MY science agrees with this summation of Michael Mann. YOUR pseudoscience
and sub-prime science regards him as a climate hero, and worships his proven
scientific missteps. http:/fwww.steynoniine.com/7099 fwhat-a-piece-of-work-on-mann

6. Finally, let me quote Pointman, (http:/thepointman.wordpress.com/2015/06/26/there-can-
be-no-doubt-now/) whose words below are entirely redolent and descriptive of

both you and your pernicious, dishonest and hateful letter.

Quotel' SCLENCE LS your whore, and you will
ride her as you see fit.”



auote2 'Get Your head stratght avout these
people; they're nothing better than just cheap
street-corner hoods in thousand dollar suits
pretending to ve respectable.”

Yours faithfully
Dr Geoff Derrick
Consultant Geologist
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Edward

EU Finalizes Climate Position, Congressman Boycotts Pope, and more
Monday, September 21, 2015 8:04:30 AM




National Day of Action: Join the People's Climate Movement today at 11 am ET for a
tele-press conference with key leaders from around the country working on a
“National Day of Action” on October 14. Join the call by dialing 877-876-9177 with
the conference ID “Clean.”

Climate Week NYC: Today marks the beginning of the seventh Climate Week NYC, which
brings together global leaders in business, government, and society who are leading the
climate movement. Climate week is September 21-28. Find the full schedule of events
and learn more details here.



EU Unites for Binding Global Climate Deal: The European Union has finalized its climate

and energy plan ahead of the Paris conference in December. Under the plan, the bloc
has pledged to peak carbon emissions by 2020 and to reduce total emissions 50% by 2050
from 1990 levels. The EU's plan also includes recommendations for the international
community, including a call for carbon neutrality by 2100. The global agreement should
also be legally binding and allow nations to revise their positions every five years,
according to the EU plan. (Carbon Pulse, The Guardian, Bloomberg, RTCC, Politico

Pro $, Reuters, Wall Street Journal $)

Congressman Willing to Skip Pope to Not Hear About Climate Change: Rep. Paul Gosar
of Arizona will be boycotting Pope Francis’s address to Congress because he thinks the
pope sounds like a “leftist politician.” Gosar expects, as most do, that Pope Francis will
speak about the moral imperative to address human-driven climate change. Gosar is a
career climate change denier and wants Francis to stick to “standard Christian theology.
” Other opponents of President Obama’s climate plans will be in attendance for the
Pope’s speech and even conservative think-tank the Heartland Institute thinks Gosar will
be atone in his boycott. (Financial Times S, National Journal, The Hill, AP, Politico

_Pro $, Think Progress, Mother Jones)



Stars Don Green Ribbons for Climate Awareness: Many celebrities sported green
ribbons at last night’s Emmy awards in support of #demandclimateaction,the Natural
Resources Defense Council's campaign of support for President Obama’s climate plan.
This show of support is the latest in a slew of celebrity efforts to promote awareness
around climate change and environmental issues. (New York Times S, Hew Yark Daily

News, Mic News, Financial Express, Elle, Seattle Pl, Entertainment Weelly, Newsweek,
Business Standard)

2]
US News

e Week-old Valley Fire at 74,500 acres and 50 percent containment: Cal Fire (AR)

e Exxon responds to InsideClimate News (On the Media)

e Climate change skeptics attack Pope Francis in Philadelphia (Philadelphia
Enguirer)

e As fires grow, a new landscape appears in the West (New York Times $)

e Global summit highlights crucial role of forests in climate change, economic
development efforts (Summit County Citizens Voice)

e US Catholics expected to turn out in force for Pope Francis (Reuters)

e NC lawmakers pass budget that largely kills renewable energy tax credit (SNL
Financial)

e Global warming's health impacts hit northern Arizona (Arizona Daily Sun)



Seven years later, Obama still mum on Keystone (McClatchy)

Climate researchers plan glider mission to edge of space (Climate Central)

US crude tumbles 5%, Wall Street selloff offsets rig data (Reuters)

Clinton would support end to oil export ban only with concessions (Reuters, The
_Hill, Politico Pro $)

Shell won’t produce oil from Arctic until 2030 (The Hill)

Climate change gets last-minute nod in new Miami-Dade budget (Miami Herald)
wind turbines transforming southern horizon (Osage County Herald-Chronicle)
Environmentalists expanding legal campaign to stop coal mining over climate
change (AP)

Gibson, GOP peers call for climate change action (Times Herald-Record)
Mayors sign proclamation and pledge to reduce climate risks (|B Times $)
Lawmakers to hear Pope, but will they listen? (Wall Street Journal $)
Republican predicts he won’t be alone with pope boycott (The Hill)

New California wildfire: 1 dead In Monterey County as blazes continue (IB Times S)
Sponges akin to redwoods of the sea crowding out corals on Florida reefs (Los
_Angeles Times $)

An Oklahoma of oil at risk as debt shackles US shale drillers (Bloomberg)

UNL tries to help farmers plan for climate change (AP)

Oakland longshore workers oppose shipping coal at new terminal (Contra Costa
_Times)

Midwest wind energy to get projected lift from climate change, study says
(Phys.org)

NRG to split off renewable businesses, pay down debt (Wall Street Journal )

World News

No poverty, hunger in 15 years? UN sets sweeping new goals (AP)

Green funds beat ‘black’ funds over 2 years (Financial Times $)

85% of British power can be via renewables by 2030, says Greenpeace (The
_Guardian)

o Minister to consider Kiribati family's plea (Radio New Zealand)

Coal industry losing the PR battle on climate change: BHP exec (Ihe

_Guardian, Australian Broadcasting Company, Phys.org, Wall Street Journal $)
What can we expect from India’s climate change plan? (RTCC, Economic Times)
Fossil fuel subsidies down; ‘ample scope' for more cuts - OECD (Reuters)

Wind could meet a quarter of EU's energy needs by 2030 (E&E News S)

Will the UK phase out coal in a decade? (The Guardian)

From Oregon to Johannesburg, micro-hydro offers solution to drought hit cities
(The Guardian)

Indonesia arrests seven company executives for illegal forest fires (Straits Times,
VICE News)

Carbon pricing schemes double since 2012 in climate fight - World Bank (Reuters,
Bloomberg, Financial Times S, RICC, Business Green)

African Development Bank seeks to spur $55 billion for energy (Bloomberg)
Pakistan ordered to enforce climate law by Lahore court (RICC)

This US lab just agreed to help China use even more renewable energy (Ihink
Progress)

Syria climate study warned Assad of drought dangers in 2010 (RTCC)

Asthma could be worsened by energy-efficient homes, warns study (The Guardian)
Plunging oil prices put question mark over $1.5 trillion of projects (Financial Times
9

Turnbull government signals new approach to climate policy (The Guardian,



Business Spectator)
e Blankets can no longer stop glacier melting (The Times §)
e Pacific Islanders plead for urgent climate action as seas rise (Bloomberg)

e What Exxon knew about climate change (New Yorker, Bill McKibben column)

e A wet winter won’t save California (New York Times, Noah S, Diffenbaugh and
_Christopher B. Field op-ed $)

e Our warmest summer (and almost definitely our warmest year) on-record,
visualized (Washington Post, Philip Bump column $)

e Pope heads to climate talks as rare word - optimism - surfaces (Bloomberg, Alex
Nussbaum column)

e Views of the Church as "in touch" soar; Most see real change under Francis (ABC
News. Julie Phelan column)

e Here's how insane this year's fire season has been (VICE News, Darren Ankrom
Column)

e Climate change becomes a matter of mental health (Portland Press Herald, Mary
Pols column)

e The forgotten project that could have saved America from drought (Buzzfeed,
Michelle Nijuis column)

e The largest green roof in the world will sit on top of this dying California mall



(Coexist, Adele Peters column)

Can smart phones help ease global warming? (Forbes, James Conca column)
Another federal scientist fired in Harper's ongoing war on science (National
Observer, Jeff Stuart op-ed)

Republican candidates embrace science! (Huffington Post, Matthew Chapman op-
ed)

e The (fake) meat revolution (New York Times, Nicholas Kristof column $)

e The enormous social cost of cheap coal (Atlantic, Eric Jaffe column)

Clean air leaders: The U.S. and China put the heat on other nations (Pittsburgh
Post-Gazette editorial)

Hillary Clinton puts White House ‘on notice,’ will announce Keystone opinion ‘soon’
(Bloomberg. Jennifer Epstein column)

Jeb Bush's marijuana use pales compared to the threat his own kids face from
climate change (Eorbes, Ken Silverstein column)

Arctic drilling is stupid business, says new |EA Chief (EcoWatch, Sarah Lazare
column)

Exxon advertised against climate change for decades after top executives knew
burning fossil fuels would warm the planet (EcoWatch, Cindy Baxter op-ed)
This new study shows how the media makes people climate change cynics - and
what they can do differently (Media Matters, Denise Roberts column)

The house that could save the world (Politico, Sara Solovitch column)
Candidates shouldn't wait to address climate change (CBS News, Mark Thoma
column)

A simple climate change plan that could actually benefit the owners of coal
(Eorbes, Adam Ozimek column)

GOP climate change deniers plan their retreat (Huffington Post, Alan Farago
column)

Arctic leaders to Congress: Oil development in Alaska is a human rights issue
(Think Progress, Natasha Geiling column)

What you need to know about California’s destructive wildfire season {#ashable,
Marcus Gilmer & Andrew Freedman column)

Is a 100 per cent renewables-powered world really possible? (Business Green,
~James Murray column $)

Economic growth is the key to saving the planet (The Telegraph, Owen Paterson
op-ed S)

Is the pope changing minds on climate change? Survey says: meh. (Vox, David
Roberts column)

Climate change affects young patients (Pensacola News Journal, Lynn Ringenberg
op-ed $)

In an era of climate change, Arizona needs the Clean Power Plan (Arizona Capital
Times, Pedro Lopez op-ed)

Minnesota’s prescription for cleaner power: Make sure public-health aspect is
considered (MinnPost, Robert Moffitt op-ed)

Texas' opportunity for cleaner air (Longview News-Journal, Vik Yerma)



Volley of Attacks at Racketeering Suggestion

On September 1st, a group of scientists quietly sent a letter to President Obama, the US
Attorney General and the Head of the Office of Science and Technology Policy. In the

letter, the scientists asked them to use the powers of the Racketeer Influenced and

Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO) to investigate the companies and organizations
responsible for propagating climate denial.

RICO was designed to stop organized crime, but it was most famously used against
tobacco companies due to their efforts to deceive the public about the dangers of
smoking. Given the well-documented parallels between tobacco tactics and those

of fossil fuel companies (e.g. Merchants of Doubt), the scientists' request seems
reasonable. After all—as we learned recently—companies like Exxon knew full well that

their product influenced the global climate before pouring millions into efforts to tell
the public otherwise.

While the media is only now reporting on the letter (triggered by a brief
_Politico mention), a high-profile lawyer and professor, Philippe Sands, has

made a similar call, asking the International Court of Justice to "settle the scientific
dispute” on climate change.



Unsurprisingly, deniers are not happy about these calls for investigation. Theyre
scrambling for a defense, but finding none, they've instead gone on the offensive.

The most entertaining read comes from Lubos Motl, who makes a number of interesting
claims with his trademark hyperbole and lack of self-awareness. He accuses all but one
of the letter signatories of being "hired in order to increase" the number of signers;

he suggests one of the signers of sleeping with Fidel Castro; and he says the

scientists' claim is akin to Nazi claims about Jews being criminal, and that Naomi
Oreskes "is a dishonest and hateful Marxist shrew."

After this, Motl suggests that it is the letter signers who are “clearly misunderstanding
how disagreements may be solved among scientists in civilized societies."

That's right, after invoking Nazis and accusing those in the scientific community of
bribery, sleeping with Castro and being a lying shrew, it's the scientists who are uncivil
for thinking organizations should not be allowed to lie to the public. About the only
thing that can be said to Motl's credit is that he didn’t call anyone a prostitute.

View thi .

Make Climate Nexus Hot News part of your wake-up routine: Click here to subscribe.

