predominant greenhouse gas in
the atmosphere. "

At COP-21, James “death trains” Hansen, stumbled into a correct position on nuclear energy, stating:

" Nuclear power - next generation nuclear power especially - has tremendous potential to be a
big part of the solution. "

Although many declare that such is not viable
for Iran, Dr. Death-Trains is correct about
nuclear power, but for the wrong reasons:

His fraud that CO2 is a pollutant, and has a
long-term positive correlation to and is thee
cause of global warming.

But in his public support for nuclear power,
Hansen lies by by-omission, never specifying
that water vapor, the #1 emission from
nuclear power plant cooling towers is thee #1
“greenhouse gas.” He states, in other forums
when it suits his agenda:

“Once the planet gets warmer and warmer then the oceans begin to evaporate, and water vapor is
a very strong greenhouse gas, even more powerful than carbon dioxide.”

USA Today’s ‘Global Warming Costing Investors Too,’ refers to the equity of Cameco (CCJ; renowned
uranium mining company, with 30% of world supply) as a “global warming stock.” Such double-
talking buffoonery is intrinsic to climate bolshevism and its AGW media pundits.

In truth, implementation of modern nuclear power will drastically reduce airborne pollution, as well as the
horrific threats to our water aquifers by reducing if not eliminating any further “fracking” escapades.
Implementing an honest energy plan, which implies at least China/Russia/India commitment levels to
nuclear power, also eliminates the Malthusian absurdities of wind mills (See Lomborg quote Page 18).
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In this context Request #9 is two-fold: (1) You are not to bring suit against nuclear power operators,
such as Exelon who operate the Nine Mile Power Station in Syracuse, NY (pictured above) on the basis
of an allegation that their emission of water vapor causes “global warming.” (2) Pursuit to your legal
pronouncements in 7a above, you are to consider suing James “death trains” Hansen for fraud.
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“GLOBAL WARMING CAUSED HITLER”

Howvember 25 2015 Shioma 3 comments

The lunatic left is teaming with complete morons. You just can’t get any more stupid and
naive than this.

Global warming's reputation as the most evil and dangerous thing ever to happen in the history of the world has

just gone full Godwin: apparently — among all its myriad other crimes — it may have been responsible for the rise of Adolf

Hitler, the spread of fascism across Europe and, by extension, the death of six million Jews
L e e e

giobal_warming

This novel theory, first reporled on in an Amencan newspaper in 1941, has just resurfaced in the wake of claims b
Kerry and others that cimate change was responsible for creating 1SI1S. Researchers were naturally keen to discover
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whether there was any precedent for such “global warming” related idiocy. And indeed it turns out that there was.

Little is known about what became of Dr Clarence A Mills, professor of experimental at the University of Cincinnati, and
his amazing theory that “gradually warming temperatures of the world” helped bring Hitler and Mussolini to power
because “people are more docile and easily led in warm weather than in cold.”

But Dr Mills would surely be proud to know that his legacy lives on among such great 21st century thinkers as ex-jailbait-
choral-nymphet Charlotte Church, the Prince of Wales_ John Kerry, Thomas Friedman and the fifth most obnoxious
Social Justice Warrior on Twitter, Graham Linehan.

10. Based on the Fresh Meadows, New York based Jewish Task Force report of only a month ago,
you and the climate bolsheviks cannot take original credit for “trivializing the holocaust” vis-a-vis your
opinions about CO2, and the vernacular you used on PBS when discussing Exxon-Mobil and AGW.

