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-------- Forwarded Message -------- 
	Subject: 
	Solar SIM and potential gravitational forces affecting Earth

	Date: 
	Sat, 1 Aug 2015 23:14:11 +1000

	From: 
	P. S. Clark <psclark8@bigpond.com>

	To: 
	William Neil (Bill) Howell <Bill@BillHowell.ca>


Dear Bill,

The Solar Inertial Motion (SIM) approach has interested me since I first 

read Ing. Ivanka Charvatova’s publications. My research area is El Nino 

episodes and possible causes. I believe that the SIM approach might 

assist in explaining ENSO episodes.

I assume that the Sun’s x, y and z SIM perturbations might cause 

incremental gravitational forces acting on Earth in order to maintain 

Earth’s orbital distance from the Sun, but have not found any literature 

references on that possibility.

Can you assist with any advice on how those presumed gravitational 

forces might be calculated, please.

Kind regards,

Philip S. Clark

Australia.

-------- Forwarded Message -------- 
	Subject: 
	Paul Vaughan - major announcement today (continuation)

	Date: 
	Sun, 12 Aug 2012 20:08:33 -0400

	From: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>

	To: 
	Phil S Clark. Retired Metallurgical Engineer-Manager-Fianance. Australia <psclark8@bigpond.com>




Below is a comment by Paul Vaughan that you will want to know of....  it's a continuation of his postings to bring people up to speed on his recent progress.

I've posted a spreadsheet of acronym's from past work by Paul.  It's incomplete, and doesn't explain [M1, P1, CH, Q, nCRm] in i47.tinypic.com/4rtfro.png  :  
http://www.billhowell.ca/Paul%20L%20Vaughan/0_Paul_Vaughan_acronyms.xls  


Mr. Bill Howell  
Bullshitter & Heretic (...I enjoy crazy ideas, & I am NOT an expert in anything!)  
IJCNN 2013 Dallas Texas, Publicity Chair,  August www.ijcnn2013.org 
CISDA 2012 Ottawa, help John Verdon with Social Media Special Session, http://ieee-cisda.org 
member - Friends of Science Society   www.friendsofscience.org  
member - Natural Philosophy Alliance  www.worldsci.org/php/index.php?tab0=Home 
member - International Neural Network Society  www.inns.org 
member - IEEE Computational Intelligence Society  www.ieee-cis.org 
1-613-265-5606   Bill@BillHowell.ca  www.BillHowell.ca 
P.O. Box 57023, RPO Gladstone, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1R 1A1




************************************
http://judithcurry.com/2012/08/11/week-in-review-81112/#comment-228310 

Paul Vaughan | August 12, 2012 at 11:04 am | Reply 

Major announcement…

LOD_1_13
http://i47.tinypic.com/4rtfro.png
Nastrom & Belmont (1980), Lambeck & Hopgood (1982), & Zhennian (1990) had less data cycles and thought it was the solar cycle in annual-grain decadal-extent LOD, but it’s terrestrial polar motion (which has been coherent with J-N since the late 1930s).

“Apart from all other reasons, the parameters of the geoid depend on the distribution of water over the planetary surface.” — N.S. Sidorenkov

Hindsight’s 20/20 on the interhemispheric angular momentum imbalance.

J+N (12.8) & J-N (11.07):
2 sides of the same coin.

This deserves a formal write up.

When time permits I’ll graph annual_13′s analog to semiannual_11:
http://i49.tinypic.com/2jg5tvr.png
This brings us to within one strike of publicly cracking the code of ENSO.

Now’s a good time for (careful) investors to review Dickey & Keppenne (1997).

David Springer | August 12, 2012 at 12:20 pm | Reply 

Yer ever heard of something found with graphs called “a legend”?

Study up on it.

Paul Vaughan | August 12, 2012 at 12:59 pm | Reply 

Those in a position to understand will …& without cosmetic delays to label time series that are well known to serious climate enthusiasts. Refinement? Yes, when time & resources permit. Something unfamiliar? Ask – & be specific.

-------- Forwarded Message -------- 
	Subject: 
	Re: Potential lunisolar gravitational influences on El Nino-La Nina episodes

	Date: 
	Thu, 09 Aug 2012 13:56:30 +1000

	From: 
	P. S. Clark <psclark8@bigpond.com>

	To: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>


Many thanks again, Bill. And enjoy your lakeside camping weekend. We 

have often enjoyed similar periods in Alberta and Saskatchewan with 

family and friends. On the other hand, my niece in Toronto periodically 

heads off 600 km into the snowy north to visit with her husband's 

family, but still enjoys the great family gatherings!

Kind regards,

Phil

-------- Forwarded Message -------- 
	Subject: 
	Re: Potential lunisolar gravitational influences on El Nino-La Nina episodes

	Date: 
	Wed, 08 Aug 2012 23:02:30 -0400

	From: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>

	To: 
	Phil S Clark. Retired Metallurgical Engineer-Manager-Fianance. Australia <psclark8@bigpond.com>




Comments in [blue, italics] font...

Bill



-------- Original Message -------- 

	Subject: 
	Re: Potential lunisolar gravitational influences on El Nino-La Nina episodes

	Date: 
	Tue, 07 Aug 2012 23:12:45 +1000

	From: 
	P. S. Clark <psclark8@bigpond.com>

	To: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>




Many thanks for all the info you have sent, Bill. To give you a better idea of where I'm coming from, I don't spend time reading the WUWT and all the other climate blogs unless someone advises me about a particularly relevant item included in one of them - as you have done, Bill - for which many thanks.

My general hypothesis is that El Nino-La Nina episodes are associated with lunisolar gravitation forces varied by solar and earth orbital perturbations, potentially also varied by lags. Gravitationally-induced impacts are not 'sudden' events, but are more akin to the Normal distribution bell curve with downstream events potentially occurring at any time up or down the statistical curve. The underlying hypothesis is that lunisolar gravitationally-induced solid earth tides and/or tectonic plate flexion in the mid-Pacific Ocean sea floor have the effect of raising the sea level (potential energy) which in turn affects (slows = kinetic energy) the Pacific oceanic gyres, resulting in increased tropical solar heating (causing enhanced evaporation resulting in wind and atmospheric pressure effects) in mid-Pacific and reduced Humboldt Current velocity (the original 'El Nino' effect). 
· I think you have good ideas and an interesting line of pursuit.  Make sure that you post your ideas over time on your website and date them!  Perhaps get them onto blogs once in a while, too.  Feedback from diverse thinking could save you a lot of time and trouble.  The ideas'll get stolen without credit if they're good, but that's how science works (and mineral exploration, etc etc), and at least you have the satisfaction of your own record.  Personally, I don't wait for "complete work", because that will never happen, as I move to other issues.

· Land tides - "Bending" of the Earth;s layers often comes up, as does the relative motion of shells of the crust/ mantle etc.  I used Jacques Laskar's long-term ephemeris program for glaciation modeling, and he incorporates atmospheric (too small and effect), water, and land tides for the long-term planetary orbital changes (good to 40 My until accuracy bad, ~200 My for main Jupiter signal).

