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Manabe’s Mathematical Morons

Eisenhower’s warning has come true. Climate science has been thoroughly corrupted by
government funding and exploitation by political and environmental groups. There are three parts
to this corruption. First, the complexities of climate change were oversimplified through the use
of the equilibrium climate assumption. This created fraudulent climate warming, by definition, as
a mathematical artifact produced by the simplified climate flux balance equations. Equilibrium
climate pseudoscience started in the nineteenth century. By the 1960s it had become accepted
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scientific dogma. Today it provides the fraudulent foundation for the climate models used to
promote the Imperial Cult of the Global Warming Apocalypse.
Second, there was an institutional fraud. As major government programs ended, there was no
provision to shut them down. In particular, NASA was established to land a man on the moon.
Similarly, the Atomic Energy Commission was formed to oversee nuclear programs. It was
merged into the newly formed Department of Energy in 1977. As funding diminished, rocket and
nuclear scientists magically became experts in climate pseudoscience. The hyped up global
warming apocalypse rapidly became a source of funding - and jobs – for otherwise unemployed
government funded scientists. The ‘radiative convective equilibrium’ computer model, initially
developed by Manabe and Wetherald (M&W) in 1967, was copied without question. No one
bothered to look at the real physics of the time dependent climate energy transfer. There are four
obvious scientific errors in M&W that have been ignored for over 50 years. The ‘scientists’
became mathematical morons. The only thing that mattered was that the climate models agreed
with each other and with a pseudoscientific ‘global average temperature change’. Fourier, by 1824
had already shown that the earth’s climate was not in equilibrium. Physical reality was abandoned
in favor of mathematical simplicity. Solving non-linear equations and writing computer
algorithms was more important than climate physics. Lorenz, in 1963 had already shown this was
an impossible task. The solutions to these non-linear equations are unstable. Even today, a
weather forecast is limited to about 10 days ahead. However, money and jobs came first.
Gradually, an irrational belief in climate models replaced logic and reason. Climate modeling is a
classic example of GIGO – garbage in, gospel out. The world had to be saved from a non-existent
global warming apocalypse.
Third, various political and environmental groups decided to exploit the global warming
apocalypse to further their own interests. Climate pseudoscience gradually became the Imperial
Cult of the Global Warming Apocalypse. In 1975, Margaret Mead the anthropologist organized
the conference ‘The Atmosphere Endangered and Endangering’. Her objective was to exploit
atmospheric pollution - real or imagined - for population control. Attendees included Stephen
Schneider and John Holdren. Both were strongly influenced by the invalid population growth
arguments promoted by Paul Ehrlich. Schneider became a leading advocate of the CO2 climate
scare at Stanford University. Holdren became science and technology advisor to President Obama.
In addition, Maurice Strong and Bert Bolin both worked to promote the global warming apocalypse
through the United Nations Environmental Program (UNEP). They were able to establish the UN
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) in 1988. It must be emphasized that the IPCC
is a political body, not a scientific one. Its mission is to assess “the scientific, technical and
socioeconomic information relevant for the understanding of the risk of human-induced climate
change.” This is based on the a-priori assumption that human activities are causing CO2 induced
global warming. Mainstream politicians such as Margaret Thatcher and Al Gore became involved
and the climate fraud grew into the multi-trillion dollar pyramid or Ponzi scheme we have today.
Somewhere along the way, various foreign interests, notably Russia and China started to fund
some of these environmental and political groups and use their propaganda organizations to
promote ‘decarbonization’ and ‘net zero’ policies. Russia wants to regain political power through
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control of the energy supply to Europe. China wants to gain political control by dominating the
mineral supply chain related to the batteries and motors needed to achieve ‘net zero’. Some of the
world’s richest billionaires and charitable foundations are also using their resources promote
‘decarbonization’ as a way to impose their ‘socialist’ beliefs on society. The mathematical morons
with their climate models have now become Putin’s puppets, trapped in a web of lies of their own
making.