Send updates or feedback to Bridgette Burkholder at info@climatenexus.org.
Some atticles require logins or subscriptions ($).
Copyright Climate Nexus 2015.

unsubscribe from Ihis lis] update sUNSCHplaN prefarancas
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From: Majkut, Joseph (Whitehouse)

To: Cang Hark: Bamy £lngar

Cc: Edward W Maibach; Kevin Trenberth; J Shukla; 5
Patricia M. MclLaughlin@ostp.cop.gov; Paul A Dirmeyer; Paul S Schopf; David M. Straus; Edward Sarachik; Mike.
Wallace; Robock Alan; Kalnay Eugenia; Kirtman Ben; Dr. Bill Lau; i i
Misra; inson; Biasutti Michela; ;

Subject: RE: Letter to President, AG, and OSTP Director

Date: Monday, September 21, 2015 11:50:29 AM

| agree that this is a useful clarification. Thanks for sending.

From: Cane Mark [mailto:mcane@Ideo.columbia.edu]

Sent: Sunday, September 20, 2015 12:37 PM

To: Barry Klinger

Cc: Edward W Maibach; Kevin Trenberth; J Shukla; John_P._Holdren@ostp.eop.gov;
Patricia_M._McLaughlin@ostp.eop.gov; Paul A Dirmeyer; Paul S Schopf; David M. Straus; Edward
Sarachik; Mike Wallace; Robock Alan; Kalnay Eugenia; Kirtman Ben; Dr. Bill Lau; Professor T.N.
Krishnamurti; Dr. Vasubandhu Misra; Dr. Robert Dickinson; Biasutti Michela; Goddard Lisa; Dr. Alan
Betts; Sheldon Whitehouse; Majkut, Joseph (Whitehouse); Quint, Lara (Judiciary-Dem)

Subject: Re: Letter to President, AG, and OSTP Director

Thanks Barry. This is very well done.

I do have misgivings about invoking RICO, which may too easily lead to civil liberty abuses.
At the same time, all this outrage from climate doubters would seem legitimate if they had
expressed similar outrage when Mike Mann and others were being harassed.

best, mark

On Sep 19, 2015, at 1:07 PM, Barry Klinger <klinger@cola.iges.org> wrote:

Dear RICO Letter signers,

Never happy about other people defining and

mischaracterizing

my position, I put together a little postscript to the
RICO

letter. FPFeedback on what I wrote is welcome.

. 30/ ~bkli i s, Y

=8 B K

On 9/17/2015 5:19 PM, Edward W Maibach wrote:

From Marc Morano at Climate Depot:

Debate no more!



Jailed for scientific
dissent?! Twenty

| climate scientists,
including Top UN
scientist, call for
RICO investigation
of climate skeptics
in letter to Obama |
Climate Depot

Top UN scientist Dr. Kevin
Trenberth and 19 other scientists
have become so tired of debating
global warming that they are now
apparently seeking to jail those
who disagree with them. One of
thesc...

Read more...

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

www.climatechangecommunication.ong

From: Kevin Trenberth <trenbert@ucar.edu>

Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2015 11:45 AM

To: Cane Mark; J Shukla

Cc: John_P._Holdren@ostp.eop.gov;
Patricia_M,_Mclaughlin@ostp.eop.gov; Edward W Maibach; Paul A
Dirmeyer; Professor Barry Klinger; Paul S Schopf; David M. Straus;
Edward Sarachik; Mike Wallace; Robock Alan; Kalnay Eugenia; Kirtman
Ben; Dr. Bill Lau; Professor T.N. Krishnamurti; Dr. Vasubandhu Misra; Dr.
Robert Dickinson; Biasutti Michela; Goddard Lisa; Dr. Alan Betts; Sheldon
Whitehouse; Joseph Majkut; Lara Quint

Subject: Re: Letter to President, AG, and OSTP Director

From Climate Nexus:



Documenting Dangers, Doing Nothing: Exxon supported scientists
conducted pioneering research into fossil fuels' role in climate
change back in the 1970s. But when scientists warned management
that addressing climate issues through policy change could affect
their profitability, Exxon began a decades-long campaign to discredit
the research. The second in a multi-part series from InsideClimate
News reveals how an early culture of elite scientific exploration was
abandoned by a corporate agenda that sought to hide the truth and
cover up the potentially catastrophic implications of business-as-

usual. (News: InsideClimate News, The Hill, Newsweek, PBS,
Fortune) Commentary: New York Times. Andrew Beviin column S,
Inverse, Jacgueline Ronson colimn, Grist, Katie Hergog coliumin
Wired, Sarah Zhang column)

On 9/17/15 9:38 AM, Cane Mark wrote:

In case you missed this initial article on Exxon:

T, ) ST /ACH /1O,
-video

On Sep 14, 2015, at 11:18 AM, J Shukla
<shukla@iges.org> wrote:

Dear Dr. Holdren,

It has been a long time since | have had
email correspondence with you. | do hope

this email will reach your office.

Please find enclosed a letter to the President,
the Attorney General, and you, reiterating
the position of an overwhelming majority of
climate scientists about the potentially
serious adverse effects of human-induced
climate change. The letter also supports
Senator Whitehouse’s proposal that the
Department of Justice begin a RICO
investigation of the fossil-fuel industry, who
according to Senator Whitehouse, have
knowingly deceived the American people
about the risks of climate change. The letter
has been endorsed by a number of
distinguished scientists whose names and
affiliations are provided at the end of the
letter.



We will be grateful if you can please bring
this letter to the attention of the President.
Thank you.

Regards,
J. Shukla

University Professor, George Mason
University

President, Institute of Global Environment
& Society

Research Hall, Room 105

George Mason University, MSN: 2B3

1400 Uni ity Dr]

Fairf A 22030 US/

Tel: 703-993-5700

E-mail: shulda@jges.org
http://www.iges.org/

<Letter to Pres, AG, Holdren_Final.docx>

On Sep 9, 2015, at 4:11 PM, J
Shukla <shukla@iges.org>

wrote:

Dear Friends,

Please find enclosed a copy of
the final letter. Thank you for

your support.

Regards,
Shukla

<Letter to Pres, AG,
Holdren_Final.docx>

Mark A, Cane



G. Unger Vetlesen Professor of Earth and Climate Sciences
Lamont-Dohei ty Earth Observatory of Columbia University
61 Route 9W

Palisades, NY 10964-8000

mcane@ideo columbia.edu Secretary: Virginia DiBlasi
845 365 8344 (phone) 845 365 8667
845 365 8736 (fax) virginia@Ideo,columbia.edu

Department of Earth and Environmental Science http:/leesc.columbia.edu/
Department of Applied Physics and Applied Math
Founder, Master of Arts Program in Climate and Society:

Kevin E Trenberth ph 303 497
1318

Distinguished Senior Scientist fax 303 497
1833

Climate Analysis Section email

National Center for Atmospheric Research
PO Box 3000
Boulder, CO 80307, USA

Barry Kllnger, Associate Professor and Graduate Coordlnator
Department of Atmospheric, Oceanic, and Earth Sciences, and
Center for Ocean-Land-Atmosphere Studies (COLA),
George Mason University

4400 University Drive, MS 2B3, Falrfax VA 22030
116 Research Hall, 703-993-9227,

Mark A. Cane

G. Unger Vetlesen Professor of Earth and Climate Sciences
L.amont-Doherty Earth Observatory of Columbia University
61 Route OW

Palisades, NY 10964-8000

mcane@ldeo.columbia.edu Secretary: Virginia DiBlasi

845 365 8344 (phone) 845365 8667

845 365 8736 (fax) virginia@Ideo columbia.edu
1p:Ih lumb o mrorm

Department of Earth and Environmental Science hitp.//feesc.columbia.edu/
Department of Applied Physics and Applied Math
Founder, Master of Arts Program in Climate and Society:



From: Kevin Trenberth

To: Eugenia Kalnay

Cc: Edward Sarachik; ) Shukla; Edward ¥ Maitach; Faul A Dirmever; Prafesscr Barry Klinger: -E.I.I.I.I.I:"."E_LLQDI eaulsS
_Schopf; David M. Straus; Mike Wallace; Alan Robock; William K.M, Lau; Professor T.N. Krishnamurti; Dr.
Aasubandiy Misra; [r. Robert Dickinson; L. Mg Biasutti; Do, Hark Cane; [, Lisa Goddard: Dr. slan Beits

Subject: Re: Letter to President and Attorney General

Date: Monday, September 21, 2015 12:13:36 PM

Dear all

FYI

Shukla and his wife are now under major attack, spearheaded by Roger Pielke Jr

MWMMWMEMWM
rico-paid-himself-his-wife-1-5-mi

Update: Scientist leading effort to prosecute
climate skeptics under RICO ‘paid himself
& his wife $1.5 million from govt climate
grants for part-time work’

Leader of 20 scientist effort to prosecute climate skeptics under RICO revealed as
'Climate Profiteer'! 'From 2012-2014, the Leader of RICO 20 climate scientists paid

himself and his wife $1.5 million from government climate grants for part-time work.

George Mason University Professor Jagadish Shukla ( jshukla@gmu.edu) a Lead

_Author with the UN IPCC, reportedly lavishly profits off the global warming industry
while accusing climate skeptics of deceiving the public. Shukla is leader of 20 scientists

who are demanding RICO (Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act)

charges be used against skeptics for disagreeing with their view on climate change.

Shukla reportedly moved his government grants through a 'non-profit'. The group
""pays Shukla and wife Anne $500,000 per year for part-time work," Prof. Roger Pielke
Jr. revealed.

"The $350,000-$400,000 per year paid leader of the RICO20 from his 'non-profit' was
presumably on top of his $250,000 per year academic salary," Pielke wrote. "That totals

to $750,000 per year to the leader of the RICO20 from public money for climate work
and going after skeptics. Good work if you can get it," Pielke Jr. added.

By: Marc Morano - Climate DepatSeptember 20, 2015 11:42 PM with 4 comments

Climate Depot Special Report



The letter by global warming scientists calling on President Obama to look into prosecuting

cllmate skeptics has prompted mternatlonal outery. See: D_e_baic_n_mmgnc_._.laﬂcd_fgugg@ﬂg
21

ol -—m—— ot

The uproar over the to effort to enact racketeering charges against those who disagree with the
view of dangerous man-made global warming has just added a new twist.

Dr. Roger Pielke Jr., professor of environmental studies at the Center for Science and

Ie&thng)LROlm)LRQ&Qamh at the University of Colorado at Boulder, has revealed the leader
of the RICO 20 is a prime example of a climate profiteer.

George Mason University Professor of Climate Dynamics Jagadish Shukla, is identified by
Pielke Jr. as the man who spearheaded the letter demanding RICO investigation by the
Obama Administration. Shukla was also a Lead Author with the UN IPCC in 2007.

jshukla@gmu.edu or shuklafcola iges.ong

Shukla, the “leader of RICO20 climate scientists runs his government grants through a ‘non-
profit’,” Pielke Jr. wrote on September 20 on Tweeter,

Prof. Shukla is listed as the “President” of “Institute of Global Environment & Society, Inc.”
in the 2014 990 forms.

The group “pays him and wife $500,000 per year for part-time work,” Pielke Jr. revealed. He
also provided a link to Guide Star with the supporting information.

Pielke Jr. continued: “From 2012-2014, the Leader of RICO 20 climate scientists
.and his wife $1.5 million from government climate grants for part-time work. Shukla’s wife
Anne Shukla is listed as the groups “business manager” in the IRS forms.

Anne Shukla’s email: anne@cola.iges.org

“The $350,000-$400,000 per year paid leader of the RICO20 from his ‘non-profit’ was

presumably on top of his $250,000 per year academic salary,” Pielke wrote. “That totals to
$750,000 per year to the leader of the RICO20 from public money for climate work and going
after skeptics. Good work if you can get it,” Pielke Jr. added.

Pielke Jr. concluded his research by writing: “Investigative reporters, you are welcome.”

Kevin



On 9/20/15 3:46 PM, Eugenia Kalnay wrote:

Dear all:
I should chime in!

