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The Lie in the Sky:
Manmade Global Warming

by Jeremy James

Manmade global warming is just a lie in the sky, another step forward in the Antichrist

agenda.

As we have shown in several of our previous papers, the Elite like to make extensive

use of deception. Some of their lies are dressed up in the guise of ‘science’, making

them impervious to criticism except by those who are ‘qualified’ to raise doubts or ask

hard questions. Alas, those who are qualified are not inclined to step forward and state

the obvious – or even to raise their doubts – because their professional standing would

suffer as a result. Finally, the few who do have the courage to take an anti-

establishment stand on an issue are generally ignored by the mainstream media and

shunned by their peers.

The myth known as ‘manmade global warming’ is part of this program of deception.

Those who are professionally qualified to pronounce on this issue are few in number,

therefore the public, as well as practitioners in other branches of science, feel obliged

to accept their findings. If the data shows it is happening, then it is happening. This is

the impregnable formula – cold, hard facts (seemingly) embedded in a well-proven

scientific model (seemingly). All of a sudden E=mc2 and we are all about to die.

It worked with the so-called nuclear bomb – which doesn’t exist – so why not terrify

the nations once again with another bogus threat that would annihilate mankind?
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Polar ice caps
For most people the threat is largely reduced to a single cataclysmic outcome, the

melting of the polar ice caps. So we’ll begin there.

Seemingly if the polar ice caps start to melt, the sea level will rise and wreak

devastation. According to the pundits, this is already happening. Before long entire

coastal regions will be inundated and millions of lives lost. Cities will collapse, towns

and villages will be swept away, and thousands of small islands will disappear beneath

the waves. Millions of acres of agricultural land will be destroyed, the greenhouse

effect will accelerate, and the resulting famine will kill a huge proportion of those who

remain.

Has this any scientific basis?

As someone said to me recently, the melting water has to go somewhere. This man is

highly intelligent, very successful in business and has a doctorate in scientific research,

and yet he failed to ask the obvious question: How much water are we talking about?

To get a meaningful answer we need to know the total amount of ice on the surface of

the earth. From this we could calculate the total increase in sea level that would result

if it all melted.

We would point out that the ice cap at the North Pole is still intact, despite frequent

rumors to the contrary. Even if it did melt, it would not affect world sea levels since

the ice in question is not ‘land ice’. It is already part of the oceanic system.

The calculation we have in mind has already been made by a website that supports the

theory of global warming. Here are their figures:
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How much land ice is there in the world?

Most (99.5%) of the permanent ice volume in the world is locked up

in ice sheets and glaciers. The Antarctic Ice Sheet is the largest store

of frozen freshwater; it would raise sea levels by 58.3 m (its “sea level

equivalent”, or SLE) on full melting. The Antarctic Ice Sheet covers

8.3% of the Earth’s land surface.

The Greenland Ice Sheet has a sea level equivalent ice volume of

7.36 m, and covers 1.2% of the global land surface.

Finally, glaciers and ice caps have a sea level equivalent ice volume

of 0.43 m, covering just 0.5% of the global land surface.

Verbatim extract: Source: http://www.antarcticglaciers.org

Given that over 90 percent of the rise in sea level will be attributed to the melting of

the Antarctic ice sheet, we will focus on that figure. The website calculates that this

would increase the sea level by nearly 60 metres or close to 200 feet.

How realistic is this?

According to the NOAA – the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration – the

average depth of the oceans of the world is 12,100 feet [www.oceanservice.noaa.gov].

This means that an increase of 200 feet in the average depth of the oceans would

require an increase of roughly 1/60th (12,100/200) in its existing volume. This

represents an increase of 6 times the existing volume of water in the entire

Mediterranean Sea! So where exactly is this staggering volume of water meant to come

from?

The ‘experts’ claim that over 90 percent of it will come from the Antarctic ice sheet.

Their calculation is broadly as follows. We will assume that the Antarctic ice sheet is

as large as the geographers claim it to be, based on their globe earth model. The current

figure is 5.4 million square miles (per Wikipedia). The same article in Wikipedia claims

that this is equivalent to 6.4 million cubic miles of ice. If this is the case, then the

average height of the ice sheet is an incredible 1.2 miles or thereabouts (6300ft). [The

Mediterranean Sea has a total volume of 0.9 m cubic miles of water. So the Antarctic

ice sheet, when fully melted, would release a total volume of water equivalent to 7 times

the Mediterranean Sea (6.4 / 0.9).]
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But is this physically possible?
Does any of this make sense? Let’s take a closer look.

First we must ask whether it is physically possible for a volume of compressed ice to

attain a height of 1.2 miles. We know from mountain ranges in Europe and Russia that

once a glacier attains a height of 150 ft or so, the pressure at its base becomes so great

that the ice melts. This is straightforward law of physics, where sustained pressure

always generates an increase in temperature. As more snow is added to the top of the

glacier, the pressure at its base will also increase, thereby raising the temperature at

the base and causing the melt rate to accelerate.

From this we can safely infer that, once a glacier reaches a certain height – somewhere

between 150ft and 250 ft – it cannot grow any bigger. This is a far cry from the height

of 1.2 miles (6300 ft) which the global warming doomsayers are claiming as the

average height of the Antarctic ice sheet. Even if their warming scenario is correct,

which it isn’t, they are still exaggerating the worst possible outcome by a factor of 30

or more.

We can see how a few carefully chosen ‘assumptions’ – or lies – can be used to lend

credibility to an absurd idea. Ice does not possess the same physical properties as rock.

Once a glacier reaches a certain size it starts to collapse under its own weight. The same

was true of Egyptian pyramids built from sun-dried brick.

Under an international treaty effective from 1961 it is illegal to approach the Antarctic

without UN approval. The land mass is completely out of bounds to non-military

personnel and anyone who tries to approach it ‘illegally’ will be intercepted and

imprisoned. Why is this? And why is the global warming hoax critically dependent on

a variable – the thickness of the Antarctic ice shelf – which cannot be independently

verified?
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The freezer will keep working
Let’s travel a little further into this land of science fiction.