A confluence of climate bandwagons

The climate fraud grew as a confluence of special interests and funding ‘bandwagons’ developed.
There was no single ‘smoking gun’ that created the fraud. The transition from invalid scientific
hypothesis to climate fraud started when M&W began to incorporate their 1967 ‘radiative
convective equilibrium’ model into a rather primitive global circulation model (GCM). By
ignoring the limitations of their own simplifying assumptions they became the first mathematical
morons of the Global Warming Apocalypse. They created two research bandwagons. First, the
warming artifacts created by their 1967 model were not limited to CO2. This created the ‘radiative
forcing’ bandwagon. The increase in atmospheric concentration of any so called ‘greenhouse gas’
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could be used to create global warming. Within a decade, another 11 ‘minor species’ had been
added to the M&W model. Melodramatic claims of “an appreciable increase in global surface
temperature” were made for example for halogenated hydrocarbons, without out any quantitative
thermal engineering analysis. Second, other groups could develop and ‘improve’ on the M&W
GCM. In 1981 Hansen’s group of mathematical morons at NASA Goddard added three more
scientific errors to M&W. They created a pseudoscientific ‘climate sensitivity’ or global
temperature increase that was produced by a doubling of the CO2 concentration. They did this by
ignoring the effects of natural ocean warming on the ‘global temperature change’. The main source
of the warming attributed to CO2 is the Atlantic Multi-decadal Oscillation (AMO). The 1940
AMO peak was clearly visible in their ‘surface air temperature trends’ but they chose to call it
‘noise’. The penetration depth of the long wave IR (LWIR) flux into the ocean surface is less than
100 micron (about the width of a human hair). Here it is fully coupled to the wind driven
evaporation. There can be no measurable increase in ocean temperature from the LWIR
component of a ‘radiative forcing’. In addition, the ‘homogenization’ process used to convert the
raw weather station data into the global climate average has been used to ‘adjust’ the temperature
data and create more warming. Here the fox is guarding the henhouse. The same government
groups that run the climate models also create the climate temperature averages.
One of the basic issues with the work of M&W and Hansen et al is the complete lack of oversight.
Why were M&W allowed to even start work on a GCM? NASA has clear guidelines for
‘Technology Readiness Levels’ (TRLs) that were never applied to Hansen’s work. In 1979 there
was a climate review led by Jules Charney that looked at the work of both groups. The reviewers
simply accepted the equilibrium assumption and ‘sanctified’ the model results. A doubling of the
CO2 concentration was going to produce an increase in temperature of 3 ±1.5 C. There was no
attempt to validate the models with independent evidence or thermal engineering calculations.
Since 1981, the main change to the basic equilibrium modeling approach was the addition of
radiative forcing ‘efficacies’ by Hansen et al in 2005. The equilibrium assumption was restated
by Knutti and Hegerl in 2008: “When the radiation balance of the Earth is perturbed, the global
surface temperature will warm and adjust to a new equilibrium state”. In reality, the small amount
of heat added to the troposphere from a doubling of the CO2 concentration is simply re-radiated to
space by the water bands. There is no change to the radiation balance of the earth. A doubling of
the CO2 concentration produces a maximum increase in the rate of heating of the troposphere of
+0.08 C. At a lapse rate of -6.5 C km-1, +0.08 K is a decrease in altitude of 12 meters. This is
equivalent to riding an elevator down about four floors.
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The elevator to CO2 doubling hell

In 1979 there were just two groups with GCMs that contributed to the Charney report. The AMO
remained in its cooling phase from about 1940 to 1970. This was used to create the 1970s ‘global
cooling’ scare. By 1986 there was sufficient warming from the AMO coupled to the climate record
for Jones and Wigley to proclaim the new global warming scare. By 1995 there were 18 groups
with GCMs. The modeling effort for the IPCC is now coordinated through the Coupled Model
Intercomparison Project (CMIP). In 2019 there were 49 modeling groups with approximately 100
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different models involved in CMIP6. The mathematical morons that developed these models
simply copied the earlier models, including the underlying M&W mathematical artifacts. The only
model ‘validation’ was a comparison to other models. This was verified by the determination of
the ‘climate sensitivity’. For the CMIP5 model ‘ensemble’ this varied from 2.1 to 5.7 K, for
CMIP6 it was 1.8 to 5.6 K. The correct answer for the magnitude of the ‘climate sensitivity’ is
‘too small to measure’. The CMIP results were used to provide the pseudoscientific basis for the
2 C limit in Paris Climate Accord.

The equilibrium climate energy balance

The ‘equilibrium climate sensitivity’ (ECS) for the CMIP6 model ensemble
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The corruption of climate science is part of the more general corruption of environmental science
by environmental and political groups. The funding has been traced to various private foundations
and public charities controlled by billionaire groups and augmented by foreign funds. In particular
the Sea Change Foundation has been identified as a conduit for laundering Russian funds. The
corruption of the EPA was discussed in detail in the 2014 report ‘The Chain of Environmental
Command: How a Club of Billionaires and Their Foundations Control the Environmental
Movement and Obama’s EPA’ by the US Senate Environmental Committee minority staff. The
fraudulent results from the climate models were used to establish the EPA ‘endangerment finding’
and provide a ‘backdoor’ for lawsuits against the fossil fuel industry for non-existent legal
liabilities. Of course, the US taxpayer is paying for most of this with higher energy prices and the
inflation that ripples through the economy as these costs impact other areas of the economy.

