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JANUARY 2021 SUNSPOTS

by Miles Mathis

First published February 2, 2021
The mainstream continues to fake the sunspot counts by shocking margins, getting worse each month.
They just reported an average today of 10.4 for January, but using their own published charts I got the

number 40.6. You can follow along at Solen.info, where all these charts are published.

I will show you some of the worst and most obvious fudges. We start on January 14™:
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Note the reported spot count is zero. But we can see obvious spots in at least two areas. I see about
five spots in two areas, which, given their method, should give us a number of 25. Not zero, but 25.
However, there is something even more fishy here.  See the previous image for Jan. 13, in section
S6688? We can see that there were even more spots there on the previous day. But if we go back to
the published charts for Jan. 13, this is what we find:


https://solen.info/solar/old_reports/
http://milesmathis.com/updates.html
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Nothing. No listing for that area S6688. It has been deleted, but they forgot to delete it from the page
for Jan. 14. We just caught them hiding data, and hiding many sunspots.

Here's another example: we go to the charts for January 1:
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In the first position, we see that huge conglomeration of spots they were undercounting in December.
It is still in view, and they are still undercounting it. They count it as one, but it should be counted as



about 13. But something else is even more fishy. If we go to January 2:
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We find a current image for that area denied us, and a note that says the spot rotated out of view. But
that isn't true, since a spot on the limb can't rotate out of view that fast. The sun isn't rotating that fast.
But they obviously want to get that big spot off the charts as soon as possible. If the spot is out of
view, why not publish a picture of that area to prove it? How hard would that be?

If we check the Solar wind (SW) data for January, as a check upon the sunspot activity and general
Solar activity, we find January was very much like December, with the same up and down cycles
(though not in the same places). The monthly max and mins are about the same, peaking several times
near 800, and the densities are both about 10. I assume they aren't faking the Solar wind data, since it
is less prominent. That data tells us that January might have seen a small fall-off, in the range of my
numbers. But we certainly wouldn't expect a crash in the numbers like we saw in the mainstream
reports. According to my independent analysis of mainstream reports, the sunspot number fell from
the upper 40s to about 40. While the mainstream is reporting a fall from 21.8 to 10.4. That's a straight
push of data of almost 300%!

I will show you some more examples from January. On Jan. 22 there was a huge amount of activity,
and the mainstream reported 9 spots in three areas for a sunspot count of 39. Here is the posted chart:
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As you see, another big conglomeration of spots had come into view on the 16™ and was now moving
across the Sun. We would expect it to give us spots for the rest of the month, but it peters out by the
24™  This is a bit suspicious, but not beyond the realm of possibility. But I post this chart for another
reason. The spots in several regions are wildly miscounted, including that one. SWPC/USAF tells us
they see only two, but do you see only two? No, those are huge spots, so they can't count as only one
each. The count should be more like 15. Same for area 12799, which is listed as only two when it
should be about ten. And if there are five in 12798, then there should be one in S6705 and S6708.
That gives us 32 spots in five areas, and a total of 85 spots, not 39. A rather spectacular miss.

And why are we now relying on the USAF to count sunspots for us? Are you relieved to find the
military involved here? I'm not. And this is new. Previously those numbers were reported by SWPC,
NOAA, or NASA, not the USAF. So it looks like the Air Force has taken over anti-Miles propaganda
here. Not surprising, since Kirtland AFB up the road in Albuquerque had been running projects against
me for years. See Rational Wiki, if you don't believe me. Those guys admit they are at Kirtland, and
they specialize in baseless slander, with me as one of their top targets.

We see a very similar thing on the 25", where they find a raw count of 6 and a total of 26. But there
may be as many as 77 on that day, giving them a miss above 50.

For another big miss, let us look at January 28:
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As you see, the report tells us no spots, though we have seven active areas, four of which had spots on
the previous day. The Air Force has deleted four current pictures, so we have an obvious hiding of data
here. So I will assume each of those areas has at least one spot. We see a spot for ourselves in the last
image, and possibly as many as five. We can also see multiple spots in S6713, giving us at least 66
spots on a day when zero were reported.

So, in summation, it now looks like the USAF is to blame for this mess. The military has ridden in and
taken over sunspot reporting, for some reason. The only possible reason is that they wish to continue to



bury me. I am beating them on all fronts, so the only thing they have left is extreme data manipulation
of this sort. Pretty sad.