On a personal note, the above is of great concern under the following reality: When | drive my Ford
Crown Victoria to the very same fitness center wherein current Ford Motor Company Chairman Mark
Fields exercises, and Mark and | have exhaled increased levels of CO2, we have, according to your
AGW associates, created the atmospheric circumstances that created ISIS.

a. | am interested in all documents, studies or opinions at that were generated at Standard Oil of New
Jersey and/or Standard Oil of New York (i.e. Exxon-Mobil) that detail a historical connection, beginning on
January 31, 1933, between human contributions to atmospheric CO2 “and by extension the death of six
million jews.” (Please note underlining in JTF report, https://jtf.org/global-warming-caused-hitler/ )

(According to the ADL, The Holocaust Museum, The Wiesenthal Center, and Hollywood, the “holocaust”
is now defined to have begun on January 31, 1933 and ended on September 2, 1945. This stands as a
revision to the writings of former New York State Governor Martin H. Glynn, et al.)
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From Page 14 above, the following quote from Professor Robert Manne
asserts your implicit association with those who slander, defame and
stigmatize those of differing opinions than yours regarding the notion
that carbon dioxide from humans drives global climate:

" Denialism, a concept that was first widely used, as far as |
know, for those who claimed that the Holocaust was a fraud, is
the concept | believe we should use.”

Your Reference 1 vernacular included “denier,” “climate change
deniers”, and “climate denial organizations.” Again, it is this purposely
stigmatizing insult that, in large part, prompted this letter.

11. I am confident that your office is familiar with the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations
(RICO) statute. Pursuant to your internationally televised legal declarations in Reference 1:

“Certainly, all of the (State of New York’s) claims would lie in some form of fraud.”
“You’re not allowed to commit fraud.”

you are to seek redress for all New York taxpayers who have been and continue to be defrauded by the
AGW participants/associates as exemplified by ClimateGate. The 484 original emails of December
2009: http://pvsheridan.com/ClimateGate-Emails/ were released to the global community by an
unidentified East Anglia data center whistleblower. That center was directed to compile data which
provided “overwhelming evidence” that climate is now driven by New York taxpayers. Subsequent
ClimateGate emails are also available. Attachment 4 refutes the adolescent Big Media/Big Academia
hype about “hacking,” and includes a quote by a scientist of impeccable reputation:

“The emails between their researchers and comparable institutions in the United States are quite
revealing. They (the emails) reveal what | feel is an appalling lack of scientific integrity. They
conspired to discredit and to prevent the publication of papers from other scientists who
disagreed with them. They also indicate that they tried to suppress data so that they did not have
to respond to requests under the Freedom of Information Act, both in the US and the UK.”

Does it surprise you Mr. Attorney General that the ClimateGate emails contain your “denier” vernacular?
The term “holocaust”? Email #1084017554 from East Anglia’s Mike Hulme is just one example.

12. You are to apologize to all parties, that do not agree with your opinions about the causes and

consequences of “climate change,” but whom through your Reference 1 promotions were defamed,
insulted and stigmatized by your “denier” vernacular, including but not limited to the undersigned.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.

Cordially,

Paul V. Sheridan

Attachments
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The Fraud of “Fossil Fuels” - Part 1

Although this will astound some, the notion that petroleum, methane and coal are derived from biological
processes offers LESS evidence and has LESS credibility than the notion that carbon dioxide drives global
climate. The latter is central to the Anthropogenic Global Warming (AGW) imbroglio, the notion that
human use of “fossil fuels” which increases atmospheric CO2, causes global warming. But the conceptual
underpinning is of AGW is called “re-releasing.” This Big Green fairy tales proceeds as follows:

» Green plants sucked carbon dioxide (CO2) out of a primordial atmosphere as part of their normal
aspiration. These plants died, and carried to their shallow graves this aspirated CO2. Along for this
primordial ride were dinosaurs that expired to mass shallow graves, bringing with them molecules such as
CH4 and a thousand-fold number of hydrocarbon molecules; all of which this fairy tale claims were of high
energy (both in geometric structure and bond strength).

» This near over-night grand scale reduction in atmospheric CO2 then led to reductions in its contribution to
the so-called “Greenhouse Effect,” thereby reducing global temperatures.

* The underpinning of AGW theory is called “re-releasing.” That is, by digging up the detritus that came
from buried green plants and dinosaurs, which over time had been converted to various hydrocarbon and

carbon fuels, humankind is re-releasing the CO2 that had been formerly “captured” by those green plants
and dinosaurs.

