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Climate change could cause 10 times as much damage to the
global economy as previously estimated, slashing output by as
much as 23 percent by the end of the century, a new research
paper from Stanford and Berkeley finds.
Looking at 166 countries between 1960 and 2010, the
researchers identified an optimal average annual temperature
that coincides with peak productivity. It's 55 degrees
Fahrenheit (13 degrees Celsius), or approximately the climate
http://www.newsmax.com/Newsfront/climatechangeeconomicoutput/2015/10/21/id/697378/
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Fahrenheit (13 degrees Celsius), or approximately the climate
of San Francisco's bay area. The paper appears in the new
issue of Nature.
Countries in the tropics, already hotter than this optimal
temperature, are likely to face the most dramatic economic pain
from warming, the study found. Countries at or just past the
55 degree annual average, like the U.S., China, and Japan, may
be increasingly vulnerable to losses as the temperature warms.
Northern countries well below the ideal average may see
benefits as opportunities open up for agriculture and industry.
Special: Could this alarming video cost the Democrats the White House
in 2016?

But this was the least robust finding. And even if the warming
improves the lot of Scandinavia and Canada, such nations may
not have many healthy trading partners left as others suffer.
Also, higher temperatures in northern countries don't take into
account changes in precipitation, more extreme weather, and
the many other risks in a warming world.
The authors made a clever end run around the biggest problem
at the core of climate science. There's only one Earth. Scientists
like to run "controls," situations that have identical conditions
to the experiment except for the one thing being studied.
Unfortunately for climate scientists, there's no second Earth,
filled with identical people doing identical things, where
greenhouse gas emissions aren't a problem.
So the study looks at national temperature records through
time. Instead of studying a warming Nigeria and a control
Nigeria, the scientists compared Nigerian economic output in
average years with that in warming years.
"If you have a lot of data on a lot of countries in a lot of years,
that allows you to start to distinguish the particular role of
temperature in economic performance," said Stanford's
Marshall Burke, the colead author.
Once they calibrated this analysis, the researchers took the
second step, applying it to the mostly widely accepted climate
change scenarios. They found that if the economies continue to
respond to heat the way they have in the past, most of the world
is in for a rough ride.
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What they are not doing,
Burke said, is making an
argument that temperature is
necessarily the most
important factor driving
national economies. "Climate
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is not fate," he said.
"Countries can do a lot, and
there many other factors beyond temperature that
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there many other factors beyond temperature that
matter," such as geography, culture, and governance
institutions.
Data from the study may challenge some assumptions made in
computer models of climate change and economics. Socalled
integrated assessment models have buried within their
calculations something called a "damage function," which
informs how bad, or benign, various changes might turn out.
The damage function suggested by the new data is five to 10
times as high as in commonly used models.
William Nordhaus of Yale is the creator of the Dynamic
Integrated Model of Climate and the Economy, probably the
most commonly used of the three major models. He has seen
the new Nature paper but said he would withhold judgment
until the statistical analysis of the data has been tested.
"Their findings are startling," said Trevor Houser, an energy
climate expert at the Rhodium Group, a research firm. "In their
basecase estimate, the global economic price tag is more than
20% of GDP, several times higher than previous estimates."
(Houser worked with one of the paper's authors, Solomon
Hsiang, on their recent study Economic Risks of Climate
Change, independent research funded in part by Bloomberg
Philanthropies.)
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Rational policymakers typically weigh the costs of climate
policy to the economy—carbon taxes, fuel efficiency standards,
subsidies—against the projected costs of doing nothing,
informed assumptions in the damage function of the climate
economic models. A dramatically higher damage function
changes the cost/benefit analysis and makes potential policies
that looked expensive yesterday much cheaper by comparison.
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Another takeaway from the study is that over the last six
decades, economies haven't adapted well to hotter
temperatures. "We're optimistic on adaptation and its longrun
potential," Burke said. "Looking historically, we don't see a lot
of evidence that we're good at that."
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Bill: Republicans 'Betrayed'

A cliche repeated in some scientific circles suggests that there
are three possible responses to climate change: mitigation (the
word wonks like to use instead of prevention), adaptation, and
suffering. If the new study means our mitigation efforts are
even weaker than previously thought, and we don't have a
proven track record of adaptation, are we setting ourselves up
for suffering?
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"That's exactly right," Burke said. "That's exactly right."
http://www.newsmax.com/Newsfront/climatechangeeconomicoutput/2015/10/21/id/697378/

3/12

12/22/2015

Climate Change Slams Global Economy in a New Study From Stanford and Berkeley

© Copyright 2015 Bloomberg News. All rights reserved.
Click Here to comment on this article
Short URL|Email Article|Comment|Contact|Print| A

Around the Web

A

What's This?

