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Earth Day and two National Geographic feature articles, "The Age of Disbelief," and "Climate Change: 7 
Things You Need to Know", state that science is under siege. The two issues of interest for this 
newsletter are evolution and global warming. 
 

Evolution 
 
As a youth, I read Charles Darwin's "The Origin of Species by Natural Selection: or, The Preservation of 
Favored Races in the Struggle for Life." Evolution is the theory that all living species evolve over time. 
Attributes that provide greater survivability progress at a higher rate, and recessive attributes weaken or 
disappear. All living creatures, including humans, started in the appropriate chemical "muck." In 
summary, the theory establishes a progression from lower life forms to higher, including the human 
species.  

I find the theory logical and reconcilable with Genesis (What was versus how). The theory is anathema 
to some religious beliefs, and others reject the advanced animal species label, holding out for something 
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better. When we ignore the fact that humans are sophisticated animals, subject to the predator/prey 
relationship, we fail to assess threats and opportunities in an appropriate manner.  

 

Global warming 
 
The National Geographic articles make the case that government and individuals are rejecting the 
concept that carbon burning created global warming for a variety of reasons. A catastrophe with the 
potential of global warming is well outside of our experience. While many can intellectually assimilate 
the facts, denial of the potential threats is also widespread. By ignoring the problem, we fail to take the 
actions required to save ourselves as a species. In many cases, the discussion has degenerated into 
polarized politics. 
 
Science shouts that an environmental Armageddon is occurring. The only way to prevent the 
catastrophe is drastic reductions in global carbon emissions (greenhouse-gas GHG), accompanied by 
massive changes in human behavior.  

My mother felt the pulse of life and was an early conservationist and proponent of global warming. So 
was I. Today, warmer climate species abound in Wisconsin, where I live. The glaciers have nearly 
disappeared from Glacier National Park, a favorite camera hunting location. These indicate an 
unquantifiable increase in "warming," but we must count on the scientific community for accurate 
information and perspective.  
 
Since this early buy-in, the hype, information, disinformation, and deceptions are endless, throwing 
more doubts than clarity on the issue. People question not only the warming event but also the cause. 

1. The earth experiences complex gyrations rotating around the sun, then the sun around the 
Milky Way at 514,495 mph.  

2. The following chart of glacial periods and warming periods, sourced from Google but traced 

back to Dynamical Paleoclimatology: Generalized Theory of Global Climate Change, 2002, by 

Barry Saltzman, introduces another set of complex variables. The events on the chart all 

occurred after Homo sapiens. 

3. The sun is a huge nuclear engine subject to variation governing solar activity and heat radiation 

volume. 

4. Michael Mann and other scientists misrepresented global warming data for political purposes. 

This team of scientists presented the global warming event as exclusive to, and relevant only to 

http://competitiveamerica.us/newsletters/FFN_Predator_and_Prey.pdf
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the start of the industrial age and the consumption of carbon-based energy. They withheld 

critical information about a global warming event in the middle Ages. While the causes for the 

Medieval warming were different and are mostly known,  the deliberate misrepresentation of 

the known facts moved climate change from a scientific to a political issue. 

                                      

              

 

 

 

 

 

When scientists tell the populace to believe something, and then they lie, it pollutes the entire pool of 
knowledge. Research demands we question the concept of "accepted truth," when it has been tainted 
by manipulated data or superseded science. 

Superseded science - examples 
 

 Science once believed the earth was flat.  

 Many believe the big bang was the alpha of the universe, which will simply fly apart into infinite 
space. Others consider the possibility of parallel universes, and a rewrite of cosmology.  

 The theory of relativity has not been mathematically reconciled with quantum mechanics to 
complete the Unifying Field Theory. Recent discoveries, such as the Higgs boson, 
“The God Particle” provided important data about the mechanism by which all 
particles acquire mass within the standard model. Given this piece of the puzzle, 
there is still the issue of dark matter and black holes. Will this knowledge disrupt 

current scientific hypotheses? This is unknowable, but the odds are that research will change 
much of what we now call "accepted fact." 

 It has only been a few years since science was positive that Neanderthals and Homo sapiens could 
not have been interbred. The Human Genome Project (HGP) provided new facts, annihilating this 
theory. Science is in the mapping stage, but the study discovered a highly promiscuous network of 
Neanderthals, Homo sapiens, and Denisova hominins, pushing the relationships back in time by 
thousands of years. Ironically, we are far more diverse than previously thought, and many of us 
are part Neanderthal or Denisova.  

Humans are left with functional knowledge, that is "the best answers based on application of the 
scientific principles - what we know and what can be tested or demonstrated". It is false science to 
believe further study is unnecessary - ever. 