· Oceanic current effects - interesting way to put it.   My "Rubber Duckie" way of looking at "sloshing versus circulation" is somewhat related (so called because of the effect of reaching for a rubber duckie in the bathtub and stirring up scaldingly hot water to sensitive parts).

· Jose Principe, Uof Florida "Correntropy" (correlation entropy) -  By developing his concept of "correntropy" (not restricted to neural networks!) Principe claims that his modeling is relatively robust with respect to the actual distributions (to some limited extent), although I personally haven't worked with his concept (I'm more interested in the Confabulation hTheory versus Bayesian statistics contrast!).  This is useful to keep in mind, for even if you don't use techniques like this, keep in mind that the Gaussian assumption has often been disastrous in markets and finance (eg ?Long Term Capital Management? with several Nobels?) as well as with some natural systems.  Check the assumptions regarding distributions!
The 'mainstream' story that the kinetic energy of these major currents is significantly affected by wind changes begs two quite basic questions - what causes the wind changes (and the associated pressure differential between Tahiti and Darwin = Southern Osc Index) and just how much energy (as in the Impulse-Momentum equation) is available and can be transferred from those winds and their changes to ocean currents (there ought to have been some studies on that topic of which I am at present unaware). 
· This is a very interesting point, and I agree with your feelings.  Paul Vaughan (who does real modeling on this, unlike myself) focuses on the winds (sort of - Atmospheric Angular Momentum (AAM, for example)), which helps keep my mind open.  here certainly are wind - Earth dynamics just as with the oceans, but I feel more comfortable with the oceans.  One thing - atmospheric expansion is an interesting issue (eg space station premature re-entry due to high solar activity and expanded atmosphere) and this would have ?some? potential angular momentum effects.
An associated hypothesis is that the reported sea level data from satellite observations are not as accurate or reliable as claimed, due to essentially similar tidal factors to those above mentioned affecting the gravitationally-determined satellite orbits. Further, that the wide longitudinal width of the Southern Pacific Ocean combines with the East Pacific Rise spreading zone to provide enhanced scope for development of sub-sea solid earth tidal and/or tectonic plate perturbations. Add to that the recognised LOD-climate impact, which I hypothesise to be associated with oblateness changes resulting from the above mentioned gravitationally-induced tidal effects. Not part of my hypothesis but potentially associated with it are seismic events, particularly focused on the East Pacific Rise tectonic plate interface, which is a spreading 'hot spot' area, where tectonic movements could well occur without generating recordable seismic vibration signals. It's one of the areas that I have studied in the past, but the lack of relevant data made it into a blind alley. 
· South Pacific effects and South American effects are big on Paul Vaughan's list as well. 
· Correction -  In a previous email, I referred to the "Antarctic Meridonial Current", which is probably a wrong phrase - should be circumpolar.  Keep this in the back of your mind...

· One of Piers Corbyn's colleagues seems to be doing something like this for their regional seismic forecasts (volcanic, earthquake), but it's still very much in development as far as I can see.  This ties in nicely with his extreme weather forecasting.  
· On the radically wild side -  I may already have mentioned alternative theories for gravity - especially Charles William Lucas' work.  These concepts, plus the plasma approaches that I am currently considering, blast open the area completely, but few would be comfortable with any of it.  I can't afford not to pay attention... 
· Scary thought - the subduction zones can't balance the rifts according to the estimates of some??  And the implications?  There are tons of challenges like this - and as they often contradict each other, they can't all be right.  But they can all get you thinking and challenging your own beliefs.
Apologies for the long-windedness, but it's probably better than leaving unanswered 'hey, but what do you mean by ...' posers in the commentary, Bill. 
· Thank-you for a series of great comments.  I'm disappearing for a few days on a cabin-camping lakeside weekend with friends.   
· Good luck with your work.


Kind regards, Phil 
-------- Forwarded Message -------- 
	Subject: 
	Paul Vaughan - tying El Nino to a range of other timescales

	Date: 
	Mon, 06 Aug 2012 18:57:55 -0400

	From: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>

	To: 
	Phil S Clark. Retired Metallurgical Engineer-Manager-Fianance. Australia <psclark8@bigpond.com>




Weird timing - Paul Vaughan on the scent again!   This just came from Alfred Jacobs (see [from Albert Jacobs newsletter ...] below), although it relates to results back in May, I think.   This may be related to your interests, but I haven't got the time to check tonight.  

If you know someone with big bags of money to help Paul  ....


Bill



**************************************
Look for Paul's comment & links on WUWT's "Weekend open thread" webpage...
http://wattsupwiththat.com/2012/08/04/weekend-open-thread-2/
Paul Vaughan says: 

August 4, 2012 at 1:09 pm 

I have robustly detected a subharmonic of the terrestrial polar motion signal in southern ocean & southeast pacific SSTs. This finding came about as a side-consequence of running careful diagnostics on a 13.44 year envelope in annual timescale LOD variations that beats with the solar modulation of semi-annual terrestrial hemispheric westerly winds to yield a ~62.5 year wave. Interestingly, this framework lines up perfectly with Jupiter-Earth-Venus tidal cycles, D-O/Bond (~1470 year) Event cycles, and also gives a 205 year wave (de Vries cycle). Everything points to the coupling of evaporation & wind. I can taste the cracking of the code of ENSO itself, which is the final obstacle to decisively defeating mainstream misconception, but revelation comes on its own schedule. I humbly request serious financial assistance from anyone capable. The end of life may clock me out before I can reach revelation if I have to keep operating on such severely constrained free time & resources. It takes a fair amount of courage to ask for help this way. I have no alternatives for circumventing absolute mainstream institutional research funding prejudices.
http://i49.tinypic.com/2jg5tvr.png
http://www.globalwarmingskeptics.info/thread-1895.html

2jg5tvr.png looks like an advance on an earlier wavelet phase analysis.
From http://www.globalwarmingskeptics.info/thread-1895.html :  

Paul Vaughan says:
May 21, 2012 at 12:45 am

DirkH (May 20, 2012 at 4:28 pm) commented/asked about Solar-Terrestrial-Climate Weave http://i49.tinypic.com/2jg5tvr.png “Fascinating, Paul – the checkerboard pattern repeats after 22 years (a full magnetic reversal cycle). What variable do you show? Simple temperature anomaly?”

Not temperature anomaly. Basically you’re looking at normalized lunisolar-neutralized Schwabe-extent semi-annual-grain global-WIND anomalies, which inform about the equator-pole temperature GRADIENTS which drive them.

The weave can be isolated from BOTH daily atmospheric angular momentum (AAM) AND daily length of day (LOD) records using DOZENS of methods. IT’S ROBUST. You can be SURE that anyone objecting to its existence is operating from a base of ignorance &/or deception.

