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No matter which set of data you use, the IPCC 
data shows that manmade CO2 output levels are 
~3%. How do you figure this out? The 2001 data 
shows the total amount of CO2 going into the at‐
mosphere (119 + 88 + 6.3 = 213.3) and the human 
portion as 6.3. Divide 6.3 by 213.3 and you get 2.95%.

The 2007 data shows the total amount of CO2 
going into the atmosphere (29 + 439 + 332 = 800) 
and the human portion as 29. Divide 29 by 800 and 
you get 3.63%.

Manmade CO2: 3% of 3% of 0.1%
So here’s the bottom line. According to the IPCC’s 
own data, manmade CO2 output levels are 3% of 
3% of 0.1% of the total Earth’s atmosphere. That’s 
0.000009%! That’s 9 millionths.

CO2 is measured in ppm (parts per million) be ‐
cause it is such a tiny and insignificant gas, yet 
some  how, the propaganda has been so successful 
that is has sprouted into what some state is a US$ 
1.5 trillion industry.

The IPCC Can’t Deal with Water Vapor
The IPCC is basically stuck on water vapor. It can’t 
actually measure it, since the variability across the 
world is so high, H2O vapor changes so quickly, and 
it takes place above a variety of different landscapes/
topographies. There are too many variables to cal ‐
culate to produce a good model. So it just shuffles it 
to the side and states it has no “confidence.”

Here’s exactly what the IPCC says, LINK:
“Modelling the vertical structure of water va ‐
pour is subject to greater uncertainty since the 
humidity profile is governed by a variety of pro ‐
cesses … because of large variability and rela‐
tively short data records, confidence in strato ‐
spheric H2O vapour trends is low.”

It doesn’t suit the IPCC’s agenda to really dive in 
and better understand the role of water vapor as the 
key greenhouse gas driving climate temperature. It’s 
far easier to just pretend it doesn’t exist and only 
focus on the tiny amount of CO2 in the atmosphere 
instead.

Manmade CO2: A Massive Diversion
The idea that manmade CO2 output levels is a big 
problem, in the scheme of all of Earth’s eco prob‐
lems, is a giant hoax. It diverts environmentalists’ 
attention away from the true issues that need ad‐
dressing. Does it make any logical sense to spend so 
much money, energy and attention on 0.000009% of 
CO2, when there are very palpable, tangible and 
dangerous threats to our environment?

What about geoengineering, the aerial chemtrail 
spraying of barium, aluminum and strontium all 
over us, and the flora and fauna of the Earth? What 
about the release of synthetic self-aware fibers that 
cause Morgellons’ Disease, in line with the NWO 
synthetic agenda? What about unstoppable environ‐
mental genetic pollution caused by the release of 
GMOs?

What about the contamination of waterways 
with industrial chemicals, pesticides like glyphosate 
and atrazine, poisons like dioxin and DDT, heavy 
metals and pharmaceutical residues? Why are peo ‐
ple wasting their energy on 3% of 3% of 0.1% when 
we have real MASSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL issues 
facing us as a species?

Respected theoretical physicist Freeman Dyson said:

“The possibly harmful climatic effects of carbon 
dioxide have been greatly exaggerated … the 
benefits clearly outweigh the possible damage.”

Final Thoughts
Despite all the politicians, celebrities and soul-for-
sale scientists AGW has recruited to its cause, there 
is no real basis for the fearmongering.

At the very top, those pushing the manmade glo ‐
bal war ming hoax know that it’s a scam, so rather 
than focusing on the facts, they appeal to emotion 
with fake images of starving polar bears (to arouse 
anger) and underwater cities (to arouse fear).

The truth is that the green movement has long 
been hijacked by the very same NWO manipulators 
who helped to ruin the environment in the first pla ‐
ce, through their ownership of oil, chemical and 
pharmaceutical multinational corporations.

These manipulators rely on the average person 
being too busy or lazy to check the facts or think 
cri tically. They promote scientific illiteracy via their 
control of the MSM, the educational curriculum and 
their numerous think tanks.

Finally – if you dare – dig into the birth of the 
mo dern environmental movement, and you may be 
shocked to find how deeply it is steeped in eugenics 
and depopulation. It’s time to realize that those pus ‐
h ing this gigantic scam aren’t interesting in saving 
the environment – but rather depopulating it.

Manmade CO2 output levels (IPCC data from AR4, 2007)

Source: Peer-Reviewed research, LINK

'LINK's in the online PDF

IIff  WWee  DDiivviiddee  
112233  GGeennddeerrss  

BByy  WWhhiittee  
SSuupprreemmaaccyy??

HHooww  MMuucchh  
CClliimmaattee  CChhaannggee  

DDoo  WWee  HHaavvee??

https://www.scandinavianfreedom.news/05
https://www.scandinavianfreedom.news/
http://www.petitionproject.org/gw_article/GWReview_OISM600.pdf
https://wattsupwiththat.com/2015/02/08/thanks-to-the-ipcc-the-public-doesnt-know-water-vapor-is-most-important-greenhouse-gas/