Michael Mann's hockey stick graph (shown in red) appears to 

show that the Earth's temperature was stable from 1400 to 1900. 

There is then a dramatic rise (like the end of a hockey stick) that 

was claimed to be due to carbon dioxide emissions. This graph 

was heavily promoted by Al Gore and his supporters, and by the 

IPCC whose 2001 Summary for Policymakers claimed "that the 

1990s has been the warmest decade and 1998 the warmest year 

of the millennium". 

It is now known that the data had been carefully fudged to 
remove an inconvenient truth, namely the Medieval Warm Period, 
when the world was warmer than today. 

Dr John Happs 
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The issue is to separate the significant facts from the universe of opinion. While global warming is 
accepted science, scientists differ not just on cause and effect, but also on the speed and degree of 
change and the ultimate consequences. Disagreeing with any of them is taken as a sign of ignorance and 
violation of "accepted facts."  

 
Environment  
 

Most of the world, including China, has lesser concern for the environment, trading it for economic 
advantage, or are unable to invest in the technologies and clean-up efforts.  

One of the major premises for increased environmental regulation is GHG (greenhouse gasses). It is 
useful to test the premise and examine the consequences of incompletely stating and understanding 
issues. 

The truth about GHG and manufacturing 

China surged past the United States in industrial output. The following chart shows GHG emissions and 
industrial output by country and equivalent pollution ratios.  

 

 

 

 

 

The last line shows the ratio of pollution percentages vs. manufacturing output in total between the two 
countries. The ratio of GHG emissions per volume is much lower for the United States than for China. 

Assume the GHG scenario is correct. If Americans cut GHG emissions to zero tomorrow, and everyone 
moves into caves and tepees, it would make little difference. China will increase emissions by a factor of 
three before 2030, making the worst-case GHG scenario a reality.  

This data is from the environmental agreement the previous  administration signed with China. It also 
requires America  to cut another 26% of our emissions, meaning more American jobs and opportunities 
will disappear.  

Regardless of the controversy, I believe that GHG is an issue. I am less concerned with the effects of 
global warming and far more concerned about the pervasive polluting effects of hydrocarbons on our 
most precious resource - water.  

Spending our money to cut worldwide emissions is waste without significant actions by China. Likewise, 
we cannot be guilty of the normalcy bias and ignore the consequence of science. From my perspective, 
the current loud frontal attack on global warming will never solve the problem. The subject is toxic, and 
it lacks the universal commitment of money and resources for action. While some people are strongly 
committed, others are turned off. 

                                                                         China       USA 

GHG Emissions                      9679.30 6668.79 

Industrial Output (Trillion$)             2.9                        2.43 

Industrial Output %              54.4                         45.6 

Greenhouse Gas %                         59.2                       40.8 

Ratio                               1.17                         .89 
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Solutions 
 
I was taught to believe the more complicated an issue, and the greater the number of variables, the 
larger the problem with conceptual labeling. We are thinking small and recommended actions place 
severe burdens on large populations of people. All the solutions proposed take humanity back to a 
Spartan existence. That will not happen. So what is the solution? Systems thinking teaches us to change 
our perspective on a problem and look for alternatives, including those seemingly contradictory actions. 
I am sharing some proposals that meet this requirement. 

Reevaluate the opportunities found in applied sciences and innovation. The space program funded 
massive scientific developments and innovation for a decade. The mission was clear and unambiguous, 
to be the masters of space. The next mission, build an environmentally neutral national infrastructure.  

1 Technology is not as glamorous as saving the world, but it changes the argument from what to 
how. It is the age-old question, how do you eat an elephant (global warming)? One bite at a 
time. How much would global GHG be reduced if fifty percent of the cars switched to hydrogen 
or natural gas fuels? We have the technical capability to do it before the end of 2018.  

2 If we lived in an interconnected city, where all transportation was by activated conveyor, or 
connected autonomous pod cars, and purchased groceries from the solar-powered farm located 
in the 125th floor, what would the environmental effect be? After purchasing food, we could 
take the automated skywalk to our solar-powered residential skyscraper. Every activity and 
function of our city would be optimized for resource conservation and connected for personal 
convenience and safety. 

3 What would be the effect nationwide of a massive resource conservation program (application 
of Lean Six/Sigma principles) to reduce waste and increase yield? We will never know if we fail 
to try it. 

4 We need to stop worrying about climate change, invest the money plus a considerable amount 
more, for scientific applications benefiting America and the world. Use these sciences to build 
environmentally friendly factories, transportation, and cities.   

The problem is partially solvable by investing in the transformation of America and the world. There 
would be measurable progress as iterative projects are completed. When the transformation is 
complete, there would be tangible results to show for our money and effort. The best part is that we 
only need the will and consent of the governed, and not the world, to get started. 
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