Piers Corbyn works with the event series which underpin the weave. NASA has had opportunity to be aware of the existence of the weave since at least 1997.

There are clean, beautiful cross-scale connections to both interannual & multidecadal timescales.


****************************
[from Albert Jacobs newsletter ...]   
HELP !
  
Much as many of us are convinced that our search for natural causes of climate change is leading us to direct and indirect solar influences, relatively little coordinated work is being done in this field. One lonely researcher is Paul Vaughan, an abandoned, unfunded promovendus who drives trucks for a living.   He publishes regularly on Anthony Watts’ blog, on globalwarmingskeptics and other places, keeping us aware of his progress in linking a number of orbital, solar and lunar cycles or their derivatives, with events on earth. Paul needs support that facilitates full time work to build a formal case.

He has been narrowing his earthly connection down to ENSO, the El Niño-Southern Oscillation, which is not limited to the Pacific Ocean. Other researchers would agree on the important role that ENSO plays in earthly climate changes but everyone is struggling with the solar connection. In the  August 4th issue of WUWT Paul writes:
"I have robustly detected a subharmonic of the terrestrial polar motion signal in southern ocean & southeast pacific Sea Surface Temperatures. This finding came about as a side-consequence of running careful diagnostics on a 13.44 year envelope in annual timescale Length Of Day variations that beats with the solar modulation of semi-annual terrestrial hemispheric westerly winds to yield a ~62.5 year wave. Interestingly, this framework lines up perfectly with Jupiter-Earth-Venus tidal cycles, Dansgaad-Oeschger/Bond (~1470 year) Event cycles, and also gives a 205 year wave (de Vries cycle). Everything points to the coupling of evaporation & wind. I can taste the cracking of the code of ENSO itself, which is the final obstacle to decisively defeating mainstream misconception, but revelation comes on its own schedule. 

I humbly request serious financial assistance from anyone capable. The end of life may clock me out before I can reach revelation if I have to keep operating on such severely constrained free time & resources. It takes a fair amount of courage to ask for help this way. I have no alternatives for circumventing absolute mainstream institutional research funding prejudices."
If you or someone you know can help Paul to continue his work according to academic standards to a certain level of completion within a reasonable amount of time, I would be happy to provide additional information, some samples of his work and direct contact with him.
A.


-------- Original Message -------- 

	Subject: 
	Potential lunisolar gravitational influences on El Nino-La Nina episodes

	Date: 
	Sun, 05 Aug 2012 21:24:05 -0400

	From: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>

	To: 
	Phil S Clark. Retired Metallurgical Engineer-Manager-Fianance. Australia <psclark8@bigpond.com>




[Howell - only content related to Paul Vaughan is retained here...]
**************************************
Potential lunisolar gravitational influences on El Nino-La Nina episodes 

People

Paul Vaughan :  

Paul does the best wavelet transform math developments and results for the area of global climate that I know of, but as with Corbyn, we don't know exactly how the math works for all of his techniques.  About a year or two ago, Paul felt that the was close to catching up to Corbyn, and I did try to get external funding for him, to no avail (I did chip in nickels and dimes myself).  However, he was working this as a hobby, and lost odd jobs and had to stop in oder to eat.  It's been over a year or so, and I do miss his innovative work and results.  He asked me to post two of his papers on my website.  I posted a bunch more and asked if he wanted me to leave them there, but he declined.  A WUWT blog is listed below - I had some months ago combined a hilarious set of attacks on Paul for his terseness, but I can't find the file right now!  <too bad - it's funny>   

· http://www.billhowell.ca/Paul%20L%20Vaughan/0_Paul%20L%20Vaughan.html 

· a blog on WUWT regarding an explanaton of the ?Aug2010? results of Courtillot etal - showing "...   one of the strongest correlations Vaughan has seen in climate ...", which links the semi-annal oscillation t the sunspot cycle.

· http://wattsupwiththat.com/2011/12/25/solar-terrestrial-power-update/
Leif Svalgaard is one of Anthony Watt's "star" bloggers, but  don't have a high opinion of the quality nor civility of many of his critiques.  He has a big reputation (helio-sesmology, I think), but I have a sense (unjustified!) that he is altogether too typical of many top scientists (much better at backstabbing than science).

Some points by Paul : 

· his approach to, and advice for,  spatio-temporal analysis holds a lot of promise, together with his mastery of wavelets 

· Antarctic ?Meridonial? Circulation (ocean current unimpeded right the way around the latitude) is the lever point for global climate (I'm misquoting him here) 

· Earth Length Of Day (LOD) and Chandler wobble have long been pointed/ used out by Paul.  A year ago I was trying to "hand model" LOD (without Fourier, wavelet etc - to get a feel for the systems).  I'd like to get back to that some time, as I think the non-stationary system changes have a lot to teach us. 

· he emphasizes phase more than lag.  One interesting surprise - he doesn't agree with the ocean circulation time lags that are often suggested, feeling that solar effects are manifested in a season or a year or something like that.  I'm not fully comfortable with this (for example, Charles Perry's model of climate for the Upper Mississippi Basin (?Mark Twain's stomping ground as steamboat captain?) picks shows a 3 year minor signal, and 34 year major signal (or something like that).  Perry's is the best climate model in my opinion at the time, followed by van de Merwe etal, then Tim Patterson for west coast Vancouver Island (but I'm not up to date!).  As a radio guy - maybe you have a feel for some of this.

Personally, I think we should shut down a number of federal and university labs and give the funding to Paul, who has a great chance of doing something honest and impressive with it.




-------- Forwarded Message -------- 

	Subject: 
	Potential lunisolar gravitational influences on El Nino-La Nina episodes

	Date: 
	Sun, 05 Aug 2012 21:24:05 -0400

	From: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>

	To: 
	Phil S Clark. Retired Metallurgical Engineer-Manager-Fianance. Australia <psclark8@bigpond.com>




Hmm, I'm way too verbose again.   

· Scattered comments related to your research is provided in the section immediately below 

· Quick answers/quips follow within your email below. 

I hope that some little in there might be of help.  Now I've got to get back to some projects :

· a quick effort on video of satellite photos of cloud cover over USa and Europe during July 

· plasma physics - Birkeland current end effects 

· Neural Networks journal paper review on analysis of stages of mental retardation - sad them, and I really can't imagine the challenges for those affected.  Sent to me by a psychology-NN review topic chair  (maybe there's a message in there for me?)

· selling my house - clean-up & repairs 


Mr. Bill Howell  
Bullshitter & Heretic (...I enjoy crazy ideas, & I am NOT an expert in anything!)  
IJCNN 2013 Dallas Texas, Publicity Chair,  August www.ijcnn2013.org 
CISDA 2012 Ottawa, help John Verdon with Social Media Special Session, http://ieee-cisda.org 
member - Friends of Science Society   www.friendsofscience.org  
member - Natural Philosophy Alliance  www.worldsci.org/php/index.php?tab0=Home 
member - International Neural Network Society  www.inns.org 
member - IEEE Computational Intelligence Society  www.ieee-cis.org 
1-613-265-5606   Bill@BillHowell.ca  www.BillHowell.ca 
P.O. Box 57023, RPO Gladstone, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1R 1A1 


**************************************
Potential lunisolar gravitational influences on El Nino-La Nina episodes 

My comments here are a random, low-frequency sampling of things that come to mind - colored by my biases.  As such, very few points will be relevant to you, but just in case something gives a spark (or a spike, as with neurons!).