We are asked to believe that an increase in average global temperature of just 2 degrees

Celsius would cause this great volume of ice to melt. But for this to happen the

Antarctic freezer would have to completely break down – and this will never happen.

Let’s look more closely at this audacious assumption. The average annual temperature

of India is 23.65 degrees Celsius, Mexico 21.00 degrees, Italy 13.45 degrees, Ireland

9.30 degrees, and Canada -5.35 degrees. In contrast, the average annual temperature

in the Antarctic varies from -10.00 degrees along the coast to -60.00 degrees in the

more elevated inland regions. For a very short spell in the summer, the coastal areas

may move into the positive range, about 5 to 10 degrees. This is atmospheric

temperature, not ground temperature.

The addition of 2 degrees to the atmospheric temperature in the Antarctic will make

very little difference to the melt rate. Almost all of the Antarctic ice sheet is well below

freezing for virtually the entire year and would not be affected by a small increase in

average annual temperature.

Snowman at -380 Snowman at -280 Snowman at -180 Snowman at -80

As you can see, we must continually scrutinize the claims made by the global warming

alarmists. The Elite are shameless liars and they routinely employ unscrupulous

scientists who, for the right price, will support their lies with manufactured data,

unscientific assumptions and fatuous, unrealistic models.

From our simple analysis we have seen that (a) there is not nearly enough ice in the

Antarctic to cause the devastation predicted by the alarmists, and (b) if there were, it

would remain frozen throughout the year, even if temperatures rose by 2-3 degrees

Celsius.
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The mythical hockey stick
This brings us to our next example, the factual data that supposedly proved the ‘hockey

stick’ graph. In his famous presentation, An Inconvenient Truth (2006), Al Gore

claimed that the average atmospheric temperature of the earth remained broadly

constant until the advent of the industrial revolution. Only then did it suddenly spike

upward. But long-established historical records show that this is nonsense.

Here is the famous graph:

The ‘hockey stick’ graph used by Al Gore to ‘prove’ manmade global warming.

The graph was produced by M Mann, R Bradley & M Hughes. It is similar in

shape to an ice hockey stick, with a straight shaft and an angled base:

This is an image of a real hockey stick.

This graph is missing two massive ‘bumps’, one upward and one downward, the first

in respect of the period of unusually warm weather from about 950 to 1200, known as

the Medieval Maximum, and the second in respect of a prolonged period of below

average temperatures from about 1570 to 1720, known as the Maunder Minimum. See

the graph below:
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The existence of these two periods had long been accepted before the phony hockey

stick graph arrived on the scene. Many different sources of data had confirmed their

historical basis, including tree rings, pollen counts, ice cores, lake bed sediments, and

numerous historical documents. Diaries from the period of the Maunder Minimum

prove beyond doubt that the temperature across Europe was substantially below the

long-run average.

These major variations or anomalies in temperature are extremely important since

they show that climatic change was occurring long before human industrial activity

could have had any effect. Climatologists who studied this phenomenon before the

theory of global warming came along had concluded that the variations were due to

cycles of solar activity which affected total solar output over a given period.

So where did the hockey stick graph come from?
So where did Mann, Bradley and Hughes get the revolutionary data which, according

to their controversial graph, eliminated both the Medieval Maximum and the Maunder

Minimum? This is a question which many respected climatologists were asking. In

fact one of them, Dr Tim Ball, a retired professor from the University of Winnipeg,

questioned the data with such determination that Michael Mann believed his

professional reputation was being impugned. The matter was put beyond doubt when

Ball accused Mann of fraud.

Mann sued Ball for defamation and, after an inexplicable delay of 8 years, the case

finally went to trial in 2019. On 23 August, the court in British Columbia dismissed

Mann’s claim with prejudice and awarded court costs to Ball. While the judgment

appears to have been oral and not written, the judge was saying in effect that Ball was

right when he claimed that Mann was a fraud. Mann could have defended himself by

presenting the original data to the court, but he failed to do so.
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The lower graph, by Dr Ball, shows both the Medieval Maximum

and the Maunder Minimum.

We are greatly encouraged that there are still men on this earth who have the courage

to face down the lying elite. Dr Tim Ball put his neck on the line to uphold the principle

of genuine science, where objectivity and openness are paramount. Mann had always

refused requests to make his data available for scrutiny. As far as Ball was concerned

this was further proof that Mann’s data was bogus. Despite the intimidation to which

he was subjected, and the real prospect that the court might not be truly impartial, he

went ahead with his accusation against Mann, and was fully vindicated.

The hockey stick graph was a hoax right from the start. It was built on a fraudulent use

of statistics and nothing else. And yet, had Dr Ball not stood his ground and defended

true science, a group of imposters would have hijacked Climatology and turned it into

a political weapon. In fact, the lie has been around for so long, and has been drummed

so successfully into the popular imagination, that it has probably achieved its purpose.

A court ruling in British Columbia, which was barely reported in the mainstream

media, will do little to rectify any of this fraudulent activity unless more scientists

stand up and denounce it.

Why this is not likely to happen
This is not likely to happen because the professional bodies which represent these

scientists have themselves sided with Mann. For example, the American Association

for the Advancement of Science (AAAS) – which claims to have 120,000 members –

lived up to its acronym when it bestowed on Mann its prestigious Public Engagement

with Science Award in 2018. They did this knowing that Mann had repeatedly refused

to disclose his data, despite being requested by the court to do so, and that such refusal

was tantamount to fraud. They were also aware of the statistical analysis of the hockey

stick graph by a talented Canadian mathematician, Steve McIntyre, which showed that

Mann and his team could only have arrived at their result by eliminating inconvenient

data – and that, dear reader, is the inconvenient truth.
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The IPCC, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, which represents the U.N.

in the climate change debate, has also sided with Mann. Despite the radical nature of

what he and his team were proposing, it accepted his absurd graph in 2005 without

checking his data or his methodology, and has continued to promote it as legitimate

science ever since.

This highly politicized lie is now being promoted aggressively in the mainstream

media. Public figures like Leonardo Di Caprio are being co-opted to sell the message

to the masses. Alarmist language is routinely employed to suggest that the world will

end in a few decades unless we exchange our cars for bicycles, adopt a vegan diet, live

in small boxes, and turn off all electrical appliances.