The #1 Vitamin Deficiency Damaging Your Brain
Miracle Shake Treats The Real Cause of E.D.
Eat These 4 Foods Before Bed for a Flatter Belly
Saudi Arabia Just Turned Their Back On Oil
Why Women Want Men More Than Twice Their Age

Recommended

The #1 BodyFat
Eating Hormone

Hillary Under Fire for
Social Security Benefits

Shocking Weight Loss
Trick Exposed

Lotto Winners Do This
Before Buying A Ticket

Trump: "How I Really
Built My Empire"

Obama Just Lost It
with Alan Greenspan's
Warning for Gold

Join the Newsmax Community
Register To Comment

Login To Comment

Please review Community Guidelines before posting a comment.

UPS

•

Ἴ SPONSORED

Reaching Out to Global Markets
It may be faster and easier to grow in existing markets, but
eventually everyone wants to find a new opportunity.
Learn More

Comments for this thread are now closed.

52 Comments

×

Newsmax

http://www.newsmax.com/Newsfront/climatechangeeconomicoutput/2015/10/21/id/697378/

4/12

12/22/2015

52 Comments

Newsmax

 Recommend

⤤ Share

RaulJ

Climate Change Slams Global Economy in a New Study From Stanford and Berkeley

Sort by Best

2 months ago

•
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Just look at the socialist / communistic country of Venezuela. Economic
Output has been slashed by 80 Percent, in our recent life time. People are
fighting for toilet paper. I'll bet they would trade "global warming" for
toilet paper.
2△
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2 months ago

The "climate" won't do a darn thing to any economy. The DAMAGE will come
from following idiot LIEberals over the cliff while they steal as much from our
pockets as they can in their never ending quest for totalitarianism and basic
hatred for themselves and mankind in general.
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If climate change were real, the last thing you would need is a scientist to tell you
that it was real.
It would be very obvious, you would be able to see it and feel it.
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What is most disturbing is that this stuff is being taught in schools as if it is
legitimate.
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right along with evolution, socialism/communism/, and a host of other
leftist ideals!
1△
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That is happening worldwide. The hype here is minor compared to
Europe, South and Central America. There it is literally a national
religion.
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The sky is falling,the sky is falling. The numbers are cooked. The numbers are
cooked.
Let these country s take some serious responsibility for their problems and impose
birth control measures on their mushrooming population who it seems are quite
unable to achieve competency in any area except for the Human reproductive
instinct.
Oh yeah and keep them from swarming all over North America and Europe for
no other reason than it amounts to permanent benefit and perpetual political
power and advantage to the Lib/Progs and [ aka the international wealthy
elite[NWO] finance and multinational corporations and Banks]
Sick and tired of the world's problems always becoming the US taxpayers
problems.
3△
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When you can't sell people the hype with fact, force it on them with fear of legal
http://www.newsmax.com/Newsfront/climatechangeeconomicoutput/2015/10/21/id/697378/
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When you can't sell people the hype with fact, force it on them with fear of legal
repercussions....LOL

The world is going mad and progressives
are leading the way. In the UK, a conference of judges recently met to
discuss the possibility of making it illegal to disagree with the idea
of climate change.
Judges plan to outlaw climate change ‘denial’
We might think that a semisecret,
international conference of top judges, held in the highest courtroom in
Britain, to propose that it should be made illegal for anyone to
question the scientific evidence for manmade global warming, was odd
enough to be worthy of frontpage coverage.
Last week I mentioned that the Prince
of Wales had sent a message to this conference calling for the UN’s
forthcoming climate meeting in Paris to agree on “a Magna Carta for the
see more
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The Brits have never really had free speech. But I wouldn't be surprised to
see that kind of movement here. Recall last year, John Kerry was
advocating penalties for deniers. We are about to reenter the dark ages,
following a bunch of absolute bumbling morons.
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Either, this is a first step toward the one world order...,
Or the judges realize they were DUPED, and now want to CTA!
1△
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• Share ›
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The Earth started as a molten mass at 1200deg C, has been
COOLING
for FOUR BILLION YEARS
and now at 12deg C.
HOAX!
.
.
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Why do liberal proclaim the negative effects of climate change? Things will shift,
areas where crops previously could not be grown will now be productive areas.
Warmer water will bring in new schools of fish and seafood. It is all about
instilling fear as when one is fearful they are easier to control and will believe
anything to alleviate their fears.
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HenryR > Mr. John

•
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Because the leftists, I am reluctant to award them the label of liberal, want
control of everything. This is not about climate and its effects, but is a tool
for them to control everyone and everything anyone does anywhere.
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Can't be said more clearly than that. It's not about the climate, it's
about the control.
By the way, be sure to register your guns because sometimes they
just go out and kill people.
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HenryR > Walt_H
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We do not have any choice about that nowadays. Whenever
you buy a new weapon, the government knows one way or
the other.
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Bingo. We have a winner.......
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Liberalism consists of a never ending series of gloom and doom crises. The
solution to each crisis is always the same. If we give more of our freedom and our
money to the government we will avert the impending disaster.
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Dward > Ehuud
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Never happens the way governments tell you it's gonna happen.
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The only way climate change could affect the global economy is when people
wake up and realize they have been taken and stop spending their money to
support these lies..
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Matha Facka
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2 months ago