On Friday | got an email addressed to the UMCP president and to Jim Carton, my
boss (and cc's to Bill Lau and me). You can read Carton's wonderful response he
sent on Saturday!

I was planning to respond with a link to Barry's points and to his great "Guide to
skeptics", but I'll talk with Jim Carton first.

As Don Quijote said to Sancho Panza, "The dogs are barking at us, Sancho. It
signals that we are galloping"

| agree the best thing is to ignore them...
Eugenia
On Fri, Sep 18, 2015 at 9:17 PM, James A. Carton <carton@umd.edu> wrote:

Dear Dr. Evans:

Thank you for sharing your deeply felt opinions and concerns. | think you are
questioning the science of climate change, the analogy to the tobacco industry, and
the appropriateness of our faculty in signing a letter suggesting a particular legal
remedy. I'll respond to these issues from my prospective as Chair of the Department
of Atmospheric and Oceanic Science.

First the science: the overwhelming weight of research, including key work done here
at University of Maryland, leaves no uncertainty that the rise of atmospheric
greenhouse gasses and aerosols, both the result of human activities, are causing the
earth’s climate to change. The atmospheric concentration of carbon dioxide is the
highest that it has been for the last million years. This rise is primarily responsible for
the increasing acidification of the oceans, the rise of surface temperature, and the
melting of continental ice, among other effects. Unfortunately, like the tobacco
industry in the mid-20th century, it seems to me that some of the industries that
benefit from the release of greenhouse gasses have tried to suppress this research.
The letter is an effort to find a response within our legal code.

Secondly, regarding the involvement of our faculty in signing this letter: Distinguished
University Professor Eugenia Kalnay and Dr. Lau have the right to express their views
without interference from me. Indeed, as they are world leaders in the science of
climate variability we should take their views very seriously. All three of us have



known Richard Lindzen for decades. Writing just for myself 1 am unimpressed with
his understanding of climate research, although | am very fond of him as a person.

Regards, Jim

James Carton

Professor and Chair, Dept. Atmos. Ocean Sci.
University of Maryland

College Park, MD 20742

301-405-5365, www atmos. umd. edu/~carton

From: milo@aoodmilo com [mailto: milo@goodmilo.com]
Sent: Friday, September 18, 2015 6:28 PM

To: Wallace D. Loh; James A. Carton

Cc: Home; Eugenia E. Kalnay; William K.M. Lau
Subject: Defending science and concern with professors

University of Maryland
1101 Main Administration Building
College Park, MD 20742-6105

Sept 18, 2015

Dear President Loh and Professor Carton:

As a parent of a UMD student in the College of CMNS, I am
writing to express my concern with a letter signed by two
professors in the Department of Atmospheric and Oceanic
Sciences. On Sept 1, 2015 Professors Eugenia Kalnay and
William Lau sent a letter to President Obama, Attorney General
Lynch, and Director Holdren regarding climate change. In their



letter they requested the President and others to consider
federal RICO (Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations
Act) investigations into corporations, organizations, and other
scientists that disagree with the signers view on the seriousness
of climate change.

(http://www.iges.org/letter/LetterPresidentAG. pdf)

In 1633 Galileo Galilei was jailed for the second time due to his
insistence that the Earth was not the center of the universe, and
that instead the Earth revolved around the Sun. Is thatthe
time period of scientific acceptance that these University of
Maryland professors wish to take our students back to? Do they
truly believe that anyone who disagrees with their current
scientific knowledge should be subjected to federal charges and
possible imprisonment? Do they apply these narrow-minded
requirements that all-comers must accept their views in the
academic courses they teach?

Personally, I believe we are seeing a warming of the Earth, but
my personal beliefs are irrelevant in a discussion of science. As
a scientist, I will forever remain open to hearing alternate points
of view and hypotheses. The Global Warming Policy Foundation
has an impressive list of distinguished professors and scientists
as academic advisors, including MIT's Professor Richard Lindzen
and Yale's Professor Mendelsohn, many of whom would be
subject to imprisonment based on UMD's Professors Kalnay's
and Lau's call for action.

I ask the two of you to consider if this approach to science in
which researchers demand others accept their findings or risk
defamation and imprisonment is the approach to science that
UMD wishes to back. I am not calling for any action against
Professors Kalnay and Lau. I have no desire to damage
anyone's career over a difference in opinion. However, I would
ask that a conversation take place with these professors, and at
the very least, ensure the rights of their students to disagree
with their points of view, and the rights of their students to be
open to the writings of groups such as the Global Warming
Policy Foundation without retribution. Furthermore, you may
want to discuss the cost of having the University of Maryland's
name associated with such extreme and visible calls for action.



Sincerely,

Jenifer Brinker Evans
24 Smith St
Groton, MA 01450

cc: Eugenia Kalnay, William Lau

htto: . i sci article/nii/S0921800914000615
(HANDY model)
: - . - } 1 -D-df

hnp» !!!212! i - I I T -
(15min talk at WCRP on the Human System and Climate Change)

Eugenia Kalnay

Distinguished University Professor

Dept of Atmospheric and Oceanic Science
University of Maryland

3431 CSS, College Park, MD 20742-2425
W: 301-405-5370/5391 Fax:301-314-9482

On Sun, Sep 20, 2015 at 4:39 PM, Kevin Trenberth <trenbert @ucar edu> wrote:
This is standard form. Yes the best thing for all is to ignore these
people. The admin. may not ignore it. NCAR has had several of these
over the years including this time also. The response from the NCAR
Director is that the scientists have complete freedom of expression and
it is inappropriate for the administration to interfere or something to
that effect. The admin people may feel obliged to respond and you can
advise them what to say. Have them contact Jim Hurrell if they want
advice (previously Tim Killeen).

The answer to deniers might be "if the shoe fits wear it".
Kevin

On 9/20/15 12:41 PM, Edward Sarachik wrote:

> Dear All: I've already received a copy of a letter to the President of
> my University:

>

> To:



>
> Ana Mari Cauce

>

> Interim President

=

> University of Washington

>

> Dear Ms Cauce;

>

> Are you aware that two of your professors; Edward Sarachik and Michael
> Wallace, have signed a letter addressed to the President and Attorney

> General of the United States, urging them to use criminal prosecution

> in order to oppress and silence scientists with whom these professors

> disagree?

>

>

> The letter is attached. You can see that your employees are in fact

> signatories.
p2

>
> Is this accepted practice at your institution? Do you encourage or

> condone such methods in the field of scientific debate?

>

> As a taxpayer, | would appreciate an answer - | suspect that federal

> funds go to these professors for their research - funds that are

> apparently being misused in order to further a political agenda and to
> engage in "lawfare" against any who disagree with their views.

=

> This is a weapon aimed at the heart of our open society, and is a blow
> to freedom of inquiry and debate in science. Destroying the foundation
> of free scientific speech is a very high price to pay in order to

> service a dubious, hysterical end-of-the-world theory that is based

> almost entirely on computer models, and which is apparently falsified
> by measurement over the past several decades.

>

> [ would add also; this attempt to use government coercion to silence

> dissent implies strongly that these professors know they do not have a
> winning argument.

>

> | would appreciate your attention to this matter.

>

> | also received an e-mail decrying my persecution of climate deniers.

> When I pointed out that it was not about individuals but about

> organizations who know about climate change but are organizing efforts
> to cast doubt on it I got the following response;

>

E

> Dr. Sarachik:

>

> | already read your letter. RICO investigations can lead to



> prosecutions of individuals as well as corporations.

>

> Do you advocate RICO investigations of the organizations associated
> with the Climategate scientists, who confessed to scientific

> misconduct and numerous crimes in their emails? There are as many if
> not more books and peer-reviewed papers challenging the

> integrity of climate scientists as there are books and papers

> challenging the integrity of skeptics.

>

> Do you advocate RICO investigation of all parties in the global

> warming debate, or only prosecution of your opponents?

>

> If you included yourself, Michael Mann, Phil Jones, Keith Briffa, and
> Mike Hulme as targets of RICO, | might agree with you. Why, by

> the way, did Michael Mann insist on hiding his emails from the

> Virginia AG? Why did climate scientists agree to hide and even

> destroy data in the Climategate emails? Would you endorse the hiding
> of emails and data by skeptics as well?

>

> Let's demand RICO investigation of all parties to the debate. Surely
> you would have no objection, being a disinterested man in

> search of justice and truth.
>

>
> At this point [ decided it is folly to respond to any of these people.

> [ would advise everybody to be careful about responses unless they
> wish to risk lawsuits which would be pointless and time consuming.

> Cheers...ed
>
>

> Edward S. Sarachik

> CIG/UW

> 3737 Brooklyn Ave.

> Box 355674

> Seattle, WA 98195-5674

> Phone 206-285-522 1

>

Kevin E Trenberth ph 303497 1318
Distinguished Senior Scientist fax 303 497 1333

Climate Analysis Section email trenbert@ucar.edu

National Center for Atmospheric Research
PO Box 3000
Boulder, CO 80307, USA



Kevin E Trenberth ph 303 497 1318
Distinguished Senior Scientist fax 303 497 1333
Climate Analysis Section email trenbert@ucar.edu
National Center for Atmospheric Research

PO Box 3000

Boulder, CO 80307, USA



From: Alex Bozmoski

To: Edward W Maibach

Cc: Bob Inglis

Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache
Date: Monday, September 21, 2015 1:42:52 PM

Ed,

Firstly, your op-ed is awesome! Can't wait to see that in print. Let us know please 5% of
Americans of Hispanic decent are don't think we need climate action. Amazing!

Secondly, yea, the RICO stuff touches a sore spot with conservatives. Andrew Moylan the
executive director of R Street stood-up at Whitehouse's AEI event and said something like
'how do you ever expect us to trust you when you're out there threatening RICO..." And he's
for a carbon tax. But I doubt you'll cause us any trouble by being on that letter; our
demographic isn't exactly the people who feel persecuted by hypothetical conspiracies.

Killer op-ed; and you're exactly the guy to write it too. Very cool
Alex

On Sat, Sep 19,2015 at 12:41 PM, Edward W Maibach <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Greetings gentlemen,

I am drafting the attached op-ed and will attempt to get it placed shortly after the Pope's
departure. Any suggested improvements will be much appreciated.

Also, | somewhat foolishly signed on to the attached letter that -- thanks to Marc Morano --
has caused quite a stir among some Americans who are unconvinced that climate change
is a problem. | expect the kerfuffle (hostile emails and voice messages arriving for me at
Mason) will die down soon, but | did want to you to know that | am currently more of a
liability to you than usual. BTW: The accusations against me and the other signers bear
little resemblance to the actions we proposed in the letter. Oddly, many of them allege
that we are proposing to have dissenting scientists locked up in prison. What we actually
proposed was financial penalties against corporations than fund climate denial.

Lastly, any thoughts about my (blindingly brilliant) idea for you to lead a field trip to
Greenland this summer? | am fairly sure we can raise the necessary funds rather easily.



All the best,

Ed

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030



From: Alex Bozmoski

To: Edward W Maibach

Cc: Bob Inglis

Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache
Date: Monday, September 21, 2015 1:53:24 PM

Eli is President of R Street. Eli will someday be shadow president of America and presumably
when that happens Andrew will steer the ship without a president for a while.

On Sep 21, 2015 1:46 PM, "Edward W Maibach" <gmaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Re the op-ed, thanks for the kind words.

Re the the RICO letter, the attack against the signatories is getting more intense, but it is
good to know that it isn't going to be a problem for republicEN.

p.s. | thought Eli was ED of R Street.

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

wewywy. Climatechangecommunication.org

From: Alex Bozmoski <alex@republicen.org>
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2015 1:42 PM

To: Edward W Maibach
Cc: Bob Inglis
Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache

Ed,

Firstly, your op-ed is awesome! Can't wait to see that in print. Let us know please 5% of
Americans of Hispanic decent are don't think we need climate action. Amazing!