At a high-level meeting on ‘Climate and Sustainable Development’ in March of this

year, the U.N. General Assembly warned that there were only eleven years left to

prevent “irreversible damage” from climate change. This doomsday message was

widely circulated in the media, accompanied with lurid images of impending

destruction and urgent calls for immediate action. Right on cue, ‘Extinction Rebellion’

demonstrations were held in cities around the world, consisting mainly of

impressionable youngsters eager to undo the errors of their parents. Having swallowed

the lie, they were easy to manipulate.

The Power of Boo!
There is no discussion whatever of the science behind global warming, even among

those with more than enough scientific savvy to see the cracks. Again and again the

public is being told that the science is settled, that the data are irrefutable, and that the

consequences will be catastrophic if we don’t act now. The last part of the message is

always tied to the first, so the topic always generates a measure of anxiety. Humanly

we find it difficult to discuss an issue in an objective way if it is tinged with

apprehension. The slow release of fear causes our brains to shut down.
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The Elite have been using such scare tactics for decades. We were trained to hide under

the kitchen table in the early 1960s and seal our windows with tape in case of ‘nuclear

fallout’. The Elite used this, along with the ‘Cuban missile crisis,’ to instil fear in the

masses and maintain the ‘Cold War.’ But there are, and never have been, any explosive

nuclear devices anywhere to threaten anyone. It was all a hoax to allow the Illuminati

enough time to prepare for Word War III. The formula E=mc2 is complete nonsense.

(See our earlier paper, #76, for a more detailed discussion of this question.)

More recently we have been asked to quake in our boots at the prospect of a deadly

swine flu pandemic which will kill half of us in 15 minutes. The role of the World Health

Organization in this appalling charade should have given rise to criminal prosecutions.

And don’t forget the asteroids! Ah, yes, the asteroids. They are big, mean and scary,

zooming back and forth in the dark depths of ‘space’, just waiting for our ‘planet’ to

wander into their path. The whole world could be blasted into oblivion if we don’t take

action now!

Such nonsense! (See our papers #94, #95 and #96, among others, for a discussion of

‘outer space’ and related lies.)

The Illuminati must be laughing at how easy it is to say Boo! and cause tens of millions

of gullible people to run and hide. The effect is amplified by social media, enabling the

Boo! to sound louder and travel faster. And, as we all know, nothing packs a wallop

like a loud, fast moving Boo!

The strategy now verges on the ridiculous, where an emotionally disturbed child can

‘address’ the General Assembly of the U.N. and say Boo! to the entire world.

“And I will give children to be their princes,

and babes shall rule over them.”

- Isaiah 3:4
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Trust us, we’re scientists
The last attempt to frighten the world with the threat of catastrophic climate change –

with consequential worldwide famine – was during the 1970s, when the focus was on

atmospheric cooling, not warming. According to the ‘experts’ at that time,

imperceptible changes in climatic conditions were a sign that a major shift was

occurring and that, before long, the entire earth would be gripped by a new ice age. In

a feature article on 28 April, 1975, the influential magazine Newsweek put it like this:

“To the layman, the relatively small changes in temperature and sunshine

can be highly misleading…the present decline has taken the planet about a

sixth of the way toward the Ice Age average. Others regard the cooling as a

reversion to the “little ice age” conditions that brought bitter winters to much

of Europe and north America between 1600 and 1900 – years when the

Thames used to freeze so solidly that Londoners roasted oxen on the ice and

when iceboats sailed the Hudson River almost as far south as New York City.”

We are plied with the usual hokum – Trust us, we’re scientists. Seemingly the layman

can’t really understand this deep technical stuff. But in their article they admitted that

the Maunder Minimum or “little ice age” was a proven fact! This is precisely what the

warming alarmists today are trying to deny. As you can see, facts are acknowledged or

rejected, cited or ignored, erased or manufactured, as and when required, all for purely

political purposes: ‘Tell us what you want Mr Rockefeller and, rest assured, we’ll find

it.”

The New York Times, 21 March 2017, highlighting demands

to reduce CO2 produced by power plants.
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At that time global cooling was seen as such a serious threat by the ‘experts’ that

consideration was given to radical solutions which increased the average atmospheric

temperature. These included covering the Arctic ice cap with black soot and diverting

the Ob, Yenisei and Lena, huge rivers in Russia which empty into the Arctic Ocean.

Both of these insane options were mentioned in the Newsweek article. Compare these

‘solutions’ with the ones being proposed today by such eminent ‘experts’ as Bill Gates

who wants to seed the upper atmosphere with fine dust – a “chemical cloud” – and

thereby reduce the amount of sunlight reaching the earth.

The SCoPEx sun-blocking project, organized by a team

of Harvard professors and funded by Bill Gates, the

Alfred P Sloan Foundation, the Hewlett Foundation etc.

The liars and deceivers of the 1970s have much in common with the liars and deceivers

of today. They are immensely wealthy, they come from the same families, they pursue

the same agenda, and they are prepared to cause misery and mayhem on a grand scale

to bring about their ‘New World Order.’

Control of the world’s food supply
There are many ways to control collective human behavior, but the most successful

has always been the threat of famine. The threat of death by violence is less horrifying

than the threat of starvation. Not only is a person subjected to a slow, excruciating

death, but he or she is obliged to watch helplessly as their loved ones endure the same

terrible fate. Anyone who has read accounts of the Holodomor, the famine in the

Ukraine in 1932-33, will know what we are talking about.
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- the Ukraine
As part of his program to contain the upsurge in Ukrainian nationalism, Stalin ordered

his henchmen to go from village to village and commandeer all available food supplies.

They confiscated the grain harvest, the seeds needed to plant the following year’s crop,

and all stocks of flour, tinned food, potatoes, beets and so forth. They left nothing.

Huge parts of rural Ukraine were subjected to this atrocity, causing the deaths by

starvation of at least 4 million men, women and children.