I have NOT included anything about Charvatova, Fairbridge etc, as you are probably following that more closely than I am at present.


People

Piers Corbyn : 

The theme seems to originate with Piers Corbyn, www.weatheraction.com .   Here I assume that you have seen videos of his presentations, such as the recent : 

· Piers Corbyn 111125 "Weather Action presentation to Munich European Climate and Energy Conference”  http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tbGWLgpylKc&feature=youtu.be
· Piers Corbyn 29Sep09 "Solar Lunar Amplification Magnetic (SLAM) process explained" Astrophysicist  http://www.youtube.com/profile?user=1weatheraction#p/u/36/0Qi8oZ2vG0c 

His July forecasts were put to the test on the very high profile "Watts Up With That".  Given his shrill and highly accusative tone, plus the proprietary model and very high claims of accurate forecasting, he has many NON-believers, including Anthony Watts.  I was following the blog on his forecasts until !19Jul2012, when Anthony Watts pulled the plug and ended it, presumably because of no confidence that Corbyn's results had much to do with realities.  The blog was full of critics.  However, I was enjoying myself, and mentioned to Corbyn that the blog was stopped.  I also mentioned to him that I was going to try to make a film of actual versus predicted, which is still waiting for more action on my part. 

· Anthony Watts 120705 "Putting Piers Corbyn to the test" http://wattsupwiththat.com/2012/07/05/putting-piers-corbyn-to-the-test/#more-66829
By the way, as I explained to Corbyn, I had previously used his forecasts, and paid for July results to follow my daughters trip of Croatia : 

"...  There are of course, many other blogs, but I don't want to start searching around and joining more right now - I want to put whatever time I can find in the next week to put together 30 day films for each region as means of seeing the weather progress visually, and comparing that to the forecasts.  My two daughters were sailing off Croatia with their (husband & boyfriend) from 13-22July2012, so this has been fun following for that reason, but more importantly for the blogs and analysis. 

I had also made bets with friends in a restaurant 4 years or so ago over a period of a year or two.  I lost all the bets, so my friends were very happy to participate.  The reason I kept losing is that I had last choice of everyone, and as they pointed out, maybe it wasn't so bright using extreme weatehr forecasts for the UK and Ireland, and applying it to Ottawa snowfall.  But it was fun, and I learned a lot, as I did check what happened in the UK and Ireland (and of course, the Ottawa snowstorms).   ..."

Note that www.weatheraction.com is now following seismic activity regionally, with I think the same 4 to 8 week timeframe (longer as well, but of course less accuracy).   The problem for everyone is that we really don't know how Piers Corbyn is doing the forecasts  (SLAM has now become SLAT - but I don't know what the  stands for).


Paul Vaughan :  

Paul does the best wavelet transform math developments and results for the area of global climate that I know of, but as with Corbyn, we don't know exactly how the math works for all of his techniques.  About a year or two ago, Paul felt that the was close to catching up to Corbyn, and I did try to get external funding for him, to no avail (I did chip in nickels and dimes myself).  However, he was working this as a hobby, and lost odd jobs and had to stop in oder to eat.  It's been over a year or so, and I do miss his innovative work and results.  He asked me to post two of his papers on my website.  I posted a bunch more and asked if he wanted me to leave them there, but he declined.  A WUWT blog is listed below - I had some months ago combined a hilarious set of attacks on Paul for his terseness, but I can't find the file right now!  <too bad - it's funny>   

· http://www.billhowell.ca/Paul%20L%20Vaughan/0_Paul%20L%20Vaughan.html 

· a blog on WUWT regarding an explanaton of the ?Aug2010? results of Courtillot etal - showing "...   one of the strongest correlations Vaughan has seen in climate ...", which links the semi-annal oscillation t the sunspot cycle.

· http://wattsupwiththat.com/2011/12/25/solar-terrestrial-power-update/
Leif Svalgaard is one of Anthony Watt's "star" bloggers, but  don't have a high opinion of the quality nor civility of many of his critiques.  He has a big reputation (helio-sesmology, I think), but I have a sense (unjustified!) that he is altogether too typical of many top scientists (much better at backstabbing than science).

Some points by Paul : 

· his approach to, and advice for,  spatio-temporal analysis holds a lot of promise, together with his mastery of wavelets 

· Antarctic ?Meridonial? Circulation (ocean current unimpeded right the way around the latitude) is the lever point for global climate (I'm misquoting him here) 

· Earth Length Of Day (LOD) and Chandler wobble have long been pointed/ used out by Paul.  A year ago I was trying to "hand model" LOD (without Fourier, wavelet etc - to get a feel for the systems).  I'd like to get back to that some time, as I think the non-stationary system changes have a lot to teach us. 

· he emphasizes phase more than lag.  One interesting surprise - he doesn't agree with the ocean circulation time lags that are often suggested, feeling that solar effects are manifested in a season or a year or something like that.  I'm not fully comfortable with this (for example, Charles Perry's model of climate for the Upper Mississippi Basin (?Mark Twain's stomping ground as steamboat captain?) picks shows a 3 year minor signal, and 34 year major signal (or something like that).  Perry's is the best climate model in my opinion at the time, followed by van de Merwe etal, then Tim Patterson for west coast Vancouver Island (but I'm not up to date!).  As a radio guy - maybe you have a feel for some of this.

Personally, I think we should shut down a number of federal and university labs and give the funding to Paul, who has a great chance of doing something honest and impressive with it.


Ian Wilson of Australia : 

I forgot to mention Ian Wilson the other email.  Take a look at the PDO-El Nino illustration. I don't know if Ian made the presentation public - I think he did but I'm not sure, so if your interested ask him for the full presentation.  Note that LOD appears with the semi-annual - sunspot theme, as well as PDO-El Nino.  I suspect that it shows up all over.  

· Ian Wilson Jul08 “Which came first, the chicken or the egg? (PDO & sun-barycenter asymmetry)” presentation 

· Ian Wilson 24May09 "Luni-Solar / ENSO connection" Natural Climate Change On Demand conference, Monash University, Clayton, www.naturalclimatechange.info/?q=node/10 

· Ian R.G. Wilson 29Nov08 "Do periodic peaks in the planetary tidal forces acting upon the sun influence the sunspot cycle?" ?unpublished? 


Mathematics and Themes 

I don't have any more time to comment on these areas, othe than one or two quick ones.  Again, a [random, rare, biased] sampling.