» The AGW theory goes on to require humanity to embark on what is called “carbon sequestration.” That

is, in order to save the planet from “global warming” we need to re-capture the primordial CO2 that was re-
released! Exxon-Mobil touts this very farce in their advertising.

Fortunately, this is all wrong . . . because there is no such thing as “fossil fuels.”

At https://vimeo.com/147956179 you will find an NPR interview with Dr. John F. Kenney which presents
the modern (Russian-Ukrainian) theory of the origins of hydrocarbon fuels. | have added details, contained
in the red-letters panes, and entitled the video upload:

Geologic Oil: The Fraud of "fossil fuels"
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The first two pages attached here are from the October 17, 1991 Cornell Chronicle article:
Professor Gold’s Controversial Oil Theory Gets Headlines after Discovery in Sweden
An unfortunate title since Professor Gold repeatedly told the editors that he was merely providing

experimental evidence confirming the Russian-Ukrainian origins of the theory, which he had
documented extensively.

Also attached is my 1999 article, widely published in forums aimed at the lay person,
THE ORIGINS OF OIL
It is based on a book entitled ‘The Deep Hot Biosphere’ and in-part on the one-on-one

conversations | had with its author, Cornell University Professor Thomas Gold, which spanned over
a decade.

Recent developments in geology, astronomy and especially cosmology have not refuted the
portent of this article; these developments have further accredited it.



Physicists call Fermi ‘father to all of us’in CU pr

Physicists put aside talk of lasers or B mesons Oct. 14
for an extraordinary one-day session at Cornell devoted to
remembering a towering giant of 20th century physics, En-

rico Fermi.

The event brought together people who hadn’t seen each
other in 30 or 40 years, according to physics Professor Jay
Orear, one of the organizers of the event, who said, “There
never was anything like this.

“Fermi was like a father to all of us,” he added, and the
gathering in Schwartz Auditorium indeed seemed to re-
semble more the reunion of an extended family than a pro-
fessional meeting.

Orear, a doctoral student of Fermi’s, doubted that any
gathering had brought together so many of Fermi’s associ-
ates from his days at Los Alamos and the University of
Chicago since his death in 1954 at age 53. No meeting he
could recall had focused so exclusively on Fermi, or for that
‘matter, any other physicist.

Fermi is admired for his scientific accomplishments —
including the first sustained nuclear fission reaction,
achieved at the University of Chicago in 1942 — but it was
remembrances of his personal qualities and quirks, as well
as stories of a great scientist, that dominated Monday’s dis-
cussion.

“He was a very fertile person, never mean or competi-
tive. His door was always open to everybody,” Orear said.

“You could ask any question,” added Nobel laureate
Hans Bethe, the John Wendell Anderson Professor Emeri-
tus of Physics, “and he would probably have the answer.”
For his remarkable ability to provide seemingly infallible
answers to scientific questions, his associates in Traly dur-

ing the early 1930s, a group that included Bethe, dubbed
him “the pope.” Fermi’s strength, Bethe explained, lay in
his ability to reason from physical principles straight to the
heart of a problem.

TImages of the day included Fermi, wearing a dirty lab
coal,mnningulf\lﬂﬁlldownnhzllinltalytomk:amdio-
active sample to a detector; swimming in Lake Michigan
with a dog paddle stroke that carried him farther and faster
than a varsity swimmer; playing charades at Los Alamos;
mowing a lawn in home movies; carefully indexing an

ion of scientific to make up for
a claimed poor memory; riding a beat-up bike to work in
Chicago, his lunch poking through a pocket in his parka;
and trying to teach his 10-year-old daughter algebra in two
hours.

Fermi was “the complete physicist,” according to Val
Telegdi, a former University of Chicago professor who has
been commissioned by that university to write a paper on
Fermi for its centennial celebration. “Nobody in the history
of physics possessed greater versatility than he. Fermi was
completely devoted to physics, and his whole life centered
around it.