This crime was so abhorrent that even Stalin’s enemies could not believe he was

capable of carrying it out. It went far beyond the common understanding of what

wicked men can do – and continue to do. Not until the 1990s or thereabouts, when the

mass of documentation and first-hand accounts of all that had transpired in that

troubled nation became generally available, did historians finally concede that it had

actually happened – a manmade famine intended to kill millions of innocent people,

all hidden behind a blanket of disinformation, propaganda and lies. The world was led

to believe that the loss of life was very much lower than it was and that bad weather

had destroyed the harvest. Journalists in the west, who were working for Moscow, filed

reports which glossed over the tragedy and even suggested that anti-Russian sources

had concocted these ‘malicious stories’ to discredit Stalin and his regime.

- Cambodia
Pol Pot did something similar in Cambodia. When his communist thugs took control

of Phnom Penh they forced the population to evacuate en masse to a remote jungle

settlement. The hapless throngs were told that all food and other necessities would be

provided at this utopian compound. Meanwhile their homes were ransacked and

anything of value confiscated by the regime. Over the course of a year or so huge

numbers of people died of starvation, and anyone who tried to forage for food in the

jungle was shot. This was deemed a betrayal of the Communist ideal since it implied

that those who did so had lost confidence in the regime.
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It is estimated that at least 1½ million died under Pol Pot in the period 1975-1979,

mostly from starvation and diseases caused by malnutrition. This figure represented

about 20% of the total population of Cambodia.

Global warming and food production
There is a direct connection between the hoax known as global warming and the

security of the world’s food supply. In our earlier paper, The War on Meat: A Sign of

the End Time (#202), we showed how warming alarmists are blaming cattle for the

production of excessive quantities of methane, a so-called greenhouse gas. They want

a drastic cut in herd size, a radical reduction in the consumption of red meat, and the

introduction of synthetic meat products on supermarket shelves. As we explained in

that paper, the Elite aim by this means to obtain greater control over human nutrition

and thereby limit the vitality and cognitive capacity of entire nations. It is well known

that a population deprived of red meat is much more indolent and submissive than

one which has an adequate supply.

The popularization of GMO grains – notably maize, wheat, soybean and rice – is

intended to make farmers reliant on big corporations for the seed they need to plant

the following year’s crop. As a choke-hold on the world’s food supply, this is hard to

beat. We will likely be told, as we were in the 1970s, that “new varieties” of grain will

be needed to cope with climate change. And what better way to produce these new

varieties than by genetic modification?

The threat of climate change, especially in the guise of “global warming”, is an ideal

way to control human behavior. The degree of control is greatly magnified if the public

can be made to believe that their own behavior is causing the climate to change. The

‘experts’ can then decree the kinds of behavior modification that will be needed to allay

this threat.
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The Club of Rome declares that man is the enemy of humanity.

The Club of Rome
The psychology behind this was identified by the Club of Rome in the 1970s. The Club

was a think-tank established by the Elite in 1968 to supplement the work of the

Bilderberg Group. Its task was to formulate environmental problems which would

transcend national boundaries and thus require co-operative transnational solutions.

For example, it was the first to propound the idea of ‘peak oil’ and similar resource

bottlenecks which would create serious problems for mankind within a couple of

decades. They took these imaginary scenarios and wove them into an impending global

crisis which only an international government could resolve. More potential problems

were added to the list, such as regional water shortages, crop failure, pollution,

drought, disease, pandemics, and climate change. They didn’t undertake any original

research to substantiate their findings, but relied primarily on data cherry-picked from

a variety of sources to produce their lurid picture of doom. They also employed skilled

journalists and writers to pen speculative pieces that would reinforce this gloomy

prospect in the public mind.
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In one of its reports, The First Global Revolution (1991), the Club of Rome revealed

that it was seeking a “common enemy” which would bring everyone together, thereby

producing the voluntary pooling of national sovereignty that must precede the

formation of a world government. Its report – as it now exists on the Internet – has a

number of ‘missing pages’, but the following paragraph has survived:

“In searching for a common enemy against whom we can unite, we came up

with the idea that pollution, the threat of global warming, water shortages,

famine and the like, would fit the bill. In their totality and their interactions

these phenomena do constitute a common threat which must be confronted

by everyone together. But in designating these dangers as the enemy, we fall

into the trap, which we have already warned readers about, namely mistaking

symptoms for causes. All these dangers are caused by human intervention in

natural processes, and it is only through changed attitudes and behaviour that

they can be overcome. The real enemy then is humanity itself.” [p.75]

[Brandon Smith cited this quotation recently in one of his excellent articles

about the New World Order and the emerging crisis in world affairs.]

They brazenly admit that they intended to assign a common cause to these exaggerated

mega-problems, namely mankind itself. This, they believed, would lend a greater

urgency to what they were proposing since nation states could no longer be trusted to

behave responsibly. They would have to be constrained in some way before it was too

late.

Sustainable enslavement
This is the origin of the many restrictive devices that the U.N. is now using to constrain

national sovereignty, such as “sustainable development,” “zero growth,” “renewable

resources,” “eco-friendly standards,” “carbon neutral business models,” “zero

emissions,” “reduction targets,” and “the equitable [re]distribution of wealth.” They

have even designed ways to make the individual police his own activity and reduce his

so-called “carbon footprint.” This fits well with the overall theme in the Club’s report:

“The real enemy then is humanity itself.”

Satan wants man to see himself as a plague upon the earth. He will use the self-loathing

that this produces to draw humanity further under his spell. Ideally he wants everyone

to have the same dark mentality that drove Margaret Sanger to write: "The most

merciful thing that the large family does to one of its infant members is to kill it." –

Woman and the New Race, Chapter 5, "The Wickedness of Creating Large Families"

(1920).

Many lies have been woven together to promote this internationally-shared, self-

destructive mindset, but the biggest of them all is the hoax known as manmade global

warming.
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The Finnish Study
Many sane scientific voices have condemned the quack science of global warming, but

few get heard by the public. Fortunately, from time to time one or two papers, based

on an objective analysis of climatological data and atmospheric mechanics, make their

way into the mainstream. Recently, two physicists at the University of Turku in

Finland published a paper which completely demolished the claims made by the IPCC.