With respect to "traditional consensus science" regarding [LOD, ocean & land tides, maybe Chandler wobble] are at least in part explained by sun-moon-Earth gravitational pulls.  Still important to know this well, as it is often the basis for attacks on the barycentric theories for solar activity.

Attacks on the planetary (barycentric) model for solar activity 
I have attached both the de Jager recent paper, and an earlier paper that Paul Charbonneau sent to me when I got excited about this (maybe from Charvatova, or Bailey, van de Merwe etal, or some other group).  

· Paul Charbonneau 2002 "The rise and fall of the first sunspot model" JHA xxxiii Science History Publications Ltd. - Provided by the NASA Astrophysics data system 

· D.K. Callebaut, C. de Jager, S. Duhau: "The influence of planetary attractions on the solar tachocline", J. of Atmospheric and Solar-Terrestrial Physics, 80, 73-78, 2012  www.cdejager.com/wp-content/uploads/2008/09/2012-deJager-solar-forcing2.pdf

Rubber-Duckie theory of climate
Here I refer to an impression that "ocean circulation" may be a misnomer for many short-to-mid-term effects.  t may be more a question of sloshing rather than circulation.  Obviously LOD would link to this well, as well as Chandler, seismic events, but probably many other processes as well.

Moons "always" show the same face to their planets (except hyperion)
De Mees 0902dd Why is the moon always facing the Earth with the same side.pdf

Gravitational effects during an eclipse - abrupt, temporary change in Earth's rotation rate
While disputed as a data / analysis error or something like that by the community and the scientists who generated it, this may actually be a real effect.  

Natural Philosophy Alliance 
There is a HUGE diversity of thinking within the NPA - I've never seen anything like it elsewhere - and they actually listen, even when they totally disagree!   There are some real gems here, and it's not so imprtant whether the concepts are right or wrong.  It's more the importance of the questions and challenges they pose, and the opening of the mind that results.  

I had worked through a new theory for gravity last summer, by Charles William Lucas (retired Maryland scientist), but  haven't had a chance to get back to t.  Unification of all four forces, via revisiting Maxwell's equations and using a more compete, accurate form (rather than the simplification/ approximations by Heaviside to get to the 4 vector equations)?

Electric Universe thinking -  www.thunderbolts.info
You already know I'm excited about this area - ignored by physicists and astronomers for >110 years,  110 years of being wrong consistently with conventional thinking (20th century physics).

Math
I'm out of time ...
Just want to mention the music of the spheres again, but so, so much more!



-------- Original Message -------- 

	Subject: 
	Re: Hello from Australia, Bill

	Date: 
	Sun, 05 Aug 2012 23:53:30 +1000

	From: 
	P. S. Clark <psclark8@bigpond.com>

	To: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>




Hmmm. Very interesting comments, Bill.

My research angle is potential lunisolar gravitational influences on El Nino-La Nina episodes with particular focus on mid-Pacific sea level perturbations and solar perturbations around the solar system barycentre. CO2 and the supposed greenhouse hypothesis have no significant climate role in my perception of scientific reality, even though my interest in climate science started from a fellow chem eng telling me about the GHG hypothesis back in 1985. It sounded like nonsense then, which was fully confirmed by subsequent studies of the issues involved.
[>  OK - this lets me focus, sort of.  A separate set of comments are provided in the section above.   <]
The classic portrayal of defective theory for me was the Kiehl-Trenberth 1997 'global energy balance' diagram reproduced in the IPCC reports. The idea that earth might receive twice as much thermal energy overnight from the 'GHG heated atmosphere' rather than the amount received during the day directly from the sun shows the unacceptable state of 'mainstream climate science' for me. I have never heard of anyone suffering from heat stroke due to 'nocturnal emissions.' (pun intended) 
[> Agreed that there are many glitches - but also that it's almost impossible to discuss these with essentially all scientists, who know the truth already..  <]
Have you read Bob Carter's book, which I rate at least equal to Ian Plimer's. In fact, I have only just arrived back from Townsville this week after a couple of months up there, but missed Bob this visit. 
[> No - although I did buy Carter's "How to get kicked out of school", and I have seen several videos of his presentation (and perhaps papers, but I'm not sure), as well as meeting him in Ottawa.   Much of the material is quite familiar to me, and I want to be aware of points/ counter-points, but I need to try to focus more on the new science, rather than just watch more and more compilations of screw-ups by scientists.  Otherwise I might become cynical <choke, cough>.  <]
Did you get out here for the WCCI2012 conference, Bill, or was that a 'remote control' input? 
[>  Unfortunately, no.  I've missed the last 3 IJCNN's (every second year these are part of the WCCI) because of finance problems with my mortgage.  As this was the second most important vacation for me (after visiting family in Western Canada), for 2 years I've wanted to sell the house, but I'm too slow at clean-up & fixes (partially because I usually find a way to injure myself during the summer).  I'm really looking forward to selling the house and getting back to conference attendance. <]
I wouldn't worry about the 'climate science PhD' lobby, as they haven't demonstrated a competent degree of basic common sense in their analysis of potential climate science variables, probably because of politically-determined academic funding source constraints and focus on CO2, GHG and 'what if' hypotheses. Most of the climate science studies people I correspond with are not accredited 'climate science' specialists, although quite a number have PhDs in other disciplines because they are or were academics. 
[> My hope is that the amateurs will bring science back on track - and one might include scientists from other specialties as amateurs, as being a "recognized, top specialist" is often a criteria for having credibility (funding, news coverage, jobs etc) - this is of course strongly pushed by scientists themselves (kind of like a trade union situation).  <]
Yes, I agree that Charvatova is a very important but under-recognised authority as also are Scafetta and Abdussamatov IMHO - possibly because they have done important research in areas that interest me and obviously don't interest the 'mainstream' academics.  A mathematician friend in Canberra, Richard Mackey (of Fairbridge paper fame) has recently cooperated on a paper with Duhau. 
[>  I can't remember the timing, but following some exposure to Charvatova, a paper by Van de Merwe and colleagues from South Africa brought more details of some of the barycenter motions to my attention (along with Nile river or Lake Victoria data).  Bailey was the one who did the barycenter part, I think ( hope I'm citing the right paper!) :

W J R Alexander, F Bailey, D B Bredenkamp, A van der Merwe and N Willemse 2007 "Linkages between solar activity, climate predictability and water resource development" Journal of the South African Institution of Civil Engineering, Volume 32 49 Number 2 June 2007

- and I think this lead to a great tribute by MacKey, from which  learned a lot more!  Awesome that you know him!