Secondly, yea, the RICO stuff touches a sore spot with conservatives. Andrew Moylan the
executive director of R Street stood-up at Whitehouse's AEIl event and said something like
‘how do you ever expect us to trust you when you're out there threatening RICO..." And



he's for a carbon tax. But | doubt you'll cause us any trouble by being on that letter; our
demographicisn't exactly the people who feel persecuted by hypothetical conspiracies.

Killer op-ed; and you're exactly the guy to write it too. Very cool
Alex

On Sat,Sep 19, 2015 at 12:41 PM, Edward W Maibach <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Greetings gentlemen,

| am drafting the attached op-ed and will attempt to get it placed shortly after the Pope's
departure. Any suggested improvements will be much appreciated.

Also, | somewhat foolishly signed on to the attached letter that -- thanks to Marc Morano
-- has caused quite a stir among some Americans who are unconvinced that climate
change is a problem. |expect the kerfuffle (hostile emails and voice messages arriving
for me at Mason) will die down soon, but | did want to you to know that | am currently
more of a liability to you than usual. BTW: The accusations against me and the other
signers bear little resemblance to the actions we proposed in the letter. Oddly, many of
them allege that we are proposing to have dissenting scientists locked up in prison.
What we actually proposed was financial penalties against corporations than fund
climate denial.

Lastly, any thoughts about my (blindingly brilliant) idea for you to lead a field trip to
Greenland this summer? | am fairly sure we can raise the necessary funds rather easily.

All the best,

Ed



Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

linEtedt



From: JN Media Team

To: Edward W Maibach
Subject: Re: Invitation for ClimateweekNYC Twitter Chat panel
Date: Monday, September 21, 2015 2:31:53 PM

We have already taken into account the possible chance of hecklers. We have ready made
statements for this possible situation. If you feel uncomfortable in participating then its ok.

Please feel free to participate and | would appreciate telling your colleagues the same.
To join the conversation please use #ClimatechatNYC.

Thank you for your consideration,

Esther Newman

On Mon, Sep 21, 2015 at 1:58 PM, Edward W Maibach <gmaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Hi Esther,

In the past few days | -- and 19 other scientists who sent a letter to the POTUS endorsing a
RICO investigation of climate denial activities by fossil-fuel companies -- have come under
attack by climate denial organizations. If | participate in your event, there is a strong
chance that they will hijack the event for their purposes. Thus, for everyone's sake, it is
probably best that | not participate in your event.

All the best,

Ed

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

i, Climatechangecommunication.org



From: JN Media Team <jnesheiwatmedia@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2015 9:10 AM

To: Edward W Maibach
Subject: Re: Invitation for ClimateweekNYC Twitter Chat panel

Great!

We would love to have to you. Please confirm if you are available that day and we will get
started with promoting you as a panelist.

Thank you,

Esther Newman

OnSat, Sep 19, 2015 at 9:40 AM, Edward W Maibach <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

| am not available on the 22nd but could possibly participate on the 24th.

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

ey, dimatechangecommunscation.org

From: JN Media Team <jnesheiwatmedia@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, September 18, 201S 4:25 PM

To: Edward W Maibach

Subject: Invitation for ClimateweekNYC Twitter Chat panel

Hello Edward Maibach,
Julia Nesheiwat would like to invite you to participate in a Twitter chat for Climate Week

NYC (http://www.climateweeknyc.org). You will join a panel of climate change experts

to discuss climate change solutions, energy security and the UN December talks. Your



participation will involve answering the discussion questions and a Q&A session from
the twitter audience. The chat will last for an hour from 5:00 pm to 6:00 pm EST on
09/22/2015 and 9/24/2015. Would you be available for the first chat on 9/22/15?

I understand this is last minute scheduling request, but your support on climate change
will tremendously help. It would be great for the Climate Change educators and
Department of State Representatives, can work together to assist in national climate
change efforts.

You can find more information on the #ClimateChatNYC twitter chat

here: http://www.climateweeknyc.org/events/twitter-chat-series-climate-change-
solutions-part-2

Thank you and | hope you can participate in this event!



From: Bob Inglis

To: Edward W Maibach

Cc: Alex Bozmoski

Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache
Date: Monday, September 21, 2015 5:38:18 PM

Ed,

Sorry for taking so long to reply. I'm with Alex: the op-ed is good when coming from you. We
would have made it sound like we were coming alongside the Rs to help them out. You are on
the scene schooling them about the cliff that they are about to go over. They won't like being
schooled, but their financial backers and the smart money may take your words to heart and
reflect the warning back to the candidates. I like the comments embedded in the draft you
sent--especially expanding the Hispanic number to 22% as it seems more appropriate to add
"do little" to "do nothing."

As to the letter, it's provocative for sure. RICO is a sore sub ject and in the conservative mind it
may be cast in the milieu of enforcing politically correct discourse in the academy, a
regulation of speech.

The Greenland idea is blindingly brilliant for sure. It's the kind of thing that | suggested to
Prince Charles--the he invite folks like George Will to accompany him to Antarctica, hosting
the group at the Kiwi station there. (The Prince said he'd consider it, minding that he not get
too far into policy and politics.) The challenge--which perhaps can be overcome--with
members of Congress is fitting such a trip into the gift rules.

Onward!

Bob

On Mon, Sep 21, 2015 at 1:53 PM, Alex Bozmoski <alex@republicen.org> wrote:

Eli is President of R Street. Eli will someday be shadow president of America and
presumably when that happens Andrew will steer the ship without a president for a while.

On Sep 21, 2015 1:46 PM, "Edward W Maibach" <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Re the op-ed, thanks for the kind words.

Re the the RICO letter, the attack against the signatories is getting more intense, but it is
good to know that it isn't going to be a problem for republicEN.

p.s. | thought Eli was ED of R Street.



Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

www climatechangecommunication. oeg

From: Alex Bozmoski <alex@republicen.org>
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2015 1:42 PM

To: Edward W Maibach
Cc: Bob Inglis
Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache

Ed,

Firstly, your op-ed is awesome! Can't wait to see that in print. Let us know please 5% of
Americans of Hispanic decent are don't think we need climate action. Amazing!

Secondly, yea, the RICO stuff touches a sore spot with conservatives. Andrew Moylan the
executive director of R Street stood-up at Whitehouse's AEI event and said something
like 'how do you ever expect us to trust you when you're out there threatening RICO...'
And he's for a carbon tax. But | doubt you'll cause us any trouble by being on that letter;
our demographic isn't exactly the people who feel persecuted by hypothetical
conspiracies.

Killer op-ed; and you're exactly the guy to write it too. Very cool

Alex

On Sat, Sep 19, 2015 at 12:41 PM, Edward W Maibach <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Greetings gentlemen,

| am drafting the attached op-ed and will attempt to get it placed shortly after the
Pope's departure. Any suggested improvements will be much appreciated.

Also, | somewhat foolishly signed on to the attached letter that -- thanks to Marc



Morano -- has caused quite a stiramong some Americans who are unconvinced that
climate change is a problem. | expect the kerfuffle (hostile emails and voice messages
arriving for me at Mason) will die down soon, but | did want to you to know that | am
currently more of a liability to you than usual. BTW: The accusations against me and
the other signers bear little resemblance to the actions we proposed in the letter.
Oddly, many of them allege that we are proposing to have dissenting scientists locked
up in prison. What we actually proposed was financial penalties against corporations
than fund climate denial.

Lastly, any thoughts about my (blindingly brilliant) idea for you to lead a field trip to
Greenland this summer? | am fairly sure we can raise the necessary funds rather
easily.

All the best,

Ed

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

wnany climatechangecommunication.arg



From: michael medonald

To: Edward W Maibach

Cc: Michael Gerrard

Subject: Investigation Finds Exxon Ignored Its Own Early Climate Change Warnings
Date: Tuesday, September 22, 2015 8:34:22 AM

Ed,

Thank you for your good work with this letter to the President and the Attorney General. |
have also be communicating with Senator Whitehouse’s office. | should know after our
Friday session in the UN General Assembly, whether or not | will be in West Africa on
October 17.

Do you know Michael Gerrard, who leads the Center for Climate Change Law at Columbia
University. Given your interactions with President Obama and the Attorney General, you
should probably also combine efforts with Michael on addressing the petrochemical
companies violation of the RICO laws.

Let’s plan toward connecting in New York in the October 17 timeframe and see if Michael
might join us for meal and discussion regarding the status of the preparations for the RICO
suits against EXXON and other petrochemical companies.

Mike
Michael D. McDonald, Dr.P.H.

Coordinator
Global Health Response and Resilience Alliance

Chairman
Oviar Global Resilience Systems, Inc.

Executive Director
Health Initiatives Foundation, Inc.

Cell: 202-468-7899
Michael.D.McDonald@mac.com

ffeocl il

On Sep 22, 2015, at 8:04 AM, Edward W Maibach <gmaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Miguel,

Aaronis in NYC at present -- looking for a place to stay for a few months while he
takes a training course and looks for work. | will likely visit the weekend of Oct
17th in an effort to be helpful to him. Will you be around then?



I am very much in the middle of the Exxon issue at present:

All the best,

Ed

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030



From: rspliraisinglsing, com
To: Barry A Klinger; piimeye--gmi.edu@email fatcow.com; Faul. 5 5chepl: Janadsh Shukla: Sdweed W Mailiach
Date: Tuesday, September 22, 2015 1:00:18 PM

Professors Shukla, Maibach, Dirmeyer, Klinger, Schopf, Straus:

Hi, my name is Lowell Feld and I edit the progressive political blog,

Blue Virginia (www.bluevirginia.us). I also have a long background in
energy and energy-related environmental issues, from my 17 years at the US
Energy Information Administration and my S years as a consultant to a
Virginia-based clean energy public relations firm (Tigercomm).

1 saw your signatures on the letter to President Obama and AG Lynch
(http://www . iges.org/letter/L etterPresidentAG.pdf) regarding the idea of
using RICO to go after "corporations and other organizations that have
knowingly deceived the American people about the risks of climate change,
as a means to forestall America’s response to climate change." | find this
to be a fascinating idea, but am not an attorney or an expert on RICO so
don't feel confident judging it beyond that in terms of how effective it
might be. Alll can say is, as someone who cares deeply about stopping
dangerous anthropogenic global warming/climate chaos, and who is very
angry at Exxon and others who have worked to discredit climate
science/scientists, | hope that RICO can be used against the "bad guys."

My question has to do with Virginia's own RICO law
(https://vacode.org/18.2/13/) and whether that might be applied at the

state level, by Attorney General Herring in this case, against coal

companies, Dominion Power, or others in Virginia who might have engaged in
an organized, coordinated, well-funded effort to discredit climate

science. | was considering writing about this, but first wanted to check

with people who almost ceitainly know a lot more than 1 do about RICO

laws.

Thanks, and feel free to call me if you'd prefer chatting (off the
record/on background or however you prefer).

Best,

Lowell Feld

Blue Virginia
Arlington, VA
703-465-0075



From: lowell@raisingkaine.com

To: Edward W Maibach

Cc: michael.errard Sdaw.cobmbe . exu; Barry A Hinger; pdirmeye~amu. ey femail fatcow com; Panl 5 Schopf;
Jagadish Shukla

Subject: Re:

Date: Tuesday, September 22, 2015 1:40:24 PM

Ed: Thanks for the lead, I'm copying Professor Gerrard on this email to
see if he has any thoughts about using state RICO laws against climate

science-denying corporations based in particular states (e.g., Virginia in
this case).

Best,
Lowell

> Hi Lowell,

>

> Neither I nor my climate science colleagues at Mason are RICO experts, so
> we won't be of much use to you on this issue.

>

> Michael Gerrard at Columbia Law School is, however, an expert on this

> issue:

> All the best,
S

>Ed

>
> Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

> University Professor, Department of Communication

> Director, Center for Climate Change Communication

> George Mason University, MS 6A8

> Fairfax, VA 22030

> www.climatechangecommunication.org

>

>

> From: lowell@raisingkaine.com <lowell@raisingkaine.com>

> Sent: Tuesday, September 22,2015 12:56 PM

> To: Barry A Klinger; pdirmeye~gmu.edu@email.fatcow.com; Paul S Schopf;
> Jagadish Shukla; Edward W Maibach

> Subject:

>

> Professors Shukla, Maibach, Dirmeyer, Klinger, Schopf, Straus:

>

> Hi, my name is Lowell Feld and 1 edit the progressive political blog,

> Blue Virginia (www.bluevirginia.us). | also have a long background in

> energy and energy-related environmental issues, from my 17 years at the US
> Energy Information Administration and my S years as a consultantto a

> Virginia-based clean energy public relations firm (Tigercomm).