The paper, No Experimental Evidence for Significant Anthropogenic [Manmade]

Climate Change by J Kauppinen and P Malmi, showed that the model being used by

the U.N. to compute the rate of global warming is seriously defective since it takes no

account of the role played by cloud cover. Here is how they summed up their argument:

“ABSTRACT. In this paper we will prove that General Circulation

Models used in IPCC report AR5 [Fifth Assessment Report] fail to

calculate the influences of low cloud cover changes on the global

temperature. That is why those models give a very small natural

temperature change leaving a very large change for the contribution of

the green house gases in the observed temperature. This is the reason

why IPCC has to use a very large sensitivity to compensate [for] a too

small natural component. Further they have to leave out the strong

negative feedback due to the clouds in order to magnify the sensitivity.

In addition, this paper proves that the changes in the low cloud cover

fraction practically control the global temperature.” [29 June 2019]

If a friendly civil servant were asked to translate this Abstract into plain language he

would probably put it like this: “The IPCC are lying through their teeth. They are

rigging the figures and they know it. How on earth can you leave cloud cover out of the

calculations? It is absolutely insane. They know that if cloud cover is included they

won’t be able to show ANY meaningful effect from their so-called greenhouse gases.

Everyone knows that cloud cover is by far the biggest influence on global temperature.”

But, of course, being polite scientists from Finland, they found a more diplomatic way

of putting it.
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We present below some extracts from their paper which, combined with their use of

experimental data which has never been disputed, reveal their line of reasoning:

“We do not consider computational results as experimental evidence.

Especially the results obtained by climate models are questionable

because the results are conflicting with each other…In the report AR5 it is

even recognized that the low clouds give the largest uncertainty in

computation. In spite of this IPCC still assumes that the difference between

the blue and red envelopes in Figure 1 is the contribution of greenhouse

gases…It turns out that the changes in the relative humidity and in the low cloud

cover depend on each other . So, instead of low cloud cover we can use the changes

of the relative humidity in order to derive the natural temperature anomaly.

According to the observations 1 % increase of the relative humidity decreases the

temperature by 0.15°C… The IPCC climate sensitivity is about one order of

magnitude too high, because a strong negative feedback of the clouds is missing in

climate models. If we pay attention to the fact that only a small part of the increased

CO2 concentration is anthropogenic, we have to recognize that the anthropogenic

climate change does not exist in practice. The major part of the extra CO2 is emitted

from oceans according to Henry‘s law. The low clouds practically control the global

average temperature. During the last hundred years the temperature is increased

about 0.1°C because of CO2. The human contribution was about 0.01°C.”

Again we will call on our friendly civil servant to explain this in layman’s terms:

“Computational results, using computer models, should not be treated as

experimental evidence. The IPCC even acknowledged the importance of low cloud

cover, but then simply ignored it in their calculations. Using humidity as a measure of

cloud cover we can easily calculate the long-run correlation between average global

temperature and cloud cover. As it turns out they match extremely well. The IPCC has

vastly exaggerated the role of CO2, but even when CO2 is taken into account in a

scientifically valid way, it only has a miniscule impact on temperature. Furthermore,

since most of the CO2 comes from the oceans, its impact cannot be attributed to man.”
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The IPCC wasn’t always so devious. As recently as its third report in 2001 it conceded

that, since the earth’s climate is a non-linear chaotic system, the long-term prediction

of future climate states is not possible. The only alternative, in their opinion, was to

use a large number of models and try to establish whether their predictions converged

with sufficient consistency to enable future climatic trends to be identified:

"The climate system is a coupled non-linear chaotic system, and

therefore the long-term prediction of future climate states is not

possible. Rather the focus must be upon the prediction of the

probability distribution of the system’s future possible states by

the generation of ensembles of model solutions. Addressing

adequately the statistical nature of climate is computationally

intensive and requires the application of new methods of model

diagnosis, but such statistical information is essential." – Chapter

14, p.771

Of course, this is wishful thinking. By definition, non-linear chaotic systems defeat all

attempts to model them. The IPCC scientists can try if they wish, but they have no right

to claim that their results are anything other than guesswork. And being guesswork –

shaped arbitrarily by pseudo-scientific assumptions – they are certain to produce the

doomsday scenario that the Elite are looking for.

Some of the staggering number of variables and parameters

that must be successfully represented in a valid scientific

model of the earth’s climate.
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The views of a Japanese oceanographer and climatologist
A noted Japanese climatologist and oceanographer, Dr Mototaka Nakamura, recently

published a vehement denunciation of this juvenile, model-twisting nonsense:

“These models completely lack some critically important climate

processes and feedbacks, and represent some other critically important

climate processes and feedbacks in grossly distorted manners to the

extent that makes these models totally useless for any meaningful climate

prediction.”

He learned about these limitations himself by using model simulations for predictive

purposes. Having found that it was simply impossible to predict future climatic

conditions using computerized models, he discontinued that line of enquiry. However,

he is greatly concerned – and rightly so – at their blatant misuse by the IPCC. By

voicing his concerns, he hopes to galvanize other scientists:

“I am confident that some honest and courageous, true climate scientists

will continue to publicly point out the fraudulent claims made by the

mainstream climate science community in English. I regret to say this but

I am also confident that docile and/or incompetent Japanese climate

researchers will remain silent until the ’mainstream climate science

community’ changes its tone, if ever.”

He is saying that, even if a reliable model were technically feasible (which it isn’t), it

would still make false predictions in the absence of certain vital and unknowable

information, including:

- The unknowability of future solar output;

- Ignorance of large-scale and small-scale ocean dynamics;

- Lack of a realistic representation of the factors affecting cloud formation;

- The complexity of atmospheric water vapor effects;

- An absence of mechanisms to handle ice-albedo (reflectivity) feedbacks.
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Climate change science to date is both primitive and childish
He regards the work to date by climate change scientists as both primitive and childish,

marred by a dangerous failure to appreciate just how complex the world climate

system really is, in particular the role played by non-linear processes, atmospheric

feedback mechanisms, and geophysical fluid dynamics:

“The real or realistically-simulated climate system is far more complex

than an absurdly simple system simulated by the toys that have been

used for climate predictions to date, and will be insurmountably difficult

for those naïve climate researchers who have zero or very limited

understanding of geophysical fluid dynamics.”

