
Liberal Detox: Global Warming P2 

By Seawolf 

 

*puts down pizza roll* 

Ohay.  Glad to have you here at the end, where there is nothing but hacking, lies and SHUT YO DAMN 

MOUTH.  Let’s take a stroll to New Zealand. 

 

For the last effing time, yes, you actually can stroll into Mt. Doom. 

Speaking of doom, this is what the New Zealand Government’s chief climate advisory unit reported for 

temperatures: 

 

DOOM.  Look at that temperature increase!  However, when you look at the raw data… 
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…turns out they just made shit up.  Half the adjustments created a warming trend where none was 

there, and all the adjustments increased or created a warming trend. 

Which is certainly one way to create manmade warming.   

 

Well gin would certainly help.  Because the ‘Hey guyz let’s make shit up!’ form of science was not 

relegated to the Kiwi’s. 
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Except that data is fake. 
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Fake data, huh?  You know, England’s chief research arm the CRU was hacked a while back, and their 

internal emails leaked online… 

From Phil Jones, one of the chieftains of Doomsday: “I've just completed Mike's Nature trick of adding in 

the real temps to each series for the last 20 years and from 1961 for Keith's to hide the decline.” 

 

 

Wait, why do you need tricks to hide temperature declines?  Almost makes you think there’s something 

in the raw, real data they don’t want you to see. 

From a study examining the temperature adjustments of all these ‘scientists:’ 

“The conclusive findings of this research are that the three [global average surface temperature] data 

sets are not a valid representation of reality.  In fact, the magnitude of their historical data 

adjustments, that removed their cyclical temperature patterns, are totally inconsistent with published 

and credible U.S. and other temperature data.” 
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Even better, as previously shown, sea level rise is no threat.  Now we have proof scientists lied (i.e. 

made shit up) about that too: 
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Shouldn’t there be some process to you know, prevent complete fabrications from being so readily 

accepted.  From Michael Mann, another chieftain of manmade doomsday, in the aforementioned email 

leak/hack, “I think we have to stop considering Climate Research as a legitimate peer-reviewed journal. 

Perhaps we should encourage our colleagues in the climate research community to no longer submit to, 

or cite papers in, this journal.” 

Oh.  Other journals print and say they are going to print information that is counter to the narrative you 

want to peddle, and your solution is to intimidate and strong arm them into silence?  That 

sounds…scientific. 

 

 

More from Phil Jones.  “The other paper by MM is just garbage. [...] I can't see either of these papers 

being in the next IPCC report. Kevin and I will keep them out somehow — even if we have to redefine 

what the peer-review literature is!" 

Yay open minds, debate and the free flow of information!  Makes you think there’s hundreds of billions 

of dollars and mountains of power at stake or something.   

(Spoiler alert:  There are.  End spoilers.)   

In addition to speaking about ‘hiding declines,’ there are plenty more emails revealing discussions about 

keeping dissenting scientists out of peer reviewed journals and pressuring those journals to not include 

any dissenting views and rigging the peer review process. 
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Yes, that’s exactly what that guy taught.  Totes what the scientific method is all about. 

Just to be certain, let’s take a look at these snake oil salesman’s “scientists” raw to data to see if we can- 

What? 

You’re telling me there is no raw data? 

They destroyed it?! 
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And yet this so called ‘research’ is the basis for many of the zomg death models of global warming!  And 

now no one can ever check basic calculations said to show a long-term rise in temperature over the past 

150 years?  (Amongst other claims.) 

That sounds downright…corrupt.  To quote a real researcher, “Climate science is not a science.  It is a 

criminal venture intended to extort money from the public.  Whatever they are doing, has nothing to do 

with science.” 

To quote a blog, “So, basically we are being asked to restructure the entire economy of the planet on 

the say-so of a few ‘scientists’ whose work cannot be verified or even reconstructed. Is there any 

intellectually honest person who thinks that is a good idea?” 

 

 

Even within the United States, the EPA and other agencies (see above) have been caught suppressing 

reports that ran counter to the DOOM narrative, even going so far as to reassign an offender and ban 

him (Alan Carlin) from writing about global warming.  (Yay tolerance!) 

The Democratic Party 2016 campaign platform even included a piece supporting the JAILING OF 

CLIMATE CHANGE DENIERS. 

Jail. 

Like, I’d be locked away just for writing all this. 

That’s very tolerant and open minded of them. 

Some astute researchers at the National Weather Service, a department of the National Oceanic and 

Atmospheric Administration (NOAA, ) also found another excellent way to create warming.  They 

oversee 1,221 climate monitoring stations, and they are the official recorders of temperatures in the 

continental United States. 