Climate change is happening, and there isn't a dam thing any human can do to
prevent it, slow it, or keep it from occurring.
Any article about it is pure propaganda nothing more. We are at the mercy of
mother earth, not at the helm of it.
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"... slashing output by as much as 23 percent by the end of the century, a new
research paper from Stanford and Berkeley finds."
Another corrupt university.
The good news is that since we're currently above what they consider the
optimum temperature, the cooling trend that seems to be underway will help, at
least for a while.
You cannot make this shirt up.
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Congress investigating scientist who advocated RICO use for climate change
skeptics
Climate scientist Jagadish Shukla is now under congressional investigation.
On Monday, the Republican chairman of the House Committee on Science,
Space and Technology sent a letter to the attorney for the decorated George
Mason University climate dynamics professor, calling for financial details
regarding the Institute of Global Environment and Society, which Shukla heads.
http://www.newsmax.com/Newsfront/climatechangeeconomicoutput/2015/10/21/id/697378/
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Rep. Lamar Smith, RTexas,
said the committee is conducting an investigation into a series of
grants “worth millions of dollars” into nonprofits established by Shukla
and by what Smith’s letter calls “an egregious use of taxpayer money.”
Watchdog left two messages with Shukla’s office Monday and
Tuesday, but did not receive a response. Two voicemail messages were
also left for his attorney that went unreturned.
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• Share ›

joedogggs

•

2 months ago

This is why I hate our government I wish Obama and his perverted minions catch
aids and die
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Just Joe > joedogggs

•
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I prefer they catch ebola, much more painful.
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2 months ago

Man oh man how long are they going to push this nonsense
1△
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• Share ›

Walt_H > joedogggs

•

2 months ago

Until one of the catastrophes they have CAUSED  say the upending of
the Middle East and the flooding of the west with refugees or maybe a
nuclear war or could it be just economic collapse  happens.
The good news is we won't have to be bothered by climate change talk for
more than another two or three years; maybe a lot less. The next 12
months or so is prime territory for the stuff that could come from evilbut
competent governments, terrorist groups, etc.
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thoughtsonthat > joedogggs

•

2 months ago

Until the populous is fully indoctrinated.

△ ▽
GBUG

• Share ›

2 months ago

•

These are the same type of educated weather forecasters that be positive if it will
rain or be sunny tomorrow 100% of the time and they want me to believe they
know what will be happening 85 years from now. Guess they can wait to see if
they are right, but the other 95% of us won't be around to find out.
JAO
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Just Joe > GBUG

•

2 months ago

THAT is the plan.....

△ ▽
gazoo

•

• Share ›

2 months ago

Stop with this B.S. fear mongering. Climate change, global warming, the downfall
of humanity, a return to the dark ages, whatever you want to call it today has got
to stop. The predictions are just thatguesses on a potential outcome that
COULD happen if all the variables happen in accordance with these scientific
hypotheses. Any further actions by governments will only consttrict the economies
of every nation on earth. Our planet is not some sissy rock floating around in
space, inhabited by an ever growing,needy bunch of parasites. It is a living,
vibrant,everchanging platform.
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The mythology of human caused climate change/global warming is the greatest
evil fraud since Darwin and Marx peddled their unscientific fictional fantasies as
real science and had to redefine science to do it. And our Pavlovian trained
media dogs are too brainwashed to have a sound rational thought in their
vacuous little heads. These wackos don't care what happens to people they
contend there is are too many of us on the earth now. Pretty soon these
Demoncrats will have a Wannsee Confrence.
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Forced2Rename
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Another in the continuing effort to convince the weak minded that global
warming is real and a threat to humans. Foolishness in its entirety.
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2 months ago

•

"researchers identified an optimal average annual temperature that coincides
with peak productivity."