Richard Mackey 2007 "Rhodes Fairbridge and the idea that the solar system regulates the Earth’s climate" Journal of Coastal Research SI 50 955 - 968 ICS2007 (Proceedings) Australia ISSN 0749.0208

<]
My recall of de Jager is associated with CO2 papers 
[>  Funny, I didn't have a strong feeling for him in the past, but hadn't really followed his work.  In the last year or so (maybe longer) he and Duhau have come up because of their chaos-based model for solar activity in recent times.  Others have done that as well, but I can think of their names off-hand (Willie Soon for the Arctic Oscillation, and others?...).   But I actually "got involved" by request to review a chapter of a book that Steven Yaskell, Cornelius de Jager, and Silvia Duhau are writing about grand solar episodes and history (I'm not sure how that is going, as I understand that Steven Yaskell has had some health issues or something).  <]
but I don't recall Timo Nimura - tell me more about him (via hyperlink?). The last two comments might just be my defective memory, of course. 
[>  Well to start with - I mis-remembered his name (Timo Nimora) and not for the first time (with Timo!! - kind of weird). 

· Timo Niroma Nov08 "Past and future behaviour of the sunspots- answers on the SolarCycle24 blog" from AFJ 

· Timo Niroma 2010 "One possible explanation for the cyclicity in the Sun"  http://personal.inet.fi/tiede/tilmari/sunspots.html 
· Timo Niroma's 23Jun09 "ALERT: A PROBABLE NEW SUPERMINIMUM" http://personal.inet.fi/tiede/tilmari/sunspots.html 
· Timo Niroma Jun09 "THE CYCLE GOES AT THE MOMENT BELOW DALTON LEVEL" http://personal.inet.fi/tiede/tilmari/sunspots.html 
· Timo Niroma "One possible explanation for the cyclicity in the Sun" http://personal.inet.fi/tiede/tilmari/sunspots.html
Somehow, I don't think any of the links above are the one I'm thinking of, but I won't time to check right now.  

Another mathematician scientist "like this" is David Thomson of Queen's University in Kingston Ontario.  He is awesome at Fourier analysis, even though I disagree with many of his conclusions.  He says many mathematicians, statisticians, scientists mis-apply Fourier series, and we're still learning almost 200 years later.   He doesn't do wavelet transforms, and is afraid that the extra power will get a lot of people into deep trouble (too many knobs to play with).  <]
While there might not currently be documented evidence that 'planetary motions affect the sunspot cycle,' if my hypothesis of the effects of solar perturbations about the solar system barycentre on Earth can be demonstrated, it would be fair to say that we should also expect similar effects on the surface of the sun. The key unknown could be unrecognised 'lags' as it is with many other similar issues. 
[>  All power to you, Phil.  I think good things have, are, and will come from this area.  One of my own interests (Birkeland current end effects) is related to this too.  <]
I am very sad indeed to hear that you lost your hand and particularly at such an early stage in your career, Bill. Industrial or vehicle accident? And I guess you were right handed, too. I did a research project (unpublished) back in 1989 which included analysis of R versus L handed people's grip strength which showed that L handers have substantially equal grip strength in both hands, whereas R handers are just that - predominantly R handed. Not an easy handicap to accommodate. 
[>  No worries.  I only made the reference in relation to Fort SK.  I'm not sensitive about it, to the point where drinking friends and I joke about it all the time : 

· My nicknames :  "The Craw" (from Maxwell Smart TV series - Chinese evil guy), "Captain Hook", or just "Hook" 
· "...   Don't believe him, he was wearing the hook on the other arm last week.   ..." 
· "...   I can't masturbate with my right hand - I'm afraid of circumcising myself.   ..."

· Scrubbing the arm out with bleach & soap, and passing it around as a drinking mug at some of the wilder parties (watch out for Texans - the bastards were going to steal my arm...) 
Unfortunately, I still throw a football like a girl with my left hand.  (America football, not that game of jokers that my brother likes better than hockey.)   <]  
I rate the CFC scare with the CO2-GHG scare, Bill. As a former amateur radio operator following my father who started in 1928, I am well aware that the so-called 'hole in the ozone layer' existed long before invention of fluorocarbons. It was evidenced by varying radio transmission characteristics, obviously resulted from solar emissions and was associated with sunspots and auroras. 
[>  Oops, I am going to go way off-topic again.  Amateur radio guys pop up all over the place, do the strangest things, and think the strangest thoughts.  Ken Tapping, NRC Canada solar physicist, SolarCycle24 (now changed), and many others are examples.  But I want to go directly to a recent "book" I read in early July, which is absolutely wild, I disagree with a lot of stuff, and feel uncomfortable with the qualitative reasoning and somewhat arbitrary assertions - but like Timo Niroma but in a different area, his special "feel" for radio problems may actually be intuition I can't ignore - which is much easier to do safely with a "Multiple Conflicting Hypothesis" self-enforced approach.   Most ideas will crash and burn, but you do have to kiss a lot of frogs to find your prince. 

Fitzpatrick is a believer in Special & General Relativity and Quantum mechanics of the standard formulation with changes.  If you have a feel for stamping out standing waves on antennae etc (sounds a lot like the "music of the spheres" feeling I get from Paul Vaughan and Timo Niroma's analysis?), and if this is of any interest at all, your reactions would be of interest...  but it's probably waaayyy off topic for you, and too far over the edge...

· Daniel P. Fitzpatrick Jr. 2006 “Universities Asleep At The Switch: A Fresh Look At Quantum Physics” Unlimited Publishing, Bloomington, Indiana, ISBN: 978-1-58832-177-0    www.Amperefitz.com  http://www.amperefitz.com/ua_20071020_ck_ds_jm_ds.pdf 
<]

Kind regards, 

Phil 

NOTE  04Aug2015 :  The above email from Howell 05Aug2012 had the following attachments : 

· Charbonneau 2002 - The rise and fall of the first sunspot model.pdf

· Callebaut, de Jager, Duhau 12mmdd - The influence of planetary attractions on the solar tachocline.pdf

· Wilson Jul08 - Which came first The chicken or the egg PDO is boss of El Nino.png

-------- Forwarded Message -------- 

	Subject: 
	RE: Hello from Australia, Bill

	Date: 
	Sat, 04 Aug 2012 23:55:38 -0400

	From: 
	Bill Howell. home email. Ottawa <Bill@BillHowell.ca>

	To: 
	Phil S Clark. Retired Metallurgical Engineer-Manager-Fianance. Australia <psclark8@bigpond.com>




Interesting background, Phil!  I updated these in April, when my short-lived Recycling R&D program and all staff was cut.  I'm currently looking for another opportunity - but its not clear something might come up for me in the government, nor that I'll be comfortable with any politically-correct position that does arise (I consider myself to have been extremely luck to have avoided the worst of the politically-correct stuff during my time in the government, but things are changing fast...)

I have provided comments within your original email below in [> blue, italics <] font in answer to your questions .  

I've spent too much time on this email already, and I'm sure that most of tit will bore you, but here are a few quick points : 

· The naive, one-dimensional, naive theory of history (the rise and fall of civilisations) of my father and I was based on Ivanka Charvaova's "long period" of 2,402.2 years didn't really work, although it was a heck of a lot of fun!  It also did the best job I've seen of "showing signal" in the Be10 & C14 series over the last 7,500 years.. 

