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Global warming theory posits that manmade carbon diox-
ide (CO2) emissions are increasing global temperature 

and that, if not curtailed, such emissions will eventually lead 
to catastrophic warming. Put another way, global warming 
theory—called a “theory” because it is not proven by observa-
tional science—says that humankind negatively, and poten-
tially catastrophically, alters global climate dynamics.  

New data collected from NASA satellites, however, reveal 
signifi cant errors in the climate models used by the Unit-
ed Nations’ Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC), which serve as the basis for claims of catastrophic 
global warming. Th e IPCC says it is “a scientifi c intergov-
ernmental body set up by the World Meteorological Orga-
nization (WMO) and by the United Nations Environment 
Programme.” Massive CO2-reduction plans are generally 
predicated upon the IPCC’s reports. However, some ques-
tion the accuracy of the IPCC’s science.

Dr. Roy Spencer, principal research scientist for Th e Uni-
versity of Alabama in Huntsville and the U.S. Science Team 
Leader for the Advanced Microwave Scanning Radiom-
eter on NASA’s Aqua satellite, is one of those critics. He 
says, “Despite decades of persistent uncertainty over how 
sensitive the climate system is to increasing concentrations 
of carbon dioxide from the burning of fossil fuels, we now 
have new satellite evidence which strongly suggests that the 
climate system is much less sensitive than is claimed by the 
U.N.’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.”1

Human contribution to atmospheric CO2 is actually quite 
small. Spencer says pre-industrial atmospheric levels of car-
bon dioxide were 270 parts per million (ppm), while today’s 
levels are around 385 or 390 ppm, even less than during 
previous periods in our earth’s history.2 Th us, about 39 out 
of every 100,000 molecules of air are CO2, but humans con-

tribute just 5 percent of total CO2. Moreover, it takes fi ve 
years to go from 39 molecules of CO2 to 40 molecules, as 
nature absorbs about 50 percent of man’s CO2 emissions.3

Th e IPCC’s models overestimate warming by overstating 
CO2’s eff ect on clouds. In other words, climate models 
overestimate climate sensitivity. Spencer says, “the failure 
to account for natural, chaotic cloud variability generated 
internal to the climate system will always lead to the illu-
sion of a climate system which appears more sensitive than 
it really is.”4

On the other hand, satellite measurements reveal low cli-
mate sensitivity. According to Spencer, “Th e major climate 
models used by global warming advocates all assume a far 
greater sensitivity to atmospheric carbon dioxide changes 
than what we observe in the empirical satellite data. Th at’s 
why all of these scenarios produce such outlandishly high 
forecasts about future global temperatures.” 

Spencer suggests that manmade-global-warming pro-
ponents confuse cause and eff ect: “Al Gore’s apocalyptic 
temperature scenario assumes that carbon dioxide causes 
temperature changes. Except there is one problem—global 
temperatures precede carbon dioxide levels by approximately 
800 years. Ice core data reveals the opposite of what Gore 
claims.” Geologist Don Easterbrook’s research of warm-
ing and cooling trends over the past four centuries shows 
almost “no correlation at all with CO2.”5

Spencer concludes that (1) satellite data plus a simple cli-
mate model suggest that the climate system is driven more 
by natural cloud changes than by manmade CO2, and (2) 
the IPCC “Scientifi c Consensus” of a manmade CO2-
driven climate is due to a mix-up between cause and eff ect, 
when observing natural cloud fl uctuations.
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Spencer’s fi ndings are signifi cant, considering that the IP-
CC’s climate models focus on manmade CO2 emissions 
and not natural factors that could infl uence climate. “Th is is 
an issue on which the IPCC has remained almost entirely 
silent,” says Spencer. “Th ere has been virtually no published 
work on the possible role of internal climate variations in 
the warming of the last century… And given that virtu-
ally no research into possible natural explanations for global 
warming has been performed, it is time for scientifi c ob-
jectivity and integrity to be restored to the fi eld of global 
warming research.”6 

Spencer’s satellite measurements, though covering just fi ve 
years, make a critical contribution to the climate debate, 
as they accentuate the prematurity of Lieberman-Warner-
type climate regulations—whose potential economic costs 
are unprecedented. Spencer’s observational fi ndings are a 
needed check against the IPCC models’ unrealized climate 
projections and off er a dose of the scientifi c objectivity that 
is sorely needed in climate change debates.  

With Spencer’s fi ndings in mind, policymakers should be 
guided by four main questions:

What is the actual, observed evidence for manmade 1. 
global warming?

How much cooling, if any, will carbon-reduction 2. 
schemes yield?

Do the benefi ts of proposed carbon-reduction plans 3. 
exceed the costs they impose on Texas consumers and 
the economy?

Will carbon-reduction plans permit Texas to produce 4. 
enough energy to power its future economic growth?

For a more thorough examination of these issues, see Dr. 
Spencer’s New York Times bestseller, Climate Confusion.
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