“He was an incredibly clear thinker, but not an excep-
tionally quick one,” Telegdi added. Present at the explo-
sion of the first atomic bomb at Trinity, Fermi dropped a
few pieces of paper and measured how far the bomb blast
blew the paper pieces to determine roughly the strength of
the explosion. This absurdly simple method gave a result
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Professor Gold’s controversial oil theory
gets headlines after discovery in Sweden

drilling fluid,” the news agency repornied.

“This is an inconmovertible demonstra-
tion of abiogenic [non-fossil] oil and gas in
crystalline rock. There is no way fossils
coubd get down at this depth into this rock,”
Kenney told Reuters,

Dala Djupgas Produktions AB hopes 1o
find commereially viable reserves of non-
fossil narural gas below the Siljan Ring, a
meteoric crater northwest of Stockholm, an
area larger than the greatest oil field in Ko-
wail, Gold said.

The drilling project is the second such
effort in Sweden based on Gold's theary.

ing from his home in Ithaca, Gold
said the find vindicased his theory that has
infuriated many geologists for more than a
decade.

Gold says oil and gas have developed
from hydrocarbons locked in the Earth at
the time of its creation. The transformation
of the hydrocarbons into oil and gases de-
pends on the modem knowledge that the

Rhodes issues statement
on sexual harassment

The fe statement was issued by

President Frank HT, Rhodes on Wednes-
day, Oct, 16.

assed from seeking help or filing com-
plaints,

Comell has sanctions in place at all lev-
€ls against those who harass others in the
academic or work environment, and protec-
tion for those unfairly accused of harass-
ment.

Ours is a multinceess system, with sex-
ual harassment counselors and advisers in
the colleges, residential life units, Office OF
Human Resources, Office of the Ombuds-

Earth formed from cold material, not hot, as.
was thought earlier,

Gold says that the intially cold Earth
heated up by gravitational compression and
internal mdioactivity, and this drove out the
muaterials that kaid down deposits of oil and
Eas at shallower levels.

He says the biclogical remnants found in
oil come from bacteria that feed on the oil
and that have apparently migrated through-
out the Eanth's vast reserves of oil. It is
these same oil-devouring bacteria that have
been as the ultimate solution 1o
cleaning up oil spills. be said.

If Gold's ideas prove 1o be right, they
could be a boon to the environment in a
number of ways, particularty with extensive

of relatively clean-burning natu-
mal gas. But they also could play havoc
with the world economy and with energy
businesses and interests due o depressed
prices for fossil fuels.

— Martin B, Stiles

Rhodes continued from page 1
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The Origins Of Oil - by Paul V. Sheridan

A reprint of the article which appeared in SUV Magazine, October 1999.
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The Origins 0f O

BY PauL V. SHERIDAN

Asg the size of S’l.l'a‘l.ilt.l:nn. as evidenced by Ford's mammoth Excursion, and their fuel etliciency

drops off the depletion of natural resources (namely oil) becomes an issue, Professor Gold's
Abiogenic Theory offers some lantalizing data on the trug origing of oil.

Editor's Mole: Do you subscribe to the fossil fuel theory in
which petroleum is created by “dinosaurs?” Have you ever
wondered just how many dinosaurs there were? The indus-
trial revolution has practically éxponentially incréased the
volume of oil taken from the earth. Where does it end? Or
more poignantly, does it end? Much of the existing beliefs are
based on 120-year-old technology. | have often wondered
how many dinosaurs there were and know for a fact that the

amount of petroleum pumped from the ground daily is stag-
gering. There has to be another answer and Professor Gold
seems to know what it is. This lopic is under much debate in
the scientific community It hit the mainstream recently when
Professor Gold's research was quoted in an April 16, 1999
article in “The Wall Street Journal.” We ara featuring this arti-
cle, compiled by Paul” Sheridan, to further expose the
“Abiogenic Theory™ to the mainstream.

