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DUE DILIGENCE
• Where does the theory of anthropogenic climate change 

originate? 
• What are the foundations of the theory? 
• What are the first principles? 
• What is the basic physics?
• It all rests upon the idea of a “climate greenhouse effect” 
• Where does this come from? How does it work?
• What is the origin of the theory of the climate greenhouse 

effect?



ORIGINS OF CLIMATE CHANGE

• The following diagrams represent introductory pedagogy 
and peer-reviewed literature for understanding the basic 
features of the climate and the greenhouse effect of 
climate science:

• Roy Spencer (PhD climatology): “It's the starting 
point for all of climate science, and no 
credentialed skeptic I know of disputes it.”





INITIAL PREMISES
• Mike Hockney: “If your initial premises are invalid, then 

everything which follows from those premises is likewise 
corrupted.”

• Is it relevant, or a potential problem, that climate science 
starts with flat lines for the Earth?
• Is this ontologically valid mathematics, for the whole Earth?
• Does it correspond to ontologically empirically-possible reality?

• Let’s use a sphere for the Earth instead and see if it makes 
a difference? Can it even be done?





COMPARISON
• It IS possible to use a spherical Earth for a 

pedagogical energy budget for use in understanding 
the basic features of the climate

• What difference does it make? Any?
• Is ontological mathematics relevant to understanding 

physics and our world, or not?
• Is there such a thing as correct mathematics 

corresponding to reality, or is any math always correct 
for physics?





INCREDIBLE GASLIGHTING
• Eric Donovan: “Joe, you are dangerous and ill-informed. Words cannot express 

my disrespect for your criticism of climate science flat Earth.”

• Scott Simmons: “Joe’s theory fits every definition of a crank theory. It’s 
obviously absurd, violates known laws of physics, and is propped up by 
Postma’s ego, rather than evidence.”

• Jordan Holmes: “A flat line can definitely represent a sphere - what are you 
talking about? Meanwhile you are the one treating the earth as if it is fully 
illuminated everywhere at once, which is only possible if it were flat. You are 
the flat earther and ranting about how everyone else is.”

• BN: “Completely batshit crazy and they cannot recognize it.” (parasitically infested minds)



FYI: If this is something which someone refuses to answer directly with yes/no, and if someone is claiming that there's no difference here, and that I am making 
no point here, then that someone is full-blown Earth-enemy and imposter, faker, hijacker, enemy of the entire Ontological Mathematics and Illuminist 
movement and total enemy not only of humanity but also of all life on Earth. They’re from the parasite race.

DO NOT FOLLOW anyone who claims that Ontological Mathematics falls on the side of mainstream science and climate change theory. Hockney did not spend 
years writing millions of words rubbishing and trashing scientism to its absolute core and debunking the entire materialist midwit retard-peer-review 
enterprise, just to have fakers and imposters and hijackers turn around and pretend that Illuminism actually supports it.

This is being brought to you as a test, and anyone with a wholesome heart and mind can pass it and prove they’re not a parasite, because all that they have to 
do is to comprehend and directly acknowledge that the Earth is not flat and that therefore anti-CO2 climate change theory is bogus. 

As simple as this test is, you will find those who refuse to engage it, who are entirely and utterly incapable of providing an answer to this graphic, or, if they do 
provide an answer, it comes with some sort of justification for flat Earth theory. Such people have such incredibly diseased and parasite-infected minds that, if 
you simply examine the end-point of their philosophy, it amounts to them representing some form of "alien" self-destructive mental parasite which aims to kill 
us all.

BEWARE of the people who pretend that Illuminism and Ontological Mathematics is not entirely on the side of rejecting modern science and its ridiculous 
theories, including that of the flat Earth theory of anthropogenic climate change. 

Ontological Mathematics is entirely behind debunking this absolute fraud and mockery of supposed "scientific" thinking, and Ontological Mathematics and 
Illuminism has entirely informed and cultivated the analysis which has been presented to you on this topic, as for example in the attached image, and in my 
books, etc.

The wondrous Greek philosopher and mathematician Eratosthenes, who was a polymath skilled in mathematics, geography, poetry, astronomy, and music 
theory, was also the chief librarian at the Library of Alexandria. This likely means that he was a Pythagorean and Grand Master or at least a high-adept of 
Illuminism and Ontological Mathematics. Eratosthenes was the first person to calculate the circumference of the Earth to remarkable accuracy, meaning that he 
understood that the Earth is a sphere. It is therefore the greatest mockery possible to find hijackers and imposters pretending that Ontological Mathematics 
supports flat Earth theory in climate alarm science.



PARADOX
• In sci-fi, ex. Star Trek TNG, paradox is one of the most common 

genres of story-generation. (Sherlock Holmes) Why?
• Because a paradox is impossible, and the impossible cannot exist
• Therefore, the existence of a paradox, of the impossible, indicates a purpose 

or a valid rational mechanism which created it – it only seems impossible
• This necessitates a pursuit to comprehend its nature – “outside the box” 
• “Why does this rift in the space-time continuum exist?” What to do about it?

• The showcased comments are a rift in the space-time 
continuum. THEY ARE IMPOSSIBLE. They are not possible.
• Therefore, they have an explanation, a purpose, a reason. What is it?



THE PURPOSE IS THE END POINT
• There are movements arrayed which wish to commit to 

mass-scale geoengineering & “solar radiation management” 
for the sake of a purported threat of climate change
• Due to climate change, we must engage in global geoengineering and solar 

radiation management and CO2 removal
• Which is also anthropogenic climate change, but this is climate change to 

stop climate change

• Removing CO2 and blocking sunlight has a risk of ending all 
life on Earth – way worse climate change than AGW
• Are we sure that we need to geoengineer Earth in this way!?





THE ONTOLOGICAL YES OR NO
• The difference between flat Earth pedagogy in understanding the 

basic features of the climate, vs. a spherical Earth approach, is this 
simple distinction:
• Flat Earth: The climate IS NOT created nor sustained by the Sun with -180C heating

• Therefore a greenhouse effect is postulated to create the climate
• Sphere Earth: The climate IS created and sustained by the Sun with +1210C heating

• Therefore there is no need to postulate a greenhouse effect to create the climate
• Even simpler: Is there a difference between -180C and +1210C for solar input?

• Is there a difference between these two positions?
• The climate science academics & supporters say NO, and they insult you for asking, 

will tell you that your sphere is a flat line and therefore wrong, and that their flat 
line is a sphere and therefore correct, & accuse you of harassment for 
mathematically explaining the difference – they’re politely doing pseudoscience



SUPPORT THIS WORK!
BTC: 1EeURvMjtGUxznP44cM6iSdDAqzjNUJFr8

https://www.paypal.com/paypalme/joepostma

https://www.givesendgo.com/ontologicalmathematics
• Develop a whole new curriculum with ontological mathematics, Form 

of the Good, etc., principles embedded from the start, high IQ
• No woke perversions, no secrets from parents, no “critical” theories
• Diet, hygiene, health, relationships, culture, style

https://www.givesendgo.com/ontologicalmathematics
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