>

> | saw your signatures on the letter to President Obama and AG Lynch

> (http://www.iges.org/letter/LetterPresidentAG.pdf) regarding the idea of

> using RICO to go after "corporations and other organizations that have

> knowingly deceived the American people about the risks of climate change,




> as a means to forestall America’s response to climate change." | find this
> to be a fascinating idea, but am not an attorney or an expert on RICO so
> don't feel confident judging it beyond that in terms of how effective it

> might be. All I cansay is, as someone who cares deeply about stopping
> dangerous anthropogenic global warming/climate chaos, and who is very
> angry at Exxon and others who have worked to discredit climate

> science/scientists, | hope that RICO can be used against the "bad guys."
>

> My question has to do with Virginia's own RICO law

> (https://vacode.org/18.2/13/) and whether that might be applied at the

> state level, by Attorney General Herring in this case, against coal

> companies, Dominion Power, or others in Virginia who might have engaged in
> an organized, coordinated, well-funded effort to discredit climate

> science. | was considering writing about this, but first wanted to check
> with people who almost certainly know a lot more than | do about RICO
> laws.

>

> Thanks, and feel free to call me if you'd prefer chatting (of f the

> record/on background or however you prefer).

>
> Best,

>

> Lowell Feld
> Blue Virginia

> Arlington, VA
> 703-465-0075
>
>



From: Bob Inglis

To: Edward W Maibach

Cc: Alex Bozmoski

Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache
Date: Wednesday, September 23, 2015 2:02:23 PM
Ed,

I hope to have some time tomorrow to noodle on this with people in the know.

Best,

Bob

On Tue, Sep 22, 2015 at 8:45 PM, Edward W Maibach <g¢maibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Bob,

Re Greenland, would the trip be permissible if a charitable foundation paid the expenses?
Jeff Nesbit (Climate Nexux) thinks he can convince a new foundation to provide the
funding, if you and republicEN are willing to be the trip leader (with University of
Colorado). Just say the word, and | will have Jeff make the ask.

All the best,

Ed

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

vy, dimatechangecommunication.org

From: Edward W Maibach
Sent: Tuesday, September 22,2015 8:08 AM
To:Bob Inglis

Cc: Alex Bozmoski



Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache

Thanks Bob. Onward and upward indeed!

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

I i _—

From: Bob Inglis <bobh.inglis@republicen.org>
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2015 5:38 PM

To: Edward W Maibach
Cc: Alex Bozmoski
Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache

Ed,

Sorry for taking so long to reply. I'm with Alex: the op-ed is good when coming from you.
We would have made it sound like we were coming alongside the Rs to help them out. You
are on the scene schooling them about the cliff that they are about to go over. They won't
like being schooled, but their financial backers and the smart money may take your words
to heart and reflect the warning back to the candidates. | like the comments embedded in
the draft you sent--especially expanding the Hispanic number to 22% as it seems more
appropriate to add "do little" to "do nothing."

As to the letter, it's provocative for sure. RICO is a sore subject and in the conservative
mind it may be cast in the milieu of enforcing politically correct discourse in the academy,
a regulation of speech.

The Greenland idea is blindingly brilliant for sure. It's the kind of thing that | suggested to
Prince Charles--the he invite folks like George Will to accompany him to Antarctica, hosting
the group at the Kiwi station there. (The Prince said he'd consider it, minding that he not
get too far into policy and politics.) The challenge--which perhaps can be overcome--with
members of Congress is fitting such a trip into the gift rules.

Onward!

Bob



On Mon, Sep 21, 2015 at 1:53 PM, Alex Bozmoski <alex@republicen.org> wrote:

Eli is President of R Street. Eli will someday be shadow president of America and
presumably when that happens Andrew will steer the ship without a president for a
while.

On Sep 21, 2015 1:46 PM, "Edward W Maibach" <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Re the op-ed, thanks for the kind words.

Re the the RICO letter, the attack against the signatories is getting more intense, but it
is good to know that it isn't going to be a problem for republicEN.

p.s. | thought Eli was ED of R Street.

Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

I _—

From: Alex Bozmoski <alex@republicen,org>

Sent: Monday, September 21, 2015 1:42 PM

To: Edward W Maibach

Cc: Bob Inglis

Subject: Re: op-ed + a needlessly self-inflicted headache

Ed,

Firstly, your op-ed is awesome! Can't wait to see that in print. Let us know please 5%
of Americans of Hispanic decent are don't think we need climate action. Amazing!

Secondly, yea, the RICO stuff touches a sore spot with conservatives. Andrew Moylan
the executive director of R Street stood-up at Whitehouse's AEl event and said
something like 'how do you ever expect us to trust you when you're out there
threatening RICO...' And he's for a carbon tax. But | doubt you'll cause us any trouble



by being on that letter; our demographic isn't exactly the people who feel persecuted
by hypothetical conspiracies.

Killer op-ed; and you're exactly the guy to write it too. Very cool

Alex

On Sat, Sep 19, 2015 at 12:41 PM, Edward W Maibach <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Greetings gentlemen,

I am drafting the attached op-ed and will attempt to get it placed shortly after the
Pope's departure. Any suggested improvements will be much appreciated.

Also, | somewhat foolishly signed on to the attached letter that -- thanks to Marc
Morano -- has caused quite a stir among some Americans who are unconvinced that
climate change is a problem. | expect the kerfuffle (hostile emails and voice
messages arriving for me at Mason) will die down soon, but | did want to you to
know that | am currently more of a liability to you than usual. BTW: The
accusations against me and the other signers bear little resemblance to the actions
we proposed in the letter. Oddly, many of them allege that we are proposing to
have dissenting scientists locked up in prison. What we actually proposed was
financial penalties against corporations than fund climate denial.

Lastly, any thoughts about my (blindingly brilliant) idea for you to lead a field trip to
Greenland this summer? | am fairly sure we can raise the necessary funds rather

easily.

All the best,

Ed



Edward Maibach, MPH, PhD

University Professor, Department of Communication
Director, Center for Climate Change Communication
George Mason University, MS 6A8

Fairfax, VA 22030

ey dimatechangecommunication.oog



From: Shukla

To: Edward W Maibach

Subject: Fwd: Media question on alleged funneling of climate funding Fox News
Date: Thursday, September 24, 2015 6:42:36 AM

Dear Ed,

Any suggestions on how to respond?

Regards,
Shukla

University Professor, George Mason University
President, Institute of Global Environment & Society
Research Hall, Room 105

George Mason University, MSN: 2B3
Fairfax, VA 22030 USA

Tel: 703-993-5700
E-mail: shukla@iges.org
http://www.iges.org/

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Lott, Maxim" <Maxim Jott@FOXNEWS.COM>

Date: September 24 2015 at 5:40:17 AMEDT

’I‘0 n n <SI]”’;!EG@::]E 'IE:S C:;>

Subject: Media question on alleged funneling of climate funding

Hi Dr. Shukla,

I am writing an article for FoxINews.com regarding allegations that you funnelled
government research grants to your own salary through a non-

profit: hﬁpl&mm&hmaledmoimmﬁﬂlﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁ[unda&k&dﬁmﬁeﬂom

Would you like to address those claims? Critics say they are relevant especially in
light of the call for RICO charges against climate “deniers” because, in their
view, it shows that government research grants can also bias scientists.

Please let me know today if you would like to respond. Thank you,

Maxim Lott

Producer

Fox News and Fox Business
0:212-301-5765



C: 610-457-2022

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential
information. It is intended solely for the named addressee. If you are not the
addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for delivery of the message to
the addressee), you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to
anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this message and its attachments
and kindly notify the sender by reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its
attachments that does not relate to the official business of Fox News or Fox
Business must not be taken to have been sent or endorsed by either of them. No
representation is made that this email or its attachments are without defect.



From: Jeff Nesbit

To: Edward W Maibach
Subject: Re: respond?
Date: Thursday, September 24, 2015 7:31:11 AM

I wouldn't advise him to do so. Same problem.
Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 24, 2015, at 6:50 AM, Edward W Maibach <g¢maibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Jeff,

Should Shukla respond to Fox News? There were no improprieties. Like many
research institute employees, some (or at times most) of his salary is paid through
government grants.

Ed

Hi Dr. Shukla,

I am writing an article for EoxNews.com regarding allegations that
you funnelled government research grants to your own salary
through a non-

profit: http://www.climatedepot.com/2015/09/20/update-leader-of-

Would you like to address those claims? Critics say they are relevant
especially in light of the call for RICO charges against climate
“deniers” because, in their view, it shows that government research
grants can also bias scientists.

Please let me know today if you would like to respond. Thank you,
Maxim Lott

Producer
Fox News and Fox Business

Sent from my iGlasses



From: Jeff Nesbit

To: Edward W Maibach
Subject: Re: respond?
Date: Thursday, September 24, 2015 8:52:21 AM

Ah, | like that. Get one grounded piece out there that isn't defensive. Drop Chris a note. Let me know if |

can help — | can circle back with him.

From: "emaibach@gmu.edu" <emaibach@gmu.edu>
Date: Thursday, September 24, 2015 5:40 AM

To: Jeff Nesbit <jnesbit@climatenexus.org>
Subject: Re: respond?

How about an interview with Chris Mooney?

Sent from my shoe phone

On Sep 24, 2015, at 7:31 AM, Jeff Nesbit <jnesbit@climatenexus.org> wrote:

I wouldn't advise him to do so. Same problem.

Sentfrom my iPhone

On Sep 24, 2015, at 6:50 AM, Edward W Maibach <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

Jeff,

Should Shukla respond to Fox News? There were no improprieties. Like many
research institute employees, some (or at times most) of his salary is paid
through government grants.

Ed

Hi Dr. Shukla,

| am writing an article for EoxNews.com regarding allegations
that you funnelled government research grants to your own
salary through a non-profit:

http! fwewew. climatedepot.com/2015/09/20/update-leader-of -




Would you like to address those claims? Critics say they are
relevant especially in light of the call for RICO charges against
climate “deniers” because, in their view, it shows that
government research grants can also bias scientists.

Please let me know today if you would like to respond. Thank
you,

Maxim Lott

Producer
Fox News and Fox Business

Sent from my iGlasses



From: 1 Shukla

To: Edward W Maibach

Subject: Re: Media question on alleged funneling of climate funding Fox News
Date: Thursday, September 24, 2015 9:23:16 AM

Sure.

Regards,

Shukla

On Sep 24,2015, at 9:05 AM, Edward W Maibach <gmaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:

| suggest giving an interview to Chris Mooney at Washington post. I can try to
arrange it. Ok?

Sent from my shoe phone

On Sep 24,2015, at 6:42 AM, Shukla <shukla@iges.org> wrote:

Dear Ed,
Any suggestions on how to respond?

Regards,
Shukla

University Professor, George Mason University
President, Institute of Global Environment & Society
Research Hall, Room 105

George Mason University, MSN: 2B3

1400 University Dri

Fairfax, VA 22030 USA

Tel: 703-993-5700
E-mail: shukla@iges.org
http://www.iges.org/

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Lott, Maxim" <Maxim.lott@FOXNEWS.COM>
Date: September 24, 2015 at 5:40:17 AM EDT

To: "shukla@cola.iges.org" <shukla@cola.iges.org>
Subject: Media question on alleged funneling of
climate funding

Hi Dr. Shukla,



I am writing an article for FoxXNews.com regarding
allegations that you funnelled government research
grants to your own salary through a non-profit:

http://www climatedepot.com/2015/09/20/update-leader-

Would you like to address those claims? Critics say they
are relevant especially in light of the call for RICO
charges against climate “deniers” because, in their view,
it shows that government research grants can also bias
scientists.