A R Evu LUT IUN in the Barth Sciences is impacting évery-

thing from the theory of life to the geopolitics of petroleum to environmental
dogma. Centered on the Abiogenic Theory of hydrocarbon formation, a new book
by Professor Thomas Gold of Cornell University 15 a must-read for anyone truly
concerned about the political.and scientific well-being of the human race, The sci-
cnce presented in “The Deep Hot Biosphere™ is considered by many 1o be worthy
of the Mobel Prize.

Prolessor Thomas Gold's book “The Deep Hot Biesphere™ is a though! provoking look into
subject matier that should interesi anyone who drives a car, especially sport ufility owners.

OCTOBER 1999 : Today's Sport Utility Vehicle




A Movement Toward Science and a Rebuke of Myth

To Seil Hot Air They Needed A Hard Sell

When was the last time the media or a politician
reminded you of “global warming?” Probably yesterday.
When was the last time you heard the term “fossil
fuels?” Probably yesterday as well, while they were
brainwashing vou about the end of the industrial age.
About 30 years ago they also proclaimed that we would
run out of “fossil fuels.” and the professed need for alter-
mative sources of energy like wind power, solar power
and electric cars. You probably remember being indoc-
trinated by vour high school teachers or college profes-
sors about the “energy crisis,” and that the world enly
had 15 years of oil remaining. assuming we were able to
conserve energy, and on and on.

Although we have come toexpect it rom salespeople
or politicians, no one likes to endure the “hard-sell”
approach to any topic. Where we least expected the hard
sell was from the science community. But that's just what
we've been getting from scientists about the supposed
relationship between “fossil fuels® and global warming.
But do “fossil fuels” réally exist? And if there is no such
thing, what are the implications to the currently accepred
doctrines regarding worldwide petroleum energy sup-
plies? Or the highly-promoted notion that the human
burning of “fossil fuels,” especially in our cars and trucks,
is the causa belli of global warming?

Review of the current environmental doctrine that
purporis a cause-eflect relationship between “fossil fuels”
and global warming will set the stage for presentation of
the latest scientific evidence discovered by Professor
Gold. In his new book *The Deep Mot Biosphere”
Thomas Gold of Comell University presents hard cvi-
dence that refutes this environmental myth.

What Are “Fassil Fuels?”

Environmental doctrine paints a picture of prehis-
toric Earth where plant and animal life abounded, There
is cvidence that during these prehistoric times the aver-
age global temperatures were a few degrees higher. As
they do today, prehistoric plants took in atmospheric car-
bon dioxide, and breathed out oxvgen.

Carbon dioxide is part of an infamous class called
greenhouse gases, These gases tend to retain a portion of
the radiant energy from the sun, converting this energy
into stored heat in the atmosphere. Unlike the proclama-
Today's Sport Utility Vehicle : OCTOBER 1999

tions of radical environmentalists. a greenhouse gas is
not, by any means, the harbinger of doomsday. Radicals
will tell you that carbon dioxide (CO5) is the number one
greenhouse gas, which is also blatantly untrue. Without
an atmosphere filled with gases that store heat energy, life
on the surface of Planet Earth would not be possible (a'la
Mars). And oh, by the way, the number one greenhouse
gas is water vapor!

This prehistoric plant life eventually died and was
buried in the relatively shallow regions that geologisis
call sedimentary layers. Over time these sediments solid-
ify, hence the term sedimentary rocks, Environmentalists
claim that after eons the dead plant life buried in the sed-
iments fossilized, but also chemically decomposed into a
variety of hydrocarbons. As the name implies, hydrocar-
bons are composed of hydrogen and carbon. This long-
term - decomposition supposedly resulted in petroleum,
coal and methane; the three main “fossil fuels.” So here-
in lies the logic by which hydrocarbons came to be called
“fossil fuels,”