· http://www.billhowell.ca/Civilisations%20and%20sun/Howell%20-%20radioisotopes%20and%20history.jpg
· I now suspect that the "big killers" go far beyond the impact of the grand solar minima.  1500 BC and ~600-900 BC are the clear "hammers" in history, but maybe ~450 AD and ~790 AD (+- 100 years?) might have had something, but I haven't chased these.  These may carry some of the 1500 year quasi cycle (eg ?Dansgaard-Osberg? ice raftings - I can never get their names).  It's not clear what these are, but the most likely candidate to me at present, are "Velokovskian" Electric Universe events, being minor versions of the 12 to 10 kyBP large mammal extinction period.  (10 kyBP - a very high quality stone circle (high enough quality to challenge modern archeology?) in Turkey may have been intentionally buried to protect it from events of that period). 

· Australian climate presentations in Ottawa that I attended : 

· Ian Plimer - Geology conference ~July 2011.  Plimer's is the best climate book in my opinion.  He was very brave by mentioning some very interesting speculative theories, when he knew they would shoot at him for it.   

· Bob Carter, Townville U, Queensland? -  He came in ~ May or June this year, right afte the internatonal climate conference hosted by the Heartland Insttute if I remember correctly.  (I won't wpnd big $ on climate conferences - I will only do that for neural networks, or if that is too expensive, NPA or Eelctric Universe). 

· Other Australians of BIG relevance to fundamental physics and astronomy 

· Wallace Thornhill -  I'm trying to work out modifications of planetary motion models using Electric Universe concepts (this could take me forever).  Currently - Birkeland current end effects (torsion, tension, surface spread) between [stars, planets, moons] - and the possibility of a 1/r^0 distance law (other than dissipation).  

· Louis Hissink - geological models for genesis reklated to the "Electric Universe" theme.  I shouldn't talk about his work, as I'm uncertain, and it may be proprietary.

Mr. Bill Howell  
Bullshitter & Heretic (...I enjoy crazy ideas, & I am NOT an expert in anything!)  
IJCNN 2013 Dallas Texas, Publicity Chair,  August www.ijcnn2013.org 
CISDA 2012 Ottawa, help John Verdon with Social Media Special Session, http://ieee-cisda.org 
WCCI 2012 Brisbane, Program Committee, www.ieee-wcci2012.org  
IJCNN 2011 San Jose, Program Committee, www.ijcnn2011.org 
WCCI 2010 Barcelona, Technical Program Committee member, www.wcci2010.org 
IJCNN09 Atlanta Publicity Chair   www.ijcnn2009.com 
IJCNN07 Orlando FL, Publicity Chair   www.ijcnn2007.org 
IJCNN06 Vancouver BC, International Liaison,  
IJCNN05 Montreal QC, Program Co-Chair  www.ijcnn2005.org 
IJCNN03 Portland OR, International Liaison 
member - Friends of Science Society   www.friendsofscience.org  
member - Natural Philosophy Alliance  www.worldsci.org/php/index.php?tab0=Home 
member - International Neural Network Society  www.inns.org 
member - IEEE Computational Intelligence Society  www.ieee-cis.org 
1-613-265-5606   Bill@BillHowell.ca  www.BillHowell.ca 
P.O. Box 57023, RPO Gladstone, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1R 1A1 


-------- Original Message -------- 

	Subject: 
	Hello from Australia, Bill

	Date: 
	Sat, 04 Aug 2012 23:56:08 +1000

	From: 
	P. S. Clark <psclark8@bigpond.com>

	To: 
	William Neil (Bill) Howell <Bill@BillHowell.ca>




I was following up Ivanka Charvatova's publications on SIM and climate effects, which is the area I am at present studying although from a quite different perspective, when I came across your contribution on the topic. So I followed up to see what your climate science background was. 
[> As indicated above by my provocative (and precautionary) signature "title", I am  NOT a climate scientist, nor do I have a PhD in spite of spending much of my career in or around R&D.  I use my signature block to make sure people realize this across a huge variety of areas - as I often get deep into exchanges, and experts sometimes put far too much confidence in what I say.   I haven't done research "professionally" (ie paid to research) since ~1988, nor frankly would I want to do much of what my organisations have been involved in.  I get paid to do a job during the day, and my "amateur research" has always been on nights & weekends, on subjects that none of the organisations I have worked for will ever really touch.  My "home" themes really do challenge and interest me, as do the rare individuals I meet (scientist or not - it scarcely makes any difference to me now, as I am just a likely, or even more likely, to meet great minds in a subject who are NOT specialists nor even scientists.  (That's one of my themes of interest - the resurgence of the critical role of amateurs in science). 

I my opinion, Ivanka Charvatova is the greatest solar forecaster.  Also of note are Timo Nimura (who to me seemed to have the best "feel for the quasi-cycles of all), Nicholas Scaffetta, who has brilliant results with such a simple model (and that may be somewhat easy to improve!!), and Cornelius Kees de Jager & Silvia Duhau, who does well for the "recent era" which I suspect may not be so good for the next era (non-stationary systems), but I could be wrong.  Abdussamatov (spelling for all names may be wrong) was the first to proclaim (2002? that we were going into a grand solar minimum by ?cycle 24 or 25? - I forget).  There are many others  

I let de Jager know that I intend to do a paper (unpublished) regarding "Proofs, Dis-proofs, and nonproofs" using as an example the hypothesis that planetary motions affect the sunspot cycle.  For 150 years this has been disproved, most recently by de Jager, but I think that their disproofs are invalid.  However, this is less important than following the disproofs of special & general relativity, where I should be putting my time.  <] 
I was surprised to discover a degree of mutual commonality, as I was originally (among a number of other things) a metallurgist and chemical engineer in the metalliferous mining and aluminium industry. For various periods, management of high pressure steam, tonnage oxygen and gas production plants, development of hydrometallurgical (Sherritt Gordon-style pressure leaching) processes for treating refractory copper, lead and zinc ores, alumina refinery and aluminium and lead smelting plant production management. Along the way, also concerned with hot and high CO2 underground mine ventilation effectiveness, non-destructive electronic hoisting rope quality evaluation and development of novel instrumentation for mining and metallurgical equipment and processes. 
[> I don't have near as much chemical engineering experience in metallurgical processing, not anything at the senior management level - but you can see that in my (outdated!) resumes that are buried on my website.  My main expertise at work is how to push paperwork through our lab's system - which isn't even so useful for other labs in the same department!!!  But I really have enjoyed interacting with industry with respect to underground mining initiatives (eg diesel particulates - somewhat related to your ventilation background, and to an initiative to pave the way for underground hydrogen-powered vehicles. <]


All great fun while it lasted, but I finished up back in finance because of other degrees until I retired over 16 years ago. As my son and his family are Canadians, we have spent quite a lot of time in Calgary where they then lived, Edmonton, Saskatoon and Toronto. We have also traveled widely across Canada, including up the Saguenay to Lac-Saint-Jean and the Alcan aluminium operations. 
[> You've picked areas where I've lived (except Saskatoon, and Edmonton only for a month or two after I lost my right hand way back after 1st year university).  