Please let me know today if you would like to respond.
Thank you,

Maxim Lott

Producer

Fox News and Fox Business

O: 212-301-5765

C: 610-457-2022

This message and its attachments may contain legally
privileged or confidential information. It is intended
solely for the named addressee. If you are not the
addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for
delivery of the message to the addressee), you may not
copy or deliver this message or its attachments to
anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this
message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender
by reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its
attachments that does not relate to the official business of
Fox News or Fox Business must not be taken to have
been sent or endorsed by either of them. No
representation is made that this email or its attachments
are without defect.



From: Chris Mooney.

To: Edward W Maibach

Subject: Re: Mason climate scientist Jagadish Shulka

Date: Thursday, September 24, 2015 12:48:08 PM

HI Ed,

I wasn't aware of this -- i'm in NYC covering the Pope, so pretty tied up
cm

On Thu, Sep 24,2015 at 11:09 AM, Edward W Maibach <emaibach@gmu.edu> wrote:
Hi Chris
Are you following the attacks on Shukla as a result of our RICO letter? Would you be

willing to do a story on it?
Ed
301-461-8601

Sent from my shoe phone



From: John Happs

To: Edward W Maibach
Subject: Edward Maibach, George Mason University
Date: Friday, September 25, 2015 12:54:58 AM
Attachments: email RICO endorsers.pdf

ATT00001.htm

25th September 2015

| have attached a response to the distasteful letter you and other signatories
have sent to President Obama endorsing Senator Whitehouse’s call for:

“A RICO (Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act) investigation
of corporations and other organizations that have knowingly deceived the
American people about the risks of climate change, as a means to forestall
America’s response to climate change.”

Sincerely.

Dr John Happs



25th September 2015
ATTENTION:

Jagadish Shukla, George Mason University

www@cola.iges.org

Edward Maibach, George Mason University
emaibach@gmu.edu

Paul Dirmeyer, George Mason University
pdirmeye@gmu.edu

Barry Klinger, George Mason University
klinger@cola.iges.org

Paul Schopf, George Mason University
pschopf@gmu.edu

David Straus, George Mason University
dstraus@gmu.edu

Edward Sarachik, University of Washington
sarachik@atmos.washington.edu

Michael Wallace, University of Washington
wallace@atmos.washington.edu

Alan Robock, Rutgers University
robock@envsci.rutgers.edu

Eugenia Kalnay, University of Maryland
EngineerGirl@nae.edu

William Lau, University of Maryland

wkmlau@umd.edu



Kevin Trenberth, NCAR Boulder
trenbert@ucar.edu

T.N. Krishnamurti, Florida State University
tkrishnamurti@fsu.edu

Vasu Misra, Florida State University
vmisra@fsu.edu

Ben Kirtman, University of Miami
bkirtman@rsmas.miami.edu

Robert Dickinson, University of Texas
robted@)jsg.utexas.edu

Michela Biasutti, Earth Institute, Columbia University
biasutti@ldeo.columbia.edu

Mark Cane, Columbia University
mcane@ldeo.columbia.edu

Lisa Goddard, Earth Institute, Columbia University
goddard@iri.columbia.edu

Alan Betts, Atmospheric Research, Pittsford, VT

akbetts@aol.com

| refer to the distasteful and deceptive letter the above signatories
have sent to President Obama endorsing Senator Whitehouse’s

call for:

“A RICO (Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act)
investigation of corporations and other organizations that have
knowingly deceived the American people about the risks of climate
change, as a means to forestall America’'s response to climate

change.”



Not only does your action represent irresponsible and unethical
advocacy, it appears to be a desperate rear-guard action against
the overwhelming body of evidence which has exposed the
questionable alarmism of the now thoroughly discredited IPCC.

You state in your letter that:

“

.. an overwhelming majority of climate scientists are convinced
about the potentially serious adverse effects of human-induced
climate change on human health, agriculture, and biodiversity.”

It is perhaps curious then that you only managed to attach 20
signatures to your letter whilst tens of thousands of scientist have
already signed statements and petitions which say there are:

“..no risks posed by climate change, including increasing extreme
weather events, rising sea levels, and increasing ocean acidity ...”

Presumably you are aware that large numbers of scientists have
now signed the following petitions and statements:

The Heidelberg Appeal; The Oregon Petition; The Manhattan
Declaration; Open Letter to UN Secretary General; The Petition by
German Scientists to the Chancellor; The Leipzig Declaration;
Statement from Atmospheric Scientists; Letter to the Members of
the U.S. House of Representatives and the U.S.
Senate; Memorandum submitted by the Institute of Physics;
Statement from scientists to President Obama; Two statement
from NASA scientists and other employees; Petition to Ban Ki
Moon.

Presumably you are aware of the following document:

“More Than 1000 International Scientists Dissent Over Man-Made
Global Warming.” This can be located at:

http://www.climatedepot.com/a/9035/SPECIAL-REPORT-More-
Than- 1000-International-Scientists-Dissent-Over-ManMade-
Global-Warming-Claims-- Challenge-UN-IPCC--Gore

Presumably you are aware of the following document:

“1350+ Peer-Reviewed Papers Supporting Skeptic Arguments
Against ACC/AGW Alarm.” This can be located at:

http://www.populartechnology.net/2009/10/peer-reviewed-papers-



supporting.html

In 2012, 49 NASA scientists and engineers, in response to alarmist
statements from NASA’s activist scientist Dr James Hansen, sent
a petition to the NASA and GISS administration, including the
statement:

“‘We, the undersigned, respectfully request that NASA and the
Goddard Institute for Space Studies (GISS) refrain from including
unproven remarks in public releases and websites. We believe the
claims by NASA and GISS, that man-made carbon dioxide is
having a catastrophic impact on global climate change are not
Substantiated, especially when considering thousands of years of
empirical data. With hundreds of well-known climate scientists and
tens of thousands of other scientists publicly declaring their
disbelief in the catastrophic forecasts, coming particularly from the
GISS leadership, itis clear that the science is NOT settled.”

They added:

‘We are not trying to stifle discourse, but undisciplined
commentary, lacking in precision, is wholly inappropriate when
NASA’s name and reputation is attached.”

They are not trying to stifle discourse but the above signatories
certainly are.

A Japanese Geoscience Union symposium survey in 2008
“showed 90 per cent of the participants did not believe the IPCC
reports.”

Dr’s Maruyama, Akasofu, Kusano and Maruyama state that large
influences on global climate over time may be global cosmic rays
and solar activity.

In 2008 a survey of more than 51,000 scientists from the
Association of Professional Engineers, Geologists and
Geophysicists of Alberta, Canada (APEGGA) found:

“T’he majority of scientific participants in the survey agreed that the
theoretical climate models used to predict a future warming cannot
be relied upon and are not validated by the existing climate record.
Yet all predictions are based on such theoretical models.”

The Russian Academy of Science completely rejects the notion of



catastrophic anthropogenic global warming, predicting that:

“In the coming years the temperature over the entire planet will
fall.”

And:

“The average temperature on Earth is now returning to the level of
the 1996-1997 years, 0.3°C lower.”

In 2009 the Polish Academy of Sciences produced a report which
pointed to the IPCC’s position on CAGW as becoming increasingly
untenable. The Geologic Science Committee of the PAS reported:

“Experiments in natural science show that one-sided observations,
those that take no account of the multiplicity of factors determining
certain processes in the geo-system, lead to unwarranted
simplifications and wrong conclusions when trying to explain
natural phenomena.”

In 2012 the German Academy of Sciences and Engineering
rejected the notion of climate catastrophe and stated that coping
with climate change would not pose any difficult challenges. In a
study commissioned by the German Federal Government, Acatech
President Reinhard Hiittl said:

“No climate conditions are going to occur here that already do not
exist on the globe elsewhere and that we cannot cope with.”

The French Academy of Sciences has also indicated that there still
remains uncertainty regarding the climatic effects of human-
induced carbon dioxide emissions. Their 2010 report was critical of
the IPCC’s claim of scientific certainty regarding climate change
and the central role of anthropogenic carbon dioxide.

In 2010 the British Institute of Physics, with a worldwide
membership of over 36,000, made a statement to the House of
Commons Science and Technology Committee's inquiry into the
integrity of the IPCC and scientists at the CRU. With regard to the
leaked University of East Anglia CRU emails, they stated:

“The Institute is concerned that, unless the disclosed e-mails are
proved to be forgeries or adaptations, worrying implications arise
for the integrity of scientific research in this field and for the
credibility of the scientific method as practised in this context.”



And:

“The CRU e-mails as published on the internet provide prima facie
evidence of determined and co-ordinated refusals to comply with
honourable scientific traditions and freedom of information law.”

And:

“The e-mails reveal doubts as to the reliability of some of the
(climate) reconstructions and raise questions as to the way in
which they have been represented.”

In fact the emails were genuine and there are worrying implications
about the IPCC's integrity.

The American Chemical Society (ACS) considers itself to be the
world's largest scientific society. In 2009, skeptical members of the
ACS openly revolted against the ACS Editor in Chief, Rudy Baum
with many ACS scientists demanding he be removed after he
promoted, without due consultation, the position that:

“The science of anthropogenic climate change is becoming
increasingly well established.”

In 2009, the American Physical Society (APS) Council decided to
review its current climate statement when more than 250 of its
membership urged a change in the APS climate statement.

Many physicists wrote to the APS governing board, pointing out:

“Measured or reconstructed temperature records indicate that 20th
- 21st century changes are neither exceptional nor persistent, and
the historical and geological records show many periods warmer
than today.”

In 2011 Nobel prize winner Dr Ivar Giaever resigned from the APS
in disgust over the group’s promotion of man-made global warming
fears. He objected to their statement that: “the evidence is
incontrovertible.”

Should any legal pressure be contemplated against climate
rationalists, you might want to reflect on the following statements
from IPCC contributing scientists:

Dr Robert Balling: “The IPCC notes that "No significant
acceleration in the rate of sea level rise during the 20th century



has been detected." (This did not appear in the IPCC Summary for
Policymakers).

Dr Lucka Bogataj: “Rising levels of airborne carbon dioxide don't
cause global temperatures torise.... temperature changed first and
some 700 years later a change in aerial content of carbon dioxide
followed.”

Dr Daniel Botkin: “The two (IPCC) reports assume and argue that
the climate warming forecasts by the global warming models is
happening and will continue to happen and grow worse. Currently
these predictions are way off the reality.”

Dr John Christy: “As time went on, nations would tend to
nominate only those authors whose climate change opinions were
in line with a national political agenda which sought perceived
advantages (i.e. political capital, economic gain, etc.) by promoting
the notion of catastrophic human-induced climate change.
Scientists with well-known alternative views would not be
nominated or selected.”

Dr Rosa Compagnucci: ‘“Humans have only contributed a few
tenths of a degree to warming on Earth. Solar activity is a key
driver of climate.”

Dr Richard Courtney: "The empirical evidence strongly indicates
that the anthropogenic global warming hypothesis is wrong."

Dr Judith Curry: “I'm not going to just spout off and endorse the
IPCC because | don’t have confidence in the process.”

Dr Robert Davis: "Global temperatures have not been changing
as state of the art climate models predicted they would. Not a
single mention of satellite temperature observations appears in the
(IPCC) Summary for Policymakers."

Dr Willem de Lange: "In 1996, the IPCC listed me as one of
approximately 3,000 “scientists” who agreed that there was a
discernable human influence on climate. | didn't. There is no
evidence to support the hypothesis that runaway catastrophic
climate change is due to human activities."



Dr Chris de Freitas: “Government decision-makers should have
heard by now that the basis for the longstanding claim that carbon
dioxide is a major driver of global climate is being questioned;
along with it the hitherto assumed need for costly measures to
restrict carbon dioxide emissions. If they have not heard, it is
because of the din of global warming hysteria that relies on the
logical fallacy of ‘argument from ignorance’ and predictions of
computer models.”

Dr Peter Dietze: "Using a flawed eddy diffusion model, the IPCC
has grossly underestimated the future oceanic carbon dioxide
uptake."