Another group of useful id!ots now claiming there is an "optimum" temperature
"outside" for everyone who actually works "inside"?
Everyone of these 'researchers' should be fired and all funding pulled forthwith.
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Overreaction to the Anthropogenic Climate Change hoax has already cost 23% of
the global economy conservatively speaking. Just the elevated prices of gasoline
and diesel alone have come near that level, then consider the ripple effects of
higher cost of transporting all goods, higher energy costs in manufacturing,
higher regulatory compliance costs, costs of related unemployment, higher food
production costs, higher water pumping and disposal costs, ... It goes on and on,
and it promises to get much worse.
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Recall, in 2009, when Obama stated his belief that $8 gasoline, like they
have throughout Europe, is an acceptable target level for the U.S. in order
to deal with climate change.
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Well in 1960 they told us Lake Erie was dead and would take several generations
to recover. Commercial fishing returned in 1980.
They told us in the 1980s we were entering a new ice age. I guess that didn't
generate enough political change.
Hollywood told us that HAL would go rouge by 2001. and instead we have to rely
on the Russians for our space program. Who would ever have thought?
They told us the world could never produce enough food for the increases in
population growth. Hmm, seems to have not been true.
Yep our global scientific community and their Hollywood media types have
missed the boat on just about every prediction.
So why would you listen? Especially, why would you take these as gospel truths
and impose government policies on everyone?
Tell you what...let's leave government out of this entire process. Besides,
governments can't respond quick enough when the predictions turn out to be
wrong. But orivate enterprise can  and does!!!
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Of course this BS story is based on BS computer models again.
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We CANNOT CONTROL how the SUN operates !!!!
Therefore, we cannot control the weather ......PERIOD.
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This story is pure "unadulterated" BULL$HIT
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bobm

• Share ›
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Why are there 10 times more lying, cheating bleeding heart liberals sticking their
paws in to steal money on this myth?
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• Share ›
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Who came up with the idiotic idea that Climate Change is a bad thing?
Why is there a negative connotation with Climate Change?
Our earth is covered with undrinkable sea water  75% of it. Well how do we get
water that we can drink? The sun evaporates the sea water into clouds, which in
turn falls as rain; drinkable water. So the earth warming up is the earth's way of
supplying us with more drinking water  you know; the stuff of life.
I promote climate change. I celebrate it, I have no reason to fear it. The only
people that fear it are the ones not smart enough to figure out for themselves that
the powers that be will use ANY situation to further their stranglehold of power
that they currently wield.
Climate Change is happening, there isn't a darn thing you can do about it, but
don't worry, it is for the best. It is to further the survival of the human race. Who
fears the survival of the human race? Those who want to destroy it. So the next
time someone tells you we need to fear climate change, do us all a favor and
promptly remove them from this earth, for the good of all man kind.

△ ▽

• Share ›

HenryR

•
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If you are sincere about limiting "climate change," especially warming
temperatures, then you should think about attenuating the amount of sunlight
reaching the surface of Earth. The focus of this effort should be on the equatorial
region of Earth, which falls between the Tropic of Cancer and the Tropic of
Capricorn. Several million Mylar® balloons should do the trick quite nicely. They
will not need but a gram or so of gas and can be very lightly aluminized. Be
advised, however, that before you proceed with such a project that thought needs
to be given to how the process might be reversed quickly. You could well trigger
an ice age with such a trick.
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I think you will find that nature is more resilient much more responsive to
attempts to quickly upset equilibrium.
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Perhaps you're right, but I really and truly do not believe that there
will be any major problems with my proposal. It is based on facts.
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• Share ›
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I don't believe your proposal is based on all the facts. There
are far too many unknowns and far too many technical
http://www.newsmax.com/Newsfront/climatechangeeconomicoutput/2015/10/21/id/697378/
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are far too many unknowns and far too many technical
problems to overcome even if it were sound science. For
instance, given the shadow created and the increased
temperature differentials associated, extreme high winds
would be created, making it impossible to maintain an
anchoring system. I can think of several more, but I believe
you get the point.
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I am not saying that the balloons should be deployed inside
the atmosphere, but in space. Their shadows will not be
detectable to the human eye, but they will limit the amount
of energy reaching the equatorial band of Earth.
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How do you propose to obtain geosynchronous orbit? As
the diameter of the circle increases (further from earth), so
does the quantity of "balloons", yielding a monstrously large
control problem, both in orbital fidelity and group
geometry.
Grand scale projects, especially those involving the entire
earth, are not feasible. It is interesting to think about,
nonetheless.
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I do not propose to control the balloons at all. Just let them
float about freely as they orbit.
The real trouble with this idea is that it will work by
reducing the amount of heat reaching Earth from the sun,
triggering an ice age.
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No, the real problems with this idea are that it is not
economically feasible, is not technologically feasible and
cannot be controlled.
If the "balloons" are free to move about, they will not
maintain their orbit. They will also not remain distributed
in any manner that would have the desired effect. Any
contact with any space debris (including dust) will skew the
orbit.
We also have the problem with how to get them in orbit in
the first place.
But let's just look at the number of these balloons needed.
Assumptions:
27,000 mile diameter (24,000 + (1500 x2))
2,000 mile width of the band to cover the tropics
10 miles depth of the band
10,000 square foot surface area of each balloon
30 foot depth of each balloon
That would require 832,384,808,300,000 balloons. That is
832 trillion balloons. Let that sink in.
Now do you understand?
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