But as with your career changes, my R&D days at work are ending... <]
So your CV sounded rather familiar - but what prompted your seemingly-uncharacteristic interest in climate science? 
[>  The following is from earlier notes and emails :  I had been thinking prior to 1999 that this big "CO2-climate" hype was another turkey from science land, (like the extremes of the dioxin panic, what may have been a lot of baloney with CFCs and the ozone layer, and many other health and environmental "politically-correct crusades).  It wasn't until I was pulled full-time into the preparation of the [Mining, Minerals, Metals] "Action Plan 2000" that I really took a closer look.  The science/scientists were far worse than I had feared.  

In short, I have "strayed away" from my main interest (neural networks, evolutionary computing, and several other bits & pieces of Computational Intelligence) for the last 11 to 13 years because I have been absolutely furious with government and academic scientists for the "Kyoto Premise" (...   the presumption that anthropogenic GHGs (CO2 mostly) [have had, are having, will have] a catastrophic impact on the climate, ergo the environment, ergo mankind    ...).  In the end, they may actually turn out to be right, although I very much doubt that.  To me, the important themes are NOT climate itself, but a cluster of concepts that I have been playing with, starting with detailed observations of the progress of several themes in science that have gone off the tracks :

1. Generality - the catastrophic failure of [rational, logical, scientific] thinking by essentially ALL scientists, for issues of great importance to the public, in politically-correct areas of science.  My gut feel is that less than 1 in 10,000 scientists is a "strong thinker" (strong definition lacking), and I am certainly not one of these. 

2. Locality - point 1 seems implausible, given that essentially all scientists can and do do good work.  his principal of locality is currently fuzzy, but starts with "narrow focus of expertise", adherence to established, standard approaches models and thinking, and essentially driven by strong beliefs in [fashions -> cults -> religions] of science.  The point here is that it 

3. Individual Behaviours -  Catastrophic failures of [rational, logical, scientific] are typically associated with [dishonest and/or dysfunctional and/or delinquent and/or hypocritical and/or back-stabbing and/or cowardly] behaviours, with respect to individual scientists.  We cannot prove which behaviours are really involved and to what degree, NOR DOES IT MATTER - they are to some extent equivalent in their effects, and as "powerless third parties", we can only resort to the same actions - i.e. treat their statements with a grain of salt (keeping in mind that behavoiurs do not prevent them from having the right answer or good ideas), and balance our sources of information with completely divergent schools of thought. 
4. Consensus behaviours -  With consensus beliefs, change the "and/or" to "and", as the rule rather than the exception.  Over "sufficiently long periods of time" (longer than the career lives of those who have built a scientific religion, and are in positions to defend them and to persecute challengers) 

5. Logic is extremely weak beyond its region of validity -  [Rational, logical, scientific] thinking is severely constrained (eg, one must know all key [input, intermediate, output] variables, can measure them precisely, can control the independent variables precisely in experiments, the mathematics must be tractable, etc, etc).  [Rational, logical, scientific] thinking works extremely well, and s often optimal, for relatively simple systems as addressed by classical "hard" sciences (which are actually very easy). To me, for even modestly complex DEAD systems, the constraints are violated enough such that, even though [rational, logical, scientific] thinking can be very helpful, it is not even honest to claim a "truth", and we should use a different phrase than "science" in these situations (complexity analysis).  For living systems and especially human systems, well, these are typically hopelessly beyond the regime of "hard truth".  The "soft sciences" (eg humanities, business, politics, religions etc) all operate beyond the constraints of logic, and are better prepared for dealing with resulting "truths" than scientists (i.e. with a heavy dose of salt and assumptions, beliefs).  

6. Computational Intelligence (NOT Artificial Intelligence (AI)!!!) - Is a key area that has influence my thinking, where [rational, logical, scientific] thinking have often been left pathetically in the dust, even though they have also added brilliantly to CI.  A very small sub-theme has been "...   Any system capable of [modeling, predicting, controlling] "suffciently complex systems" has as ONE of its critical systems (but not the only critical system) a stochastic process.  ..."  Russell Eberhart, known with Jim Kennedy for the development of Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO), disagreed with me - substituting "chaotic" rather than "stochastic".  Point taken, but I want the full range...

7. "False Frameworks of Logic" are a common failure (following from "logic is weak" outside its regime of applicability), and seem to be extremely difficult for us to recognize.  

8. Success -  "...   The reason for your success, as an individual, an organisation, a society, or a civilisation, has everything to do with cheating theory and game theory, and almost nothing to do with [rational, logical, scientific] thinking.  You can simply hire the people to do the latter, but you have to be in the game.  We live in competitive environments.   ..."

9. Universality of the theme -  Scientists pride themselves on their logic and general thinking, and they have been selected, educated, trained, and assessed on that basis.  Given their widespread failures, often at the introductory and simple levels (forget complexity! - it's rare this is handled well), I assume at this point that the failures of thinking and behaviours listed above are UNIVERSAL, that essentially ALL of homo sapiens is so affected/ afflicted.   Even the 1 in 10,000 ma not be consistent strong thinkers, only usually or occasionally ( I know great examples of that!!!).   Scientists make a great study group because of the public availability of their papers, and sometimes of their comments (magazines, books etc).  And becasue of the many examples of catastrophic, long-term failures of thinking. 
10. Multiple Conflicting Hypothesis - is the approach I try use to reduce the chances that I select a preferred theory,then magically become a believer, and through confirmational bias etc screen out anomalies, over-emphasize compliant data, models, conclusions...  that's because I may be worse than normal myself!  (Best to know one's own weaknesses) 
While these themes may seem dark, I actually think they lead to an optimistic and positive end-point.  If you assume that essentially all scientists behave as they and others claim (for example, the scientific method, logic etc), then reality is clearly very dark and disappointing.  But if you assume that we are all human, then its amazing how well things actually do work!  It's a bit like management theories that wash through periodically :  Organisations succeed amazingly well IN SPITE of management theories, more often than BECAUSE of them.  Just don't put people on pedestals - but we will anyways.  We did it with the Pharaohs, the kings, the feudal lords, the merchants of old, communist leaders, movie stars, and most recently scientists.  It's time we learn for the thousandth time - they are people too.  I wonder who will be put on pedestals next - I should develop a career there.

Having said that, biographies of scientists who were back-stabbed, and their ideas stolen by those who gained fame from them, is also a current theme of mine, but kind of on the back-burner - it comes up with each issue I look at!

Of course, as friends and colleagues have pointed out, it's much easier to assume that the problem is specific to me only, and there may be some truth to that <grin>.  I can assure you, none of the skeptics (climate, relativity, quantum mechanics, astronomy, mythology) agree with my thinking, nor perhaps do I.
<]


Kind regards, 

Phil Clark Australia 

enddoc