Offshore money laundering

It is time to dismantle this fraud by making sure that the totally inept stupidity of the mathematical
morons responsible for the equilibrium climate models is clear to all. To start, there are nine
scientific papers that demonstrate the fraud. The history of the equilibrium climate assumption
may be understood by reading parts of the 1896 Arrhenius paper. Here he clearly describes the
equilibrium climate assumption and uses it to create the first mathematical warming artifacts. He
also makes it clear that he was interested in explaining how changes in the atmospheric CO2
concentration might cycle the earth through an Ice Age. The real cause of an Ice Age – planetary
perturbations of the earth’s orbital and axial motion known as Milankovitch cycles – was not
explained until 1976, after the climate fraud became established. M&W accepted the invalid
equilibrium climate hypothesis without question and used it to build their 1967 model. They
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created climate warming as a mathematical artifact of the simplifying assumptions that were
clearly described on the second page of their paper. The climate modeling fraud started when
M&W began to incorporate their 1967 model into a GCM. The 1967 mathematical artifacts were
built into the first GCM described by M&W in 1975. The rest of the mathematical morons simply
copied M&W and built the same artifacts into later climate models. Hansen et al in 1981
completed the basic foundation of the climate modeling fraud that led to the concept of radiative
forcing as a perturbation to the energy balance of a fictional equilibrium climate. The same M&W
equilibrium assumption was re-iterated in a slightly different form by Knutti and Hegerl in 2008.
Nothing has changed in 40 years.
The history of radiative forcing is described in a 2019 monograph by Ramaswamy et al. This
conveniently documents the work of the mathematical morons in this area. The creation of climate
sensitivity to CO2 from the climate record and the radiative forcings used in the climate models
was described by Otto et al in 2013 and Gregory et al in 2020. The effects of natural changes in
surface temperature such as those produced by ocean oscillations, notably the AMO have been
completely ignored. The process of ‘attribution’ of ‘extreme weather’ is based on the climate
modeling ‘trick’ of removing the effects of the AMO to create a ‘natural’ baseline. An annual
series of ‘Explaining Extreme Weather Events’ now edited by Herring et al has been published by
the Bulletin of the American Meteorological Society since 2012. The papers in this series that rely
on equilibrium climate models are fraudulent. The work of the mathematical morons is on full
display in the ‘CMIP model ensembles’. At present the annual increase in downward LWIR flux
to the surface from CO2 is increasing by 0.034 W m-2 per year. A more extensive overview of the
climate fraud may be found in Chapter 7 of the IPCC AR6 Working Group 1 Climate Assessment
Report. All of the discussion found here on radiative forcings, feedbacks and climate sensitivities
is pseudoscientific nonsense.

The ‘attribution’ of extreme weather events

The first step in dealing with the climate fraud is to shut down all of the equilibrium climate model
activities related to the CMIP program. This includes the groups at NASA, NOAA and DOE along
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with those in the national labs and the universities, notably the CMIP group at LLNL. There are
also major issues of legal liability related to the lack of oversight provided by the consortia and
universities that serve as contract administrators for the national labs and other government funded
facilities.
The next step is to dismantle the pyramid of fraud built on the climate model results. The starting
point in the US is the ‘deep state’ of secondary modeling morons that feed on the climate results
and create ‘policy’ for the US government. The public record can be found in the work of the US
Global Change Research Program. This has blindly copied the UN IPCC and the CMIP model
results. Then it is necessary to ‘follow the money’ through the Byzantine backways and byways
of the ‘green blob’ to the billionaire foundations and foreign sources and identify ‘Putin’s puppets’.
An accelerated program is needed to rebuild the world’s fossil fuel energy infrastructure that has
been severely damaged by 50 plus years of climate modeling fraud. We do not need Russia’s
natural gas nor do we need China’s ‘battery and motor’ minerals. There is no need for fleets of
electric vehicles, or utility scale ‘alternative energy’ with solar panels, windmills and large scale
battery storage for electrical power. It is time to ‘clawback’ the money that has been stolen in this
massive climate Ponzi scheme. There are no forcings, feedbacks or climate sensitivity to CO2.
The 1.5 or 2 C limit in the Paris Climate Accord is pseudoscientific nonsense.
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