Dr Don Easterbrook: “After reading the recently-released [IPCC
ARS] report, we can now add, ‘there are liars, damn liars, and
IREE.?

Dr John Everett: ‘It is time for a reality check. The oceans and
coastal zones have been far warmer and colder than is projected
in the present scenarios of climate change. | have reviewed the
IPCC and more recent scientific literature and believe that there is
not a problem with increased acidification, even up to the unlikely
levels in the most-used IPCC scenarios."

Dr George Filippo: “| feel rather uncomfortable about using not
only unpublished but also unreviewed material as the backbone of
our conclusions (or any conclusions) ... | feel that at this point there
are very little rules [sic] and almost anything goes.”

Dr Oliver Frauenfeld: “Much more progress is necessary
regarding our current understanding of climate and our abilities to
model it.”

Dr Eigil Friis-Christensen: “The IPCC refused to consider the
sun's effect on the Earth's climate as a topic worthy of
investigation. The IPCC conceived its task only as investigating
potential human causes of climate change.”

Dr Lee Gerhard: "I never fully accepted or denied the
anthropogenic global warming (AGW) concept until the furor
started after [NASA's James] Hansen's wild claims in the late
1980's. | went to the [scientific] literature to study the basis of the



claim, starting at first principles. My studies then led me to believe
that the claims were false.”

Dr Francois Gervais: “The aim and goal of the ARS report are to
try to confirm scientifically that anthropogenic emissions of CO2
would be the main cause of global warming, or not. | regret to
admit that in its present form, the ARS draft the conclusions of
which are based on models which are not substantiated from the
point of view of arguments recalled hereon, is not convincing to
this physicist expert reviewer.”

Dr Indur Goklany: “Climate change is unlikely to be the world's
most important environmental problem of the 21st century. There
is no signal in the mortality data to indicate increases in the overall
frequencies or severities of extreme weather events, despite large
increases in the population at risk.”

Dr Vincent Gray: "The (IPCC) climate change statement is an
orchestrated litany of lies."

Dr Kenneth Green: "We can expect the climate crisis industry to
grow increasingly shrill, and increasingly hostile toward anyone
who questions their authority.”

Dr Mike Hulme: "Claims such as ‘2,500 of the world’s leading
scientists have reached a consensus that human activities are
having a significant influence on the climate’ are disingenuous ...
The actual number of scientists who backed that claim was “only a
few dozen.”

Dr Kiminori Itoh: "There are many factors which cause climate
change. Considering only greenhouse gases is nonsense and
harmful. When people know what the truth is they will feel
deceived by science and scientists."”

Dr Yuri lzrael: "There is no proven link between human activity
and global warming. | think the panic over global warming is totally
unjustified. There is no serious threat to the climate."

Dr Steven Japar: "Temperature measurements show that the
climate model-predicted mid-troposphere hot zone is non-existent.
This is more than sufficient to invalidate global climate models and
projections made with them.”



Dr Georg Kaser: "This number (of receding glaciers reported by
the IPCC) is not just a little bit wrong, but far out of any order of
magnitude ... It is so wrong that it is not even worth discussing."

Dr Aynsley Kellow: “I'm not holding my breath for criticism to be
taken on board, which underscores a fault in the whole peer review
process for the IPCC: there is no chance of a chapter [of the IPCC
report] ever being rejected for publication, no matter how flawed it
might be.”

Dr Madhav Khandekar: "I have carefully analysed adverse
impacts of climate change as projected by the IPCC and have
discounted these claims as exaggerated and lacking any
supporting evidence."

Dr Hans Labohm: "The alarmist passages in the (IPCC) Summary
for Policymakers have been skewed through an elaborate and
sophisticated process of spin-doctoring."

Dr Andrew Lacis: “There is no scientific merit to be found in the
Executive Summary. The presentation sounds like something put
together by Greenpeace activists and their legal department.”

Dr Chris Landsea: "l cannot in good faith continue to contribute to
a process that | view as both being motivated by pre-conceived
agendas and being scientifically unsound."

Dr Judith Lean: "Climate models failed to reflect the sun’s cyclical
influence on the climate and that has led to a sense that the sun
isn't a player ... they have to absolutely prove that it's not a
player.”

Dr Richard Lindzen: "The IPCC process is driven by politics
rather than science. It uses summaries to misrepresent what
scientists say and exploits public ignorance."

Dr Harry Lins: "Surface temperature changes over the past
century have been episodic and modest and there has been no net
global warming for over a decade now. The case for alarm
regarding climate change is grossly overstated.”



Dr Philip Lloyd: “I am doing a detailed assessment of the IPCC
reports and the Summaries for Policy Makers, identifying the way
in which the Summaries have distorted the science. | have found
examples of a summary saying precisely the opposite of what the
scientists said.”

Dr Martin Manning: "Some government delegates influencing the
IPCC Summary for Policymakers misrepresent or contradict the
lead authors."”

Dr Stephen Mclintyre: “The many references in the popular media
to a “consensus of thousands of scientists” are both a great
exaggeration and also misleading.”

Dr Ross McKitrick: “The world still awaits a proper inquiry into
climategate: one that is not stacked with global warming
advocates, and one that is prepared to cross-examine evidence,
interview critics as well as supporters of the CRU and other IPCC
players, and follow the evidence where it clearly leads”.

Dr John McLean: "The repeated failure of predictions based on
climate models is further evidence that the models are flawed and
have no credibility.

Dr Patrick Michaels: "The rates of warming, on multiple time
scales have now invalidated the suite of IPCC climate models. No,
the science is not settled.”

Dr Nils-Axel Morner: "If you go around the globe, you find no sea
level rise anywhere."

Dr Johannes Oerlemans: "The IPCC has become too political.
Many scientists have not been able to resist the siren call of fame,
research funding and meetings in exotic places that awaits them if
they are willing to compromise scientific principles and integrity in
support of the man-made global-warming doctrine.”

Dr Roger Pielke: “All of my comments were ignored without even
a rebuttal. At that point, | concluded that the IPCC Reports were
actually intended to be advocacy documents designed to produce
particular policy actions, but not as a true and honest assessment
of the understanding of the climate system.”



Dr Jan Pretel: “It's nonsense to drastically reduce emissions ...
predicting about the distant future - 100 years can'’t be predicted
due to uncertainties.”

Dr Alec Rawls: “What | found interesting in the IPCC report is how
blatant the statistical fraud is, omitting the competing explanation
from the models completely, while pretending that they are using
their models to distinguish between anthropogenic and natural
warming. These people are going to hang on to their power grab
until the bitter end.”

Dr Paul Reiter: “As far as the science being ‘settled,’ | think that is
an obscenity. The fact is the science is being distorted by people
who are not scientists.”

Dr Murray Salby: ‘I have an involuntary gag reflex whenever
someone says the “science is settled. Anyone who thinks the
science is settled on this topic is in fantasia.”

Dr Ben Santer: “It's unfortunate that many people read the media
hype before they read the chapter ...... we (the IPCC) say quite
clearly that few scientists would say the attribution issue was a
done deal.”

Dr Tom Segalstad: "The IPCC global warming model is not
supported by the scientific data."

Dr Frederick Seitz: “Many of the contributing scientists object to
what is left in the Summaries For Policymakers after the non-
scientists have influenced it but their names remain as contributing
scientists.”

Dr. Keith Shine: "We produce a draft, and then the policymakers
go through it line by line and change the way it's presented ....
They don’'t change the data, but the way it's presented. It is
peculiar that they have the final say in what goes into a scientists’
report.”

Dr Jagadish Shukla: "It is inconceivable that policymakers will be
willing to make billion-and trillion-dollar decisions for adaptation to
the projected regional climate change based on models that do not
even describe and simulate the processes that are the building
blocks of climate variability.”



Dr Fred Singer: “Isn't it remarkable that the Policymakers
Summary of the IPCC report avoids mentioning the satellite data
altogether, or even the existence of satellites--probably because
the data show a (slight) cooling over the last 18 years, in direct
contradiction to the calculations from climate models?”

Dr Hajo Smit: “There is clear cut solar-climate coupling and a very
strong natural variability of climate on all historical time scales.
Currently | hardly believe anymore that there is any relevant
relationship between human CO2 emissions and climate change.”
(50)

Dr Roy Spencer: “The IPCC is not a scientific organization and
was formed to regulate carbon dioxide emissions. Claims of
human-cause global warming are only a means to that goal.”

Dr Robert Stavins: “The IPCC should not ask lead authors to
volunteer enormous amounts of their time over multi-year periods
to carry out work that will inevitably be rejected by governments in
the Summary for Policymakers.”

Dr Peter Thorne: “Observations do not show rising temperatures
throughout the tropical troposphere unless you accept one single
study and approach and discount a wealth of others. This is just
downright dangerous. We need to communicate the uncertainty
and be honest.”

Dr Richard Tol: “The IPCC attracted more people with political
rather than academic motives. In AR4, green activists held key
positions in the IPCC and they succeeded in excluding or
neutralising opposite voices.”

Dr Tom Tripp: “There is so much of a natural variability in weather
it makes it difficult to come to a scientifically valid conclusion that
global warming is man made.”

Dr Fritz Vahrenholt: “Doubt came two years ago when | was an
expert reviewer of an IPCC report on renewable energy. |
discovered numerous errors and asked myself if the other IPCC
reports on climate were similarly sloppy. | couldn’t take it any
more.”



Dr James Wanliss: “ Global warming is the greatest scam in
scientific history.”

Dr Heinz Wanner: “| was a reviewer of the IPCC-TAR report
2001. In my review ... | critcized the fact that the whole Mann
hockey stick is being printed in its full length in the IPCC-TAR
report.

In 1999 | made the following comments:

1. The spatial, temporal (tree-ring data in the midlatitudes mainly
contain “summer information”) and spectral coverage and
behaviour of the data is questionable, mainly before 1500-1600
AD.

2. It is in my opinion not appropriate already to make statements
for the southern hemisphere and for the period prior to 1500 AD.

My review was classified “unsignificant”

Dr Robert Watson: “The (IPCC) mistakes all appear to have gone
in the direction of making it seem like climate change is more
serious by overstating the impact. That is worrying. The IPCC
needs to look at this trend in the errors and ask why it happened.”

Dr Gerd-Rainer Weber: “‘Most of the extremist views about
climate change have little or no scientific basis.”

Dr David Waojick: "The public is not well served by this constant
drumbeat of alarms fed by computer models manipulated by
advocates."

Dr Miklos Zagoni: “I am positively convinced that the
anthropogenic global warming theory is wrong.”

Dr. Eduardo Zorita: “Editors, reviewers and authors of alternative
studies, analysis, interpretations, even based on the same data we
have at our disposal, have been bullied and subtly blackmailed. By
writing these lines... a few of my future studies will not see the light
of publication.”

Consider your statement that:



“The stability of the Earth’s climate over the past ten thousand
years contributed to the growth of agriculture and therefore, a
thriving human civilization.”

And what climate stability would that be precisely? Even the
alarmist IPCC has conceded that, over the last 1,000 years, the
earth has experienced much warmer and much colder periods
than we have today. To argue for climate stability over the last
1,000 years is to ignore a vast body of peer reviewed published
literature that says otherwise.

Whether it's global temperature, sea level or ocean pH, the IPCC
has either ignored or marginalized evidence that does not support
its alarmist mantra. Professor Jason Johnston from the University
of Pennsylvania Law School reported in his research paper:
“Global Warming Advocacy Science: a Cross Examination” that
when he looked to see if the IPCC reports actually represented “an
unbiased and objective assessment.” Johnston reported:

“Such verification means comparing what the IPCC has to say
about climate science with what one finds in the peer-reviewed
climate science literature.”

He concluded:

“On virtually every major issue in climate change science, IPCC
reports systematically conceal or minimize what appear to be
fundamental scientific uncertainties.”

Johnston went on to say that when they examined research by
“scientists at the very best universities” who are of “unimpeachable
credibility” they found “facts and findings that are rarely if ever
mentioned” by the IPCC.

Your letter asserted:

“‘We are now at high risk of seriously destabilizing the Earth’s
climate and irreparably harming people around the world,
especially the world’s poorest people.”