The Biogenic Theary I Hydrocarhon Formation

Actually, modern environmentalists cannot claim
credit for the misnomer “fossil fuels.” In the 1870, geol-
ogists documented evidence of biological debris in petro-
leum and coal deposits. This is the historical context of
where we get the modern reference 1o the “biogenic the-
ory” of petroleum and coal formation. By definition, the
biogenic theory dictates at least two restrictions,

First, it restricts where petroleum companies search
for “fossil fuels” to only shallow levels of sedimentary
rock. This is not the first time in human history that “sci-
ence” has been used 1o define the concepiual extent of
technological developments, in this instance, oil well
drilling. Second, the biogenic theory limits the world-
wide projections of remaining reserves: Since there were
limited amounts of prehistoric plant life, there can be
only limited quantities of petroleum. Likewise, this is not
the first time that a mere theory has been used to con-
vince vou that a commodity {8 scarce. Later we will see
how this second restriction backfires.

An essential premise of the biogenic theory is that
these "fossil fuels™ retain the CO; inhaled by prehistoric
plants during millions of years. The theory claims that
as a result of this "capturing” of the greenhouse gas
C0y, Planet Earth underwent a global cooling to rough-
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ly where it is today. They tell us that the prehistoric low-
ering of CO; had decreased the heat storage capacity of
the atmosphere. They go on to claim that human burn-
ing of “fossil fucls,” especially in our cars and trucks, is
re-releasing CO3, and is the causa belli of global warm-
ing. For example, Stephen Schneider of the National
Center for Atmospheric Research in Boulder, Colorado
was making quite @ name and career for himsell by
announcing the results of his computer climate models,
In 1983 he affirmed his belief in this causa belli on
national television: “What we're really geuing back is
the carbon dioxide (CO4) that was taken out of the air
hundreds of millions of years ago, when plants died and
sank to the bottom of swamps. And we're getting it
back when we bumn that coal or that 0il.” But now the
only thing sinking to the bottom of swamps is the bio-
genic theory, including the nonsense of “fossil fuels” and
global warming.

Professor Gold and the Abioyenic Theory of
liydrocarhon Formation

The first time | heard of Professor Gold was in 1975
during my studies of astronomy at the State University of
MNew York. At the time, Gold was founding director for
the Comell University Center for Radiophysics and Space
Research. He was also chairman of Comell’s Departmem
of Astronomy. He is a member of just about every science
group from the Mational Academy of Sciences to the
Royal Society of London. He received his doctorate from
Cambridge, and has published over 280 papers on every-
thing from neutron stars to radar to cosmology,

But what does this astronomy stuff have 1o do with
global warming? The answer involves the abiogenic theo-
rv of hydrocarbon formation, Unlike the “fossil fuels” fan-
tasy which supposedly began in prehistoric times, the
abiogenic theory goes back to the very formation of Earth,
about 4.5 billion years ago: long before life existed.

From Scientific Theory To Practical Applications

In December 1983 the Wall Street Journal imter-
viewed Gold for the article “Astronomer Believes Oil,
Gas Deposits as Old as the Earth.” This was followed by
another Wall Street article. “What If Methane is
Inexhaustible?”. (Methane is the primary component of
natural gas.)

At the time of these WS) articles | was employed at
Ford in their Powertrain Planning group. | was assigned
1o enging/iransmission production, Corporate Average
Fuel Economy (CAFE), emissions compliance; to name a
few. In 1984 | moved to Chrysler. By 1987 | was an
Engineering Programs Manager. responsible for producis
such as the Dodge-Cummins diesel pickup. It was during
the diesel program that | gained technical expertise in the
54

aren of natural gas as a transportation fuel,

When [ was transferred 1o the minivan group in early
1991 they were grappling with a more siringent Clean
Air Act, especially in California, Since a majority of
Chrysler sales in California are the minivan, it was effec-
tively targeted by Sacramento’s new rules. T wrote a
paper summarizing the emissions issues, including the
necessity and marketability of natural gas. | later called
the initial meetings which raised management awareness
of the specific issues. My mectings led to the develop-
ment of Chrysler’s natural gas minivan, Prior to this time
no such product or plans existed.

