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The AGW-hypothesis asserts that increased greenhouse gases (GHGs) – notably carbon dioxide – in the
atmosphere will cause the globe to warm (global warming: GW) and that anthropogenic emissions of carbon
dioxide are increasing the carbon dioxide in the air with resulting anthropogenic (i.e. man-made) global
warming (AGW).
I think a clear distinction needs to be made between
(a) the science of AGW, and
(b) the perception of AGW - and the use of AGW - by non-scientists.
The science
The present empirical evidence strongly indicates that the AGW-hypothesis is wrong; i.e.
1.
There is no correlation between the anthropogenic emissions of GHGs and global temperature.
2.
Change to atmospheric carbon dioxide concentration is observed to follow change to global
temperature at all time scales.
3.
Recent rise in global temperature has not been induced by rise in atmospheric carbon dioxide
concentrations.
The global temperature fell from 1940 to 1970, rose from 1970 to 1998, and fell from 1998 to the present
(i.e. mid-2008). This is 40 years of cooling and 28 years of warming, and global temperature is now similar
to that of 1940. But atmospheric carbon dioxide concentration has increased at a near-constant rate and by
more than 30% since 1940.
4.
Rise in global temperature has not been induced by increase to anthropogenic emissions of carbon
dioxide.
More than 80% of the anthropogenic emissions of carbon dioxide has been since 1940 and the increase to
the emissions has been at a compound rate of ~0.4% p.a. throughout that time. But that time has exhibited 40
years of cooling with only 28 years of warming, and global temperature is now similar to that of 1940.
5.
The pattern of atmospheric warming predicted by the AGW hypothesis is absent.
The AGW hypothesis predicts most warming of the atmosphere at altitude distant from polar regions.
Radiosonde measurements from weather balloons show slight cooling at altitude distant from polar regions.
The above list provides a complete refutation of the AGW-hypothesis according to the normal rules of
science: i.e.
Nothing the hypothesis predicts is observed in the empirical data and the opposite of the hypothesis'
predictions is observed in the empirical data.
But politicians and advocates adhere to the hypothesis. They have a variety of motives (i.e. personal
financial gain, protection of their career histories and futures, political opportunism, etc.). But support of
science cannot be one such motive because science denies the hypothesis.
Hence, additional scientific information cannot displace the AGW-hypothesis and cannot silence its
advocates (e.g. Hansen). And those advocates are not scientists despite some of them claiming that they are.
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