Why the hoax is likely to hold
With so much evidence confirming that climate warming is a hoax, one might be

forgiven for thinking that the movement will lose momentum and that its cult

following will soon disperse. But this will not happen. There are several reasons for

this:

1. The hold that ‘science’ has on the mind of the average person is still

incredibly strong. So long as climate speculation is perceived as a ‘science’,

the public will tend to believe the ‘experts’.

2. Critics will be portrayed in the media as troublemakers, “climate deniers”,

cranks and crackpots. They will be seen as part of the looney fringe who take

pleasure in holding a contrarian position, regardless of the ‘hard facts’

stacked against them.

3. The media will continue to warn of climate change and the awful threat that

it poses to humanity. Contradictory views will be aired only long enough to

discredit those who hold them. Disturbing images and alarmist graphs will

reinforce in the public mind the notion that something ominous is happening

all around us.

4. Tragedies and disasters which have nothing to do with climate change will

be blamed on global warming, including floods, drought, crop failure, forest

fires, and hurricanes, even snow storms and tsunamis.

5. Novel tragedies will be manufactured, such as disappearing islands. [We

discuss this in more detail below.]

6. The fear associated with global warming will intensify on foot of 1-5 above.

Young people are already deeply concerned about their future. The social

media will harness this fear – the steady drip of irrational anxiety – to foment

social unrest and demand political action.
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7. The Elite are heavily committed to this hoax. They will clamp down on free

speech and prosecute sceptics if they detect that their scam is losing

momentum. (They can monitor the success of their propaganda with great

accuracy through the Internet.)

8. Scientists will be slow to speak out for fear of intimidation by their peers. The

few who do will be ignored. They are also likely to be punished by the non-

renewal of their contracts, loss of research grants, rejection of papers

submitted for publication, exclusion from symposia, etc.

9. The hoax is staggeringly lucrative. Even if it contributed nothing to the

creation of a New World Order, it would be worth pursuing for purely

financial reasons. The estimated annual ‘carbon tax’ revenue in the U.S.

alone will be of the order of $110 billion: “Even under the lowest estimate

from any model at this price trajectory, carbon taxes will generate significant

revenue, roughly $1.1 trillion [over 10 years].” – Policy Insights from the

EMF 32 Study on U.S. Carbon Tax Scenarios by A. R. Barron et al., 2018.

Unusual geophysical phenomena
The media and the political pundits like to point from time to time to events which

they allege are definite proof of global warming. Here are five of the most popular:

1. Islands are disappearing as the sea level rises.

This is obviously nonsensical. If the sea level were to rise anywhere, it would rise

everywhere since water always keeps its own level.

In our paper, Weasel Words and the Art of Lying to Mankind (#163), we explained

how islands in SE Asia are being made to disappear. [Much of the following is taken

from that paper.]

- Singapore Expansion -

Pink areas illustrate the land created up to 2013.

Red areas illustrate planned future expansion.
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Many small islands around Indonesia have disappeared over the past decade. None

were of sufficient size to attract media attention, but larger islands will likely disappear

in the years ahead. Such an event would convince many that the polar icecaps are

melting and that the sea level is rising. Even if this phenomenon was confined to south-

east Asia, it would provide what many would consider incontrovertible proof of global

warming.

But why are the islands disappearing, and why will more disappear in the future? The

reason is sand. After oil, sand is the largest traded commodity in the world. All readily

accessible sand, suitable for construction purposes, has been used up. This has forced

the building industry to find alternative sources.

Desert sand is unsuitable since its particles are too small to bond chemically with

cement in a stable, multi-directional way. Alluvial (river) and marine sand, consisting

of larger particles with more varied contours, provide far superior tensile strength.

Desert sand also contains a lot of contaminants, notably salts, which would have to be

washed out – at great cost – before the sand could be used.

China and other Asian countries are undertaking numerous construction projects

which consume massive volumes of sand. Much of this is being secretly extracted from

the ocean floor off Indonesia and Vietnam by huge dredgers and shipped in super-size

tankers to their destination. The displacement which this causes in the ocean floor is

off-set by the leeching of sand from nearby islands. So, even if the dredging takes

places many miles from an island, the submarine movement of sand, which takes place

over a very wide area, will eat into its foundations.

Singapore is set to become one of the most important cities in the New World Order,

serving as a major financial hub for the entire Asian arena and co-ordinating trade and

partnership in the Chinese sphere of influence. However, it is an island and can only

expand by extending its land mass. It has been doing this for decades by importing

prodigious quantities of sand. As a result, according to one source, its total area has

been increased by almost 20 percent.

Dredger transferring sand to a super-tanker.
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Global warming will take the blame for the damage caused by extensive sand removal

from the ocean floor. We know this is the case since it is already happening. When a

dredging operation in Vietnam in 2015 caused serious coastal erosion, the government

authorities blamed "climate change" (Thanh Nien News, 9 December 2015). Hundreds

of thousands of tons of sand were removed at a cost of less than $1 a ton.

2. Stampeding regional wildfires

The masterminds behind the New World Order will focus the blame for environmental

damage on climate change. They will also use it as smokescreen to engage in covert

sabotage. The many forest fires that have devastated parts of Spain, Portugal, Greece

and California over the past few years, as well as several other places, can be blamed

on ‘global warming’, even if the precise contribution made by the alleged warming is

never explained. There is strong evidence that these fires are set deliberately, perhaps

by subterranean electrical circuits, and that nano-grade accelerants are being used to

increase their ferocity. Super-strong winds – up to 90 m.p.h. – are generated as though

from nowhere to spread the fires into locations that would normally be unaffected.

These ‘winds from nowhere’ are caused by powerful air-current technology which

produces massive turbulence in the sky immediately above the fire. We discuss the

science behind this in more detail in our paper, The Non-Existent Morality of the

New World Order (#176).

The fires in Kincaid County which raged for days were driven by hurricane-force winds

when there was no actual hurricane. The people of America ought to ask how this is

possible.