The UN'’s environmental activists have made clear their intentions
to send industrialised nations back to the developing stage and
redistribute the wealth of the west. What they fail to appreciate is
the inevitability of damaging social, economic and environmental



consequences of too little development. When countries become
wealthier, they can invest in cleaner technologies and lift their
people out of poverty.

Nearly 3 million people heat their homes and cook over open fires,
fuelled by wood or animal dung and more than 1 billion people lack
access to reliable sources of inexpensive electricity for lighting,
heating, cooking and refrigeration. Millions die annually from lung
disease, intestinal infection and food poisoning, mainly women and
children, because they lack access to electricity.

Their health and education are threatened because green activists
would deprive them of inexpensive, reliable electricity from fossil
fuels.

When countries generate electricity using coal and gas, their
populations lead healthier and longer lives. To ignore coal and gas
as inexpensive energy sources dramatically reduces the ability of
developed economies to compete in the manufacture of goods
with more industries and jobs going to coal-driven Asia.

| have always stressed to my university students the importance of
scientific integrity and the need to follow the evidence wherever it
takes them. Consider the example of Dr Charles Lineweaver from
the School of Earth Sciences at the Australian National
University. In writing about the cosmic microwave background and
our current state of knowledge about the universe he candidly
observed:

“The biggest prize of all may be something unexpected. We know
that our model of the universe is incomplete ... It seems very
probable that our model is wrong in some unexpectedly
fundamental way. It may contain some crucial conceptual blunder
(as has happened so many times in the past). Some unexpected
quirk in the data may point us in a new direction and revolutionise
our view of the universe ..”

Albert Einstein's theory of general relativity pointed to a universe
which should be expanding or contracting yet he was unhappy
about this. He doubted his calculations and initially introduced a
cosmological “fudge factor” which he later came to regret. Edwin
Hubble used observational data to argue that the universe is
expanding. Einstein looked further and admitted that he had made
an error, modifying his mathematical models to accommodate the



real world observations.

Scientific integrity should always be about hypothesis testing and
the sharing of data with serious consideration given to competing
ideas. Scientists should be prepared to modify their position as
new data comes to hand. This is how intellectually honest
scientists proceed and how scientific knowledge is advanced.

Sadly, this intellectually honest approach is in stark contrast to the
defensive, intransigent, secretive and even hostile position
adopted by the IPCC and its acolytes whenever their catastrophic
anthropogenic global warming hypothesis is challenged.

It is now widely known that the increasingly embarrassing IPCC, is
a political/ideological organization which has been masquerading
as an independent scientific body since its inception in 1988. This
fact is well known to many scientists and made plain by the
following:

Dr Vincent Gray, climate consultant, long-standing member of the
New Zealand Royal Society and expert reviewer for all four IPCC
Assessment Reports described the IPCC's climate change
statements as:

“An orchestrated litany of lies.”

Former Professor of Climatology at the University of Winnipeg, Dr
Tim Ball was equally explicit:

“The argument that global warming is due to humans, known as
the anthropogenic global warming theory (AGW) is a deliberate
fraud. | can now make that statement without fear of contradiction
because of a remarkable hacking of files that provided not just a
smoking gun, but an entire battery of machine guns.”

And:

“Carbon dioxide was never a problem and all the machinations and
deceptions exposed by these files prove that it is the greatest
deception in history, but nobody is laughing. It is a very sad day for
science.”



Dr lan Plimer, Professor of Mining Geology at The University of
Adelaide and Emeritus Professor of Earth Sciences at The
University of Melbourne agrees:

“‘Here we have the Australian (former Labor) government
underpinning the biggest economic decision this country has ever
made and it's all based on fraud.”

Dr Christopher Kobus, Professor of engineering at Oakland
University says:

“In essence, the jig is up. The whole thing is a fraud. And even the
fraudsters that fudged data are admitting to temperature history
that they used to say didn't happen...Perhaps what has doomed
the Climategate fraudsters the most was their brazenness in
fudging the data.”

Geophysicist Dr Norm Kalmanovitch:

When the cooling started in 2002 climate change and advocacy for
following the dictates of the 1997 Kyoto Protocol on Climate
Change went from an issue of science to an issue of fraud, so itis
no longer up to the scientists to disprove the AGW hypothesis as
much as it is up to the lawyers to lead a class action against this
fraud which has crippled the economy and caused global
starvation as basic food staples are being used as feedstock for
biofuels so the perpetrators of this fraud can increase their wealth
trading carbon credits.

Physicist Dr Dirck Hartmann:

“Our mainstream media uses every opportunity to hype the hoax of
man-made global warming by repeated reporting of data and
events that appear to support it and ignoring those that contradict
it. Hopefully man made global warming will come to be recognized
for the hoax it truly is.”

Dr Hilton Ratcliffe, physicist, mathematician and astronomer was
equally clear:

“The whole idea of anthropogenic global warming is completely
unfounded. There appears to have been money gained by Michael



Mann, Al Gore and UN IPCC's Rajendra Pachauri as a
consequence of this deception, so it's fraud.”

Russian glaciologist and geomorphologist, Dr Andrei Kapitsa also
considered the Kyoto Protocol as:

“The biggest ever scientific fraud.”

Dr Harold Lewis, Emeritus Professor of physics at the University of
California, Santa Barbara, resigned from the American Physical
Society (APS). He said:

“Climategate was a fraud on a scale | have never seen.”

And:

"... the global warming scam, with the (literally) trillions of dollars
driving it, that has corrupted so many scientists, and has carried
APS before it like a rogue wave. It is the greatest and most
successful pseudoscientific fraud | have seen in my long life as a
physicist.”

Dr Ivar Giaever, the 1973 winner of the Nobel Prize in physics,
also resigned from the APS over its position on global warming. He
objected to their statement that: “the evidence is incontrovertible.”

Dr Wiliam Gray, Emeritus Professor and Head of the Tropical
Meteorology Project, Department of Atmospheric Science,
Colorado University states:

"I am of the opinion that (global warming) is one of the greatest
hoaxes ever perpetrated on the American people.”

Professor Bob Carter, Research Fellow at James Cook
University is a palaeontologist, stratigrapher, marine geologist and
environmental scientist. Professor Carter describes the notion of
anthropogenic global warming (AGW) as promoted by the IPCC
as:

“The greatest self-organised scientific and political conspiracy that
the world has ever seen.”

Astrophysicist Piers Corbyn says:



“It is in the interests of the whole world for the whole UN Climate
Change policy to be totally abandoned. The COZ2 theory is failed
science based on fraudulent data.”

Research chemist, Dr William Gilbert wants his feelings known:

“I am ashamed of what climate science has become today. The
science community is relying on an inadequate model to blame
CO2 and innocent citizens for global warming in order to generate
funding and to gain attention. If this is what 'science’ has become
today, I, as a scientist, am ashamed.”

Professor Will Alexander, hydrology and flood analysis expert
says:

“I believe that this whole global warming/climate change issue is
no more than a monumental scam.”

Princeton Physics Professor Robert Austin and other APS
members signed a statement which said:

"By now everyone has heard of what has come to be known as
ClimateGate, which was and is an international scientific fraud, the
worst any of us have seen...”

Professor Don Easterbrook from Western Washington University:

"The corruption within the IPCC revealed by the Climategate
scandal, the doctoring of data and the refusal to admit mistakes
have so severely tainted the IPCC that it is no longer a credible
agency."

IPCC expert reviewer Professor Tom Segalstad (Geologist &
Geochemist) UN-PCC Expert Reviewer shows how futile the
IPCC'’s claims really are:

"It is a search for a mythical COZ2 sink to explain an immeasurable
CO2 lifetime to fit a hypothetical CO2 computer model that
purports to show that an impossible amount of fossil fuel burning is
heating the atmosphere. It is all a fiction."



Clive Crook is the Financial Times Chief Washington Commentator
and former believer in anthropogenic global warming and
supporter of carbon dioxide reduction measures might have had a
change of heart:

“The closed-mindedness of these supposed men of science, their
willingness to go to any lengths to defend a preconceived
message, is surprising even to me. The stink of intellectual
corruption is overpowering.”

IPCC expert reviewer Dr Kiminori Itoh is equally scathing:
“Man-made warming is the worst scientific scandal in history.”
Swedish climatologist, Dr Hans Jelbring is quite specific:

“Science is too important for our society to be misused in the way it
has been done within the Climate Science Community.”

Dr Michael Schrage (MIT):

“A small cabal of scientists were engaged in malice, mischief and
Machiavellian maneuverings.”

The Attorney-General of the Commonwealth of Virginia, Mr.
Cuccinelli, issued a press statement on May 28, 2010, repeating
an earlier statement that :

“The revelations of Climategate indicate that some climate data
may have been deliberately manipulated to arrive at pre-set
conclusions. The use of manipulated data to apply for taxpayer-
funded research grants in Virginia is potentially fraud. ... This is a
fraud investigation.”

As Christopher Monckton points out:

“Fraud, in the Commonwealth of Virginia as in most jurisdictions, is
a criminal offence. The Attorney-General’s investigation is being
conducted in terms of the Fraud Against Taxpayers Act 2000.”

Dr Fred Singer was clear:

“T he people who did the IPCC reports were essentially crooks.”



Statistician and IPCC expert reviewer Dr Alec Rawls reflected on
how the IPCC ignored the fact that the empirical evidence in favour
of the solar explanation (for warming/cooling) is overwhelming. He
said:

“What | found interesting in the IPCC report is how blatant the
statistical fraud is.”

Dr David Evans on IPCC temperature measurement:

“If it really is warming up as the government climate scientists say,
why do they present only the surface thermometer results and not
mention the satellite results? And why do they put their
thermometers near artificial heating sources? This is so obviously
a scam now.”

Former German Chancellor Helmut Schmidt has called for an
independent inquiry into the IPCC saying:

“The IPCC have encountered skepticism, especially since some of
their researchers have shown themselves to be fraudsters.”

Dr Igor Khmelinskii: “The motivation for the reviewed research
effort and the logic behind it is more often fraudulent than not ....
its conclusions are already known before the research even began
- these conclusions being AGW is happening, and we are to blame
forit.”

Jay Lehr, science director of the Heartland Institute:
"It is a scam that dwarfs all others that have come before."

Meteorologist Dr Klaus-Eckart Puls at the European Institute For
Climate and Energy (EIKE):

“Ten years ago | simply parroted what the IPCC told us. One day |
started checking the facts and data—first | started with a sense of
doubt but then | became outraged when | discovered that much of
what the IPCC and the media were telling us was sheer nonsense
and was not even supported by any scientific facts and
measurements. To this day | still feel shame that as a scientist |
made presentations of their science without first checking it.”



Perhaps when the definitive book on “Catastrophic anthropogenic
global warming: the greatest fraud in the history of science” is
written, the letter sent to President Obama, Attorney General
Lynch, and OSTP Director Holdren will feature prominently.

Sincerely.

Dr John Happs



From: Jeff Nesbit

To: Edward W Maibach
Subject: Re: respond?
Date: Thursday, September 24, 20154:31:27 PM

Joby's tied up, too. Try Chelsea Harvey.

From: "emaibach@gmu.edu” <emaibach@gmu.edu>
Date: Thursday, September 24, 2015 1:26 PM

To: Jeff Nesbit <jnesbit@climatenexus.org>

Subject: Re: respond?

Chris is on assignment in NYC (covering the Pope), but will try to find me someone interested in the story.
Any ideas of people | should pitch to?

Sent from my iGlasses

OnSep 24,2015, at 8:52 AM, Jeff Nesbit <jnesbit@climatenexus.org> wrote:

Ah, | like that. Get one grounded piece out there that isn't defensive. Drop Chris a note. Let
me know if 1 can help —1 can circle back with him.

From: “emaibach@®gmu.eduy” <emaibach@gmu.edi>
Date: Thursday, September 24, 2015 5:40 AM

To: Jeff Nesbit <jnesbit@climatenexus.org>
Subject: Re: respond?
How about an interview with Chris Mooney?

Sent from my shoe phone

On 