Let’s see where these monitoring stations were placed. 
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Anyone sensing a trend?   

“89 percent of the stations – nearly 9 of every 10 – fail to meet the National Weather Service’s own 

sitting requirements that stations must be 30 meters (about 100 feet) or more away from an artificial 

heating or radiating/reflecting heat source. 

In other words, 9 of every 10 stations are likely reporting higher or rising temperatures because they 

are badly sited.” 
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I don’t even know how to respond to that.  Sure. 

Speaking of lies, remember how all the rain forests and ice caps on mountains were gonna burn and 

melt and OH MY GOSH THE HORROR! 

Lol no, lies. 
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“The IPCC claim that global warming will wipe out rain forests was fraudulent, yet advanced as "peer-

reviewed" science. The Times said the assertion actually "was based on an unsubstantiated claim by 

green campaigners who had little scientific expertise," "authored by two green activists" and lifted from 

a report from the World Wildlife Fund, an environmental pressure group. The "research" was based on a 

popular science magazine report that didn't bother to assess rainfall. Instead, it looked at the impact of 

logging and burning.  (The claim was based on a report by a few green activists who were looking at the 

effects of logging, not anything to do with global warming.  But the IPCC used it anyway.) 

In addition, claims about the Himalayas melting and being gone by 2035 were based on a lone student’s 

dissertation and a single researcher, claims based on quotes found in a hiking magazine. 

 

 

 

And it gets better! 

Not only has the infamous hockey stick graph been disproven mathematically and scientifically, but 

some of the scientists behind it knew it was a fraud to begin with.  ‘Scientists’ were looking specifically 

for data to fit what they wanted to produce.   And some just left out troublesome facts. 

“Reconstructing past temperatures from proxy data is fraught with danger. Tree ring records, the 

biggest component of the hockey stick record, sometimes reflect rain or drought rather than 
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temperature. When I investigated the continuing row surrounding the graph in 2006, Gordon Jacoby of 

Columbia University in New York, said: "Mann has a series from central China that we believe is more a 

moisture signal than a temperature signal... He included it because he had a gap. That was a mistake 

and it made tree-ring people angry." A large data set he used from bristlecone pines in the American 

west has attracted similar concern.” 

“It should not be taken as read that Mike's series is THE CORRECT ONE.  I know there is pressure to 

present a nice tidy story as regards 'apparent unprecedented warming in a thousand years or more in 

the proxy data', but in reality the situation is not quite so simple... For the record, I believe that the 

recent warmth was probably matched about 1000 years ago... ” 

 

 

One more quote you won’t find via the Ministry of Truth media. 

“The temperature records cannot be relied on as indicators of global change.  The story is the same for 

each one,” he said. “The popular data sets show a lot of warming but the apparent temperature rise was 

actually caused by local factors affecting the weather stations, such as land development.”  - John 

Christy, professor of atmospheric science at the University of Alabama, former lead author on the IPCC 

And finally, straight from the mouth of Phil Jones (again one of the chief bigwigs of the charade) 

-The data used to create the infamous 'hockey stick graph' is missing 

-There has been no global warming since 1995 

-Warming periods have happened before and were obviously not due to man 

-It's likely that the Earth was warmer in medieval times than now 
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For the record, not only does the (United Nation’s) IPCC lie, they’ve been wrong about everything: 
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And easily most hilariously of all, the former HEAD of the EPA Lisa Jackson, “I believe the central parts of 

the [EPA] chart are that U.S. action alone will not impact world CO2 levels.” 

In other words, if the United States forced itself back to the STONE AGE, it would have no impact 

whatsoever on temperature levels.  EVEN BY THE WARMING ALARMISTS OWN FAKED AND 

ERRONEOUS ‘RESEARCH.’ 

 

 

I mean look at that.  There is literally no scenario, either in reality or the faked data fantasy, where you 

or the United States handicapping itself does any good for any good person. 

Emphasis on good. 

So remember that the next time someone tells you ‘you must SUBMIT and BOW to save the planet.’ 

To conclude, the cost of the global warming scam is basically incalculable, with estimates ranging from 

$42 billion (with a B-can you see why so many are invested in this lie?) a year to $1.5 trillion (with a 

bloody T) a year. 

Let’s take the low number.  What could intelligent and honest people do with that $$$? 
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And you know, who the hell concluded a little warmth was bad for the Earth anyway? 

 

 

  

Fin. 

 

PS. Even for those who still somehow believe in the religion of global warming, take a guess at what has 

cut more big bad evil emissions than all renewable energy combined? 

Fracking. 

Just thought I’d twist the knife a bit more ☺ 
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