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- by Makia Freeman, guest writer at
HumansAreFree, 5 Oct 2018, LINK
You would think manmade CO2 output levels must 
be sky-high, given all the relentless guilt-tripping 
propaganda we are fed about how humanity is the 
cause of global warming. The agenda to push AGW 
(Anthropogenic Global Warming) or manmade glo ‐
bal warming started around the 1980s and has been 
gaining momentum for decades, 
fooling many peo ple along the way.

Yet, despite all the publicity it 
has gotten, it has still failed to make 
clear a very fundamental point: 
exactly how much and what percen ‐
tage of carbon or specifically CO2 
(carbon dioxide) does humanity 
contribute to the atmosphere?

If man is really driving global 
warming (now conveniently called 
“climate change”), surely this level 
must be pretty high or at least sig‐
nificant, right? The answer may 
shock you … and give new meaning 
to the term global warming hoax.

Manmade CO2 Output 
Levels … Straight out of the 
IPCC’s Mouth
One of the difficult things about 
ascertaining the truth in the climate 
change debate is that there are so 
many different sets of measurements. 
Which one do you trust? How can you tell the truth 
when one side uses one set of data to prove its point, 
and the other side uses another set of data to prove 
its (diametrically opposed) point?

To bypass this dilemma, we are going to get the 
figures straight of the horse’s mouth so to speak by 
using data from the IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change). The IPCC is not a scientific 
body as you may imagine but rather a political one 
with a very clear bias towards promoting AGW and 
climate change alarmism.

It’s their job to push the AGW agenda onto the 
public, even though they disguise that with claims 
that they “provide rigorous and balanced scientific 
information.”

Here’s what Wim Rost had to say in his article
IPCC ≠ SCIENCE ↔ IPCC = GOVERNMENT:

“IPCC is government and not science. And the wor  ‐
kers of the IPCC prepare the work in accordance with 
the rules and procedures established by the IPCC.

“In order to be scientific the scientific method has 
to be adhered. The use of many scientists to fill im ‐
portant parts of IPCC reports does not mean that 
everything is science. A report is just a report. In 
this case, a report from the IPCC. And the IPCC is 
(inter-) government.

“Scientists involved can produce their own 

scientific papers about their own specialised part of 
science, but a small group of writers writes the 
summaries and the conclusions – for the IPCC. And 
IPCC is government. …

“The IPCC’s stated mission is not to discover 
what accounts for climate change, but to assess “the 
risk of human-induced climate change.”

“Consequently, there is almost no discussion in 

its lengthy reports of other theories of climate chan ‐
ge. Policymakers and journalists took this to mean 
the AGW theory was the only credible theory of cli ‐
mate change, and the IPCC’s sponsors and spokes ‐
persons had no incentive to correct the mistake.”

CO2 in the Atmosphere
Here are the simple facts. Earth’s atmosphere con‐
sists of the following gases at the following levels:

• Nitrogen (N) – 78%
• Oxygen (O) – 21%
• Argon (Ar) – 0.9%
• Trace Gases – 0.1%

So far, so good. CO2 is a gas in such small concen‐
trations that it hasn’t yet entered the picture. So, the 
next step is to break down the composition of trace 
gases (which are also the greenhouse gases) in our 
atmosphere:

• Water Vapor (H2O) – 95% of trace gases / 0.95% 
of overall atmosphere

• Carbon Dioxide (CO2) – 3-4% of trace gases / 
0.03 or 0.04% of overall atmosphere

• Neon (Ne) – 0.1% of trace gases / 0.001% of 
overall atmosphere

There are also some gases at tiny concentrations, 
including helium (He), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide 

(N2O) and ozone (O3), as well as halogenated gases 
(CFCs) released by mankind which have damaged 
ozone.

Water vapor is far and away the largest green ‐
house gas, but the IPCC chooses to ignore it! Check 
out these tables below where you can see that water 
vapor is excluded from the percentages. The IPCC 
and other AGW proponents claim they need to ex ‐

clude water vapor from their calcu ‐
lations because it varies so much 
from region to region.

Yes, it does vary greatly all over 
the Earth, but to just exclude the 
largest greenhouse gas (and a mas ‐
sive driver of temperature too) from 
your calculations because it’s in ‐
con  venient or varies too much is 
grossly misleading and unscientific.

A pie chart typical of one used 
by the IPCC and AGW proponents. 
Water vapor, despite being the 
over whelmingly largest greeen ‐
house and trace gas, is simply 
ignored and omitted.

Humanity’s Contribution 
to CO2 Levels
To recap: trace gases are 0.1% of the 
atmosphere, and carbon dioxide 

makes up 3-4% of these trace gases, 
so therefore CO2 is 3-4% of 0.1%. For 

simplicity’s sake, let’s call it 3%, so CO2 comprises 
0.003% of the atmosphere.

That’s pretty damn small, but we can’t stop 
there, because the next question to ask is: how much 
of this is caused by human activity? The IPCC has 
conflicting sets of data here, but both are within a 
small range of each other, either 3.0% (using the 
2007 figures) or 3.6% (using the 2001 figures):

Can You Guess How Much CO2 
is Mankind Responsible For?
Global warming and climate change alarmists 
harp on about “dangerously high” manmade 
CO2 output levels. So how much are they?
The answer will shock you.
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Manmade CO2 output levels (IPCC data from 2001)
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