Kincade County, California, October 2019

3. The Arctic ice cap

We are continually being told in the media that the Arctic ice cap is melting and that

the rate is accelerating. But there is no independent proof that this is actually

happening. The forensic collection of data relating to ice cover began only about forty

years ago. This is far too short a period to enable natural seasonal variations to be

clearly distinguished from a systemic trend.
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4. The collapse of insect populations

Insect populations would appear to be collapsing but this cannot possibly be caused

by global warming. If warming involves (or produces) an increase in the level of

atmospheric carbon dioxide, then the total mass of vegetation should also increase.

This can only be of benefit to insects.

In reality it is likely that ‘global warming’ is being used to distract attention from the

most probable cause of the fall in insect populations, namely the introduction

worldwide of electromagnetic telephony in the 3G and 4G spectrums. See our paper,

Electromagnetic Radiation, Mass Insanity, and the New World Order (#178).

The introduction of 5G, which is even more potent, will make the situation worse.

5. The alleged increase in average temperature this century

This claim is highly problematic. Firstly, it assumes that, if there has been a

temperature increase, it is anthropogenic or manmade, but this has not been proven.

Secondly, it is based on data compiled by the same partisan cabal who support the

theory of anthropogenic global warming. And thirdly, it presupposes that an increase,

if it has occurred, is harmful to the earth, but this has not been proven either.

According to the NOAA 2018 Global Climate Summary, the combined land and ocean

temperature has increased at an average rate of 0.07°C (0.13°F) per decade since 1880;

furthermore, the average rate of increase since 1981 (0.17°C/0.31°F) is more than twice

as great.
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__________________________________________________________________

Remorseless propaganda from The Economist

__________________________________________________________________
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But are these figures reliable? In 2009 someone hacked into the server at the Climatic

Research Unit at the University of East Anglia, copying thousands of emails and files.

Perhaps the hacker suspected that something was amiss. The documents revealed that

a group of climate scientists around the world were conspiring together to produce

data which would support the theory of global warming. The scandal was widely

reported in the media, but concerted efforts were made by several scientific

committees to refute the allegations. They examined the documents and claimed to

have found no evidence of fraud or scientific misconduct.

Regardless of the conclusions reached by these committees, it was clear from the East

Anglia hack that a relatively small number of scientists now decide which climate data

is relevant, how it should be collected and interpreted, and who should have access to

it. The open ‘debate’ that would normally accompany the analysis and interpretation

of highly contentious data is not taking place. Instead just a handful of people, all

strongly committed to the theory of global warming, are making all the key decisions.

There is also strong evidence that scientific papers are being suppressed which express

dissenting views or call into question the credibility of certain data.

The Controlled Opposition
The controlled opposition is also hard at work, purporting to take the side of the

sceptics but in reality giving ground to the opposition. The main controlled opposition

group in the UK is the Global Warming Policy Foundation, chaired by former

Chancellor of the Exchequer, Lord Lawson. Virtually every member of the Board of

Trustees has a knighthood or a title of nobility: Lord Fellowes, Lord Donoughue, Sir

Martin Jacomb, Baroness Nicholson, Sir James Spooner, and Lord Turnbull. The

remaining trustee, Peter Forster, is a former Anglican Bishop of Chester and a member

of the House of Lords. A group less likely to oppose the establishment position would

be difficult to find!

Its committee members even include Viscount Ridley, who has written several books

supporting the theory of evolution and who believes, not only that global warming is

occurring, but that it is manmade: “That the climate has changed because of manmade

carbon dioxide I fully accept.” (2013)

Lord Fellowes with his sister-in-law, Princess Diana.
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Remember, these are the global warming sceptics, the ‘honest brokers’ who profess to

protect the public from lying propaganda, pseudoscience, and alarmist chicanery.

It shows how much contempt the Elite have for the ‘herd of humanity’ that they can do

something so transparently cynical. It’s as though they enjoy mocking the gullibility of

the public.

CONCLUSION
Global warming is a hoax, a grand deception designed to impose legally binding rules

on sovereign states, dictate industrial policy, restrict output, transfer political

influence and decision-making to poorer nations (which are subject to absolute control

by the Elite), transfer property and property rights into government hands, and

manage the movement of populations. Weasel words like “sustainability” and

“renewable” can be used to legitimize any scheme or policy that common sense would

otherwise reject. They can even be used to criminalize traditional activities and abolish

a long-established way of life.

When Mark Carney, the current governor of the Bank of England, claimed that their

goal is to achieve “the de-carbonization of the economy,” he was actually calling for de-

industrialization followed by depopulation. Control of the food supply will be central

to this program.

Why manmade ‘global warming’ is a hoax
We summarize below some of the many reasons why global warming is a hoax:

1. The Bible tells us that it will not happen (See below). This reason alone

ought to suffice for all who trust in the sufficiency of God’s Word.

2. The most potent ‘greenhouse’ gas of all is atmospheric water vapour, over

which mankind has no control. The theoretical impact of other gases, like

carbon dioxide and methane, is trivial in comparison.

3. Major variations in long-term climatic conditions have occurred down the

centuries, at a time when manmade activities and outputs could not

possibly have been implicated.

4. Active volcanoes, as well as submarine volcanic vents, continuously emit

enormous quantities of ‘greenhouse’ gases far in excess of those produced

by man. The ‘Ring of Fire’ around the Pacific Ocean will always influence

the composition of the atmosphere to a far greater extent than any

industrial activity.
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5. The albedo or heat-absorbing capacity of the oceans due to their surface

color and biochemical composition has a significant influence on the way

they function as a thermal sink. So too has the behavior of deep-ocean

currents which transfer heat to and from the surface. Neither of these

factors feature in any climate-change model since they are far too

complicated to measure and compute.

6. The ‘villain’ of the global warming hoax is carbon dioxide, a gas which is

vital for animal and plant life. The notion that an intimate constituent in

the cycle of life – both as an input and as an output – should also be a threat

to life, is simply absurd.

7. The increase of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, along with any

consequential atmospheric warming, would actually stimulate plant

growth and extend the growing season. Some parts of the world would be

able to harvest two crops in the year.