The overt context of my efforts on the natural
gas minivan was a genuine concern for the environment
as a human being and a Chrysler professional. But the
esoleric context was my knowledge of Gold's work on the
abiogenic origing of hydrocarbons, especially their abun-
dance. A large part of this knowledge came from his
1987 book “Power From the Earth: Deep Earth Gas as
Energy for the Future.”

From Astrophysics To Automobiles

Gold's new book, “The Deep Hot Biosphere™ is
extremely comprehensive in scope. With a basis in
astrophysics, “The Deep Hot Biosphere™ should have
implications from environmental policy 1o geopolitics o
fuel prices and the automobile industry. Admittedly it
takes effort to overcome the momentum of the “fossil
fuel” ideas which have been highly promoted for
decades. However, once vou understand Golds con-
ceptg, vou'll have a renewed suspicion of our politicians,
and disappointment with the science community.

Gold contends that vou will find hydrocarbon
sources at great depths below the swface; not a few
miles, but a few hundred miles, The deep-earth sources
of hydrocarbons are still at it to this day, pumping tons of
petroleum and methane gas up through the cracks and
porosity to the shallow sedimentary levels. It is here that
drilling rigs access the upwelling that has been vertically
dammed into reservoirs. Hydrocar-bons did not come
from rotting prehistoric plants; hydrocarbons were here a
few billion years before life occurred. The hydrocarbons
we humans use for energy are abiogenic or not of bio-
genic origin.

Chapter 3 summarizes five fundamental assumptions
regarding the deep-earth abiogenic sourcing of hydrocar-
bons. All five are supported by currently accepted sci-
ence. Gold also discusses the latest space research infor-
mation; much of which he discovered or proposed. This
information confirms that hyvdrocarbons are present on
lifeless heavenly bodies such as moons, asteroids, comets,
and of course the “Gas Giants™ such as Jupiter, Satum,
Uranus and Neptune, In fact, the blue coloration of plan-
et Uranus is due 1o methane, a so-called “fossil fuel.”
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Gold explains, “1 am sure there are
no big stagnant swamps on Titlan or
Pluto,”

Chapter 4, “Evidence for Deep-
Earth Gas,” presents seven empirical
facts that strongly support the abic-
genic theory. The first four are some-
what related.

1} The geographical patterns that
emerge from the oil fields, whether in
the Middle East or Indonesia, all
exhibit a correspondence to deep
Earth geological structure, This is in
stark contrast to the haphazard depo-
sition we find with surface life, and
their subsequent fossils, which have
never exhibited such pattemns,

2} Hydrocarbons from a particu-
lar il field do not exhibit chemical
changes as the depth of their extrac-
tion increases, But the fossils above
them do have constantly changing
biological “signatures” which relate
to each of their particular paleon-
tologies (i.c. epochs of time).
Russian petroleum  geologists have
currently productive oil wells tha

have been drilled into the basement
rock, far below the sedimentary sira-

Here, where fossils have never
penetrated, hydrocarbons are in
abundance. Later we'll see that
Golds famous Siljan Experiment of
1985 15 what the Russians hawve
relied on as a scientific basis for their
basement rock prospecting (they're
part of the minority that understand
the abiogenic theory! ).
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The existing petroleum reservoirs

are refiling themselves..
.Jrom the bottom!

3) Hydrocarbons are found in
geographic areas where the amount
of prehistoric life at that location
could never provide the quantities of
hydrocarbons involved. When you
think about it, most surface life is
comprised of 90 percent water and
10 percent other swff. So even if the

“10 percent other stuff” were con-

verted completely to “fossil fuels,” it
would not even come close to the
hydrocarbons  already
extracted during the last 130 years.

4) This is similar to #2 but points
out that because hydrocarbons are so
consistent, analysis of distinet trace
metals can be used to identify their
geographic origin.

5) The existing petroleum reser-
voirs are refilling themselves 