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Comments: New report shows the Earth's atmosphere appears to be less sensitive to changing CO2 levels than
previously assumed. New discoveries explain part of the warming found in traditional surface temperature
datasets. This partial warming is unrelated to the accumulation of heat due to the extra greenhouse gases, but
related to human development around the thermometer stations. This means traditional surface datasets are
limited as proxies for greenhouse warming. Widely publicized consensus reports by "thousands" of scientists are
misrepresentative of climate science, containing overstated confidence in their assertions of high climate
sensitivity. They rarely represent the range of scientific opinion that attends our relatively murky field of climate
research. Funding resources are recommended for "Red Teams" of credentialed, independent investigators,
who already study low climate sensitivity and the role of natural variability. Policymakers need to be aware of the
full range of scientific views, especially when it appears that one-sided-science is the basis for promoting
significant increases to the cost of energy for the citizens.Atmospheric CO2 is food for plants which means it is
food for people and animals. More CO2 generally means more food for all. Today, affordable carbon-based
energy is a key component for lifting people out of crippling poverty. Rising CO2 emissions are, therefore, one
indication of poverty-reduction which gives hope for those now living in a marginal existence without basic needs
brought by electrification, transportation and industry. Additionally, modern, carbon-based energy reduces the
need for deforestation and alleviates other environmental problems such as water and air pollution. Until
affordable energy is developed from non-carbon sources, the world will continue to use carbon as the main
energy source as it does today.it has become popular to try and attribute certain extreme events to human
causation. The Earth however, is very large, the weather is very dynamic, especially at local scales, so that
extreme events of one type or another will occur somewhere on the planet in every year. Since there are
innumerable ways to define an extreme event (i.e. record high/low temperatures, number of days of a certain
guantity, precipitation total over 1, 2, 10 ... days, snowfall amounts, etc.) this essentially assures us that there will
be numerous "extreme events" in every year because every year has unique weather patterns. The following
assesses some of the recent "extreme events" and demonstrates why they are poor proxies for making claims
about human causation. Andreadis and Lettenmaier (2006) found that for the Midwest, "Droughts have, for the
most part, become shorter, less frequent, less severe, and cover a smaller portion of the country over the last
century." In other words, droughts have always happened in the Midwest and they are not getting worse. Another
extreme metric is the all time record high temperature for each state. The occurrence of the records by decade
makes it obvious that the 1930s were the most extreme decade and that since 1960, there have been more all-
time cold records set than hot records in each decade. Note the several years above 6000 events prior to 1940
and none above 5000 since 1954. The clear evidence is that extreme high temperatures are not increasing in
frequency, but actually appear to be decreasing. The recent claims about thousands of new record high
temperatures were based on stations whose length-of-record could begin as recently as 1981, thus missing the
many heat waves of the 20th century. Thus, any moderately hot day now will be publicized as setting records for
these young stations because they were not operating in the 1930s.