8. A predictive model that incorporated all of the variables and dynamic

elements that influence world weather patterns in the long term should

also be able to predict them in the short term. However, the predictive

power of today’s meteorological models enables them to ‘see’ no further

than ten days into the future.

9. The Antarctic ice shelf will always remain frozen, even if some degree of

global warming is taking place. The average temperature across the entire

continental shelf is far below the level where melting could occur.
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10. All data pertaining to the estimation of temperature trends over the past

four decades are tightly controlled by a small group of scientists. These

scientists are also wholly committed to the global warming thesis. The

openness needed to ensure that all such data is interpreted objectively is

nowhere evident.

11. The media are complicit in the global warming hoax. It is their task to

ensure that the public is continuously bombarded with the ‘message’

approved by the Elite. A theory which needs this level of reinforcement is

almost certainly bogus.

12. As many scientists have pointed out, the world climate system is both non-

linear and chaotic. This means that tiny variations in input can have a

disproportionate or far-reaching (non-linear) affect on output and that the

system will not always respond to these inputs in exactly the same way

every time (chaotic). It is therefore impossible to build a model which

perfectly captures the dynamics and behavior of the world climate system.

13. Total solar output must be fully incorporated into any model of world

climate. However, the future values of this crucial variable are unknowable!

An estimate of future solar output would be nothing more than a guess,

invalidating any climate predictions based on the model.

14. All scientists are human and humans can be bought. This includes the ones

who excel in their respective disciplines. The Elite have always been able to

manoeuvre their candidates into positions of authority and influence.

Global warming is highly political and the ultra-wealthy will pay whatever

it takes to control public opinion on this issue.

15. International organizations like the UN, WHO, and UNESCO have long

shown that they are little more than clearing houses for competing interest

groups, in particular those with deep pockets and the most political

influence.

The unusual weather patterns that we have seen in recent years can be produced, at

least in part, by the weather weapons developed by the military. They are also

influenced via the ongoing contamination of the atmosphere by the aerosols employed

in geo-engineering (known as chemtrails). All of this activity is secret and illegal. The

mass burning of forestation will also affect climate patterns. The high-level cabal

overseeing this illicit activity are trying to convince the public that manmade global

warming is a proven scientific fact.
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The Word of God
The Word of God tells us that global warming, with the catastrophic consequences that

‘science’ is predicting, will never happen.

After the Flood, the LORD made a covenant with both man and the animal kingdom.

He promised never to send another devastating flood upon the earth. What is more he

sealed His promise with a special sign or token, the great arc of the rainbow. This sign

would have had no meaning unless it was completely new, an atmospheric

phenomenon that had never previously been observed:

“And I will establish my covenant with you; neither shall

all flesh be cut off any more by the waters of a flood; neither

shall there any more be a flood to destroy the earth.

And God said, This is the token of the covenant which I

make between me and you and every living creature that is

with you, for perpetual generations: I do set my rainbow in

the cloud, and it shall be for a token of a covenant between

me and the earth.

And it shall come to pass, when I bring a cloud over the

earth, that the rainbow shall be seen in the cloud: And I will

remember my covenant, which is between me and you and

every living creature of all flesh; and the waters shall no

more become a flood to destroy all flesh.

And the rainbow shall be in the cloud; and I will look upon

it, that I may remember the everlasting covenant between

God and every living creature of all flesh that is upon the

earth.

And God said unto Noah, This is the token of the covenant,

which I have established between me and all flesh that is

upon the earth.” (Genesis 9:11-17)

Please reflect on this. The LORD of Creation put something entirely new in the sky as

a token of His mercy, something that all living creatures could see and appreciate. It

would be a comfort and a consolation thereafter to man to know that nothing akin to

this fearful judgment, this deadly inundation, would ever again sweep over the earth.

The Enemy has put a lie in the sky, where the LORD had placed a rainbow. For the

LORD, the rainbow is a token of His mercy, but Satan wants to turn it into a synonym

for sodomy and sexual perversion, a symbol of the LGBTQ+ agenda. This is the age we

are now living in.
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According to the worse-case scenario projected by the warming alarmists, the natural

cycle of the seasons will be overturned by climate change. While they do not seem to

be sure what shape this unseasonal upheaval will take, they are adamant that it will

mark a radical departure from what we have known to date. But this is not what the

Word of God says. As an appendix to His promise to preserve mankind from a further

widescale inundation, the LORD reassuringly added that “While the earth

remaineth, seedtime and harvest, and cold and heat, and summer and winter,

and day and night shall not cease.” (Genesis 8:22)

The Illuminati are loath to accept that God has placed tight constraints on what Satan

can do. Their ‘god’ is not the all-powerful being that they would like to believe. Despite

his great powers, he is a created being and nothing more. So, when our Creator decrees

that the cycles of seedtime and harvest, cold and heat, summer and winter, and day

and night, will continue indefinitely, that is EXACTLY what they will do.

In His mercy, perhaps in deference to the timidity of man, not to mention our

shameless lack of faith, the LORD referred once again to His covenant in the book of

Jeremiah:

“Fear ye not me? saith the LORD: will ye not tremble at my presence,

which have placed the sand for the bound of the sea by a perpetual

decree, that it cannot pass it: and though the waves thereof toss

themselves, yet can they not prevail; though they roar, yet can they

not pass over it?” - Jeremiah 5:22

Does not the LORD speak here of a “perpetual decree”? The sea cannot overstep the

boundary established by God. He says also that He has placed the sand on the shore

as a boundary for all to see, a line over which, by His sovereign decree, the sea will

never pass.

So who is right, the wonderful God who created the world we all live in, or the wicked

cabal who want it exclusively for themselves?

_________________________

Jeremy James

Ireland

November 1, 2019
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- SPECIAL REQUEST -

Regular readers are encouraged to download the papers on this

website for safekeeping and future reference. They may not

always be available. We are rapidly moving into an era where

material of this kind may be obtained only via email. Readers

who wish to be included on a future mailing list are welcome to

contact me at jeremypauljames@gmail.com. A name is not

required